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From: Jim Cable

To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 17/06/2013 8:14 p.m.

Subject: Submission to the Constitutional Review

17 June 2013

Submission of:

Jim Cabile,

NELSON,

Constitutional Review.

New Zealand does NOT need a written constitution. In practical terms, our present Westminster-type
system is the most flexible, as well as the best possible, of all democratic systems to address our
country's constitutional substance and its protections. It also has the simple ability to meet and
accommodate whatever future requirements do arise.

The Treaty of Waitangi was signed 173 years ago. It should have no relevance whatsoever today,
other than as a historic document. The writings of unbiased researchers like lan Wishart and John
Robinson have documented conclusive evidence as to how, in recent years, the Treaty's original
intent has been corrupted and “re-interpreted” way beyond any intent (or even belief) of its

signatories.

I’'m appalled at how, as a direct result of the contest between the parties of Labour and National, MMP
has affected, so signally, the issue and the process of Treaty “settlements.” Both parties appear to
have used the process to curry favour with Maori for their own political advantage.

I'm also appalled at the magnitude of the Treaty “settlements,” but the greatest damage to the
national fabric of New Zealanders as a people results from the divisions now created between Maori
and non-Maori — splits that these “settlements” have widened and have thus resulted in
ever-deepening and ever-increasing expectations of Maori.

The term “Treaty principles” was never anything more than a politically manufactured nonsense. In
reality it conveys nothing of the rationale that lay behind the signing of the 1840 Treaty — nor of the
Treaty's ratification, 20 years later in 1860, at the Kohimarama gathering.
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If New Zealanders are one people, the Treaty should NOT still be featuring as a modern-day
reference today, all these many, many generations later.

Maori Representation. The original intention was that Maori seats were to be a temporary measure
until Maori were able to develop and “foot it" constitutionally with “European NZers.” Today, even
despite the fact that many Maori have since succeeded on the strength of their own capabilities in
being elected to “European” seats, MMP has seen the number of Maori seats increased - which only
embeds separatism as a factor of Kiwi constitutionality. Irrespective of the political influences
conveyed, there is really no case whatsoever for the continuation of separate Maori representation,
and | believe that Maori seats should now be abolished.

Electoral matters. MMP has proven to be an utter nonsense — a disastrous waste of time that has
rendered far more difficulties than resultant benefits. The cost of parliament has exploded with far, far
too much time wasted by the party-political posturing of opposition parties, generally completely
unfocused on the actual issues of the day. Much of this time-wasting stems from the activity of
un-elected list MPs. Prior to MMP, the same work of parliament was accomplished by half the
present number of MPs. We should therefore return to an FPP system with say 65-70 MPs, who
were elected solely by electorate vote. That way we would see mostly only the most demonstrably
capable and competent individuals elected to parliament. Consequently that would render far higher
degrees of ministerial/member capability — and we would see the parliament’s proper business
conducted far more expeditiously than at present.

Parliamentary term should be kept at 3 years. It may be too short for a good government, but it's far
too long for a bad one.

Election date. The current process has been workable and | see no reason to change it.

Electorates. Where possible, communities of interest are o be desired. The dictate of population
numbers to decide uniform population numbers for electorates have made electorates like West
Coast-Tasman almost impractical for an MP to service.

Mernbers who leave their parties. This is yet another nonsense development of our process that has
been aggravated considerably by the foot-shooting absurdity of the MMP system. An elected MP
should be free to resign their party and continue as an independent MP should they so choose - but
list MPs should instantly forfeit their seat and be removed from parliament, with the next list member
on that party’s list being then appointed to hold the position.
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From: "Kim Cable (Personal)"

To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz-
Date: 22/07/2013 9:22 a.m.

Subject: submission

1. 1. What are your aspirations for Aotearoa New Zealand?

I winnild lika tn con Antaaras hannma A Anrindms et aslabieabom e b dfm;oe oo
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culture a lot more, with Te Reo Maori becoming a part of mainstream
education. Maori culture makes us unique in the world, and offers a
beautiful worldview. | would also like to see more incentives given towards
sustainable living, and sustainable business.

Businesses should be encouraged, educated and incentivised to value the
working mother more, with great flexible working conditions. Every NZer
should see the value to society in gaining a good work/life balance.

We should aim to be a wealthy country with every NZer enjoying a good
standard of living, where society is able to provide everyone with the basic

life necessities (food, shelter, clothing). Raise minimum wages, and do not
try to establish a minimum wage working class.

2. 2. How do you want our country to be run in the future?

Continue to be a democracy, and continue with the Maori seats in parliament
, that ensure Maori representation.

Take into account the points above for my aspirations for Aotearoa.

Kind regards,

Kim Cable
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From: Richard Francis Caddick

To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 3/07/2013 11:31 a.m.

Subject: CAP Submission

In my opinion the system of having separate rebresentation hyv wAV of enlitting tha alantaratn inta b
Separate streams smacks of a reverse type of apartheid that has no place in a modern-day society. It
Is an anachronism that is long bast its use-by date and should be abolished. We are all immigrants,
S0 by extension, if separate seats are reserved for Maori, why not have the same system for Chinese,
Indian, Dutch, British, or other cultures? Maori have their own political parties, and if as a collective
race they value their language, traditions etc, they should use the general system to protect and
nurture them, just as is done in any democratic system, and in ours by other particular interest
groups. | would be tempted to condemn it as racist, but that term does not really fit, because the
races are now so mixed that regardless of clearly defined blood-lines, it seems that today it is
sufficient to "feel Maori" - ridiculous!

There is no viable justification for allocating seats to a particular ethnic, religious, or any other narrow
interest group.

Richard F. Caddick, i Rangiors
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From: <webmaster@ourconstitution.org.nz>
To: <constitutionalreview@)justice.govt.nz>
Date: 31/07/2013 2:11 p.m.

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link:http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: Manu Caddie Organisation Name: Pacific Centre for Participatory Democracy
Email: ) ) Phone: " Postal AddressA: _ - Postal
AddressB: _ | Postal City: Gisborne Postal Region: Postal Post Code:

Postal Country: New Zealand Submission: 1. | support the retention of Te Tiriti o Waitangi as the
founding document of Aotearoa until we are able to have a proper discussion and agreement on a
constitutional arrangement that recognises the rights of Maorithapl as indigenous peoples and

protects
those rights within a document that provides less opportunity for diverse interpretation of meanings.

2. | support the need for clarification on the role and powers of local government and the need to shift
as much power as possible to local level, closest to those most affected by decisions and away from a
centralised system of governance.

3. | support the right to existence of autonomous, self-determined cultural, linguistic, religious and/or
geographic groupings within the territory currently recognised as Aotearoa / New Zealand. These
groups should be free to determine their own forms of regulation

and taxation if they do not wish to receive and pay dues to the New Zealand Government or
negotiate arrangements by mutual agreement.

4. | support changes in legislative and public policy decision-making that would result in much public
participation and deliberation on decisions, particularly legislation and budgets. Direct democracy
needs much more constitutional support and a move away

from representative democracy will provide greater protections for citizens present and future, and
hopefully the natural environment.

5. | support the need for constitutional recognition of the rights of nature and the environment - some
would call it the rights of Mother Earth or Papatlianuku. Taking the rights to a peaceful existence of
non-human life seems to be the next step in our development

as a species and would radically improve our chances of survival in the future.

Submitted on the 31 July 2013 at 14:08
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From:

To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 31/07/2013 11:44 a.m.

Subject: CAP Submission

To the Constitutional Advisory Panel

There should be one peoples group mentioned in the Constitution i.e. New
Zealanders.

Therefore the principles of the Declaration of Equality should be enacted.

Race-based Parliamentary seats to be abolished.

References to the Treaty of Waitangi to be rejected as it would be
undemocratic and prone to division.

The protection of property rights for all New Zealanders to be included in
the Bill of Rights.

Parliament's length of term should remain 3 years for the sake of
accountability.

Yours faithfully

Mrs J K Caetano

Auckland
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RE:

Submission to the New Zealand Constitutional Advisory Panel 2013

As a supporter of Amnesty International, | write to add my voice in support of its submission to the
current constitutional conversation.

I am concerned that all our human rights are not adequately protected in New Zealand law.

For example, our Bill of Rights Act 1990 only incorporates civil and political rights. Yet, it is widely
recognised that human rights are interrelated, interdependent and indivisible; this means that one
set of rights cannot be enjoyed in a meaningful way if the other set of rights is not also adequately
protected and respected too.

I believe civil and political rights, such as the right to life, cannot truly be achieved without the equal
right to work, accessible health care, adequate housing and education, which are enshrined in the
concepts of economic, social and cultural rights.

Despite having ratified the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights in 1978,
successive New Zealand Governments have failed to fulfill their obligations to respect, promote and
fulfil these human rights.

While the Government says economic, social and cultural rights are currently protected by subject
specific statues, current issues involving these rights, such as child poverty, show that the current
system is not working to adequately protect our rights. The maze of laws and policies around
economic, social and cultural rights make it difficult for New Zealanders to understand and access
their rights.

Without a clear framework to guide legislation and policy it also makes it difficult to see if laws
policies are actually working to recognise New Zealanders rights. In addition many human rights in
New Zealand lack avenues to remedies if they are breached, which limit New Zealanders’ access to
justice - an essential right of victims of all human rights violations.

| therefore submit the following recommendations:

- The incorporation of economic, social and cultural rights into the Bill of Rights Act 1990;

- The entrenchment of the Bill of Rights Act 1990 so that the weight and importance of these
rights is adequately recognised;

- The explicit inclusion of the power for judges to provide remedies when the Bill of Rights Act is
violated;

- That New Zealand ratify the Optional Protocol for International Covenant of Economic Social
and Cultural Rights, including opting in to its inquiry and inter-state mechanisms, so that New
Zealanders have access to an international remedy;

- The establishment of a Human Rights Select Committee to ensure that the impact of legislation
on human rights is sufficiently considered;

- The requirement of all levels of Government to take a human rights approach to addressing
human rights issues; and

- Increased human rights education initiatives to increase awareness of economic, social and
cultural rights.

| believe these recommendations will provide for stronger protections within our constitutional
framework for economic, social and cultural rights.



Taking these measures will ensure a strong legal framework in which all rights are equally protected.
It will ensure that the Government can take a rights-based approach to addressing rights issues in
New Zealand such as child poverty.

New Zealand has an obligation to take steps to progressively realise such rights as the rights to
health, education, and adequate housing. Ensuring they are explicitly protected in New Zealand law
is a significant step in ensuring that New Zealand is a place where human rights are protected,
respected and fulfilled.

layden Caine
Pukekohe
New Zealand
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From: lan Wilfred Cairc

To: "constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz" <constitutionalreview@justice.gov...
Date: 6/07/2013 4:27 p.m.

Subject: CAP Submission

Maori Seats should be abolished on the fundamental basis of a Democracy Nation
of 1 Law (and the same law) for All.

Sent from my Pad
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From:

To: <constitutionalreview@)justice.govi.ii.-
Date: 4/07/2013 11:33 a.m.

Subject: CAP Submission re Maori Seats

Maori seats in parliament should be abolished. They have outlived their 19th Century usefulness,
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From: <webmaster@ourconstitution.org.nz>
To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 31/07/2013 2:56 p.m.

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link: http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: Don Calder Organisation Name: Email; ' Phone:
Postal AddressA: Postal AddressB: Postal City: Aucklana rostal Region: Postal Post
Code: Postal Country: New Zealand Submission: There is no Constitutional crisis, nor has
there been for many years,therefore there is no need to interfere with the existing Constitution.The
system of one person, one vote should prevail, and no one group should have greater representation
than any
other group.

Submitted on the 31 July 2013 at 14:55
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Subject: CAP Submission

Abolish Maori Seats

ion

.nz>
n"



hsez

From: <webmaster@ourconstitution.org.nz>
To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 31/07/2013 9:54 p.m.

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link:http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: Crispin Caldicott Organisation Name- Frajl: i Phone:
Postal AddressA:; ‘ _ . Postal AddressB: Postal
City: Warkworth Postal Region: northiana Postal Post Code: Postal Country: New

Zealand Submission: These are the questions we would like your feedback on:

1. Do you think our constitution should be written in a single document? Why?

| believe this country should adopt the constitution of the most successful democracy in the world so
far — Switzerland.

2. Do you think our constitution should have a higher legal status than other laws (supreme law)?
Why?

Do as the Swiss have done. - It has worked so far.

3. Who should have the power to decide whether legislation is consistent with the constitution:
Parliament or the Courts? Why?

Do as the Swiss have done — it also has worked so far.

Submitted on the 31 July 2013 at 21:53
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From: <webmaster@ourconstitution.org.nz>
To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 31/07/2013 10:04 p.m,

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link: http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: Crispin Caldicott Organisation Name: Email: Phone:
Postal AddressA: Postal AddressB: Postal
City: Warkworth Postal Region: Postal Post Code: Postal Country: New Zealand

Submission: What Role do you think the Treaty of Waitangi could have in our Constitution.

The Treaty of Waitangi is an ancient document that is completely incompatible with a modern 21st
century nation. It should be consigned to history. It has no principles — nor ever did have that are
applicable today and is simply serving as a gigantic millstone

round the neck of this nation. It is time to get rid of it and embrace a constitution that encompasses
ALL new Zealanders who live here as a forward looking, vibrant democracy in which issues are
debated with intellect and intelligence.

Do you think the Treaty of Waitangi should be made a formal part of the Constitution?

No — it would be impossible if we are to be one nation.

Submitted on the 31 July 2013 at 22:03
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From: <webmaster@ourconstitution.org.nz>
To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 31/07/2013 10:26 p.m.

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link:http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: Crispin Caldicott Organisation Name: Email: Phone:
Postal AddressA:; Postal AddressB: Postal City: Warkworth Postal Region: Postal Post
Code: Postal Country: New Zealand Submission: What are your aspirations for New
Zealand?

That we live as an integrated thriving democracy in which all citizens recognise their elected
representatives are their servants.

How do you want our country to be run in the future?

By adopting as nearly as possible the Swiss Constitution for our democratic framework, and ensuring
that power is not concentrated with a tiny clique involving banks, dodgy business people and shady
organisations.

Submitted on the 31 July 2013 at 22:26
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From: <webmaster@ourconstitution.org.nz>
To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 31/07/2013 10:21 p.m.

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link:http:/www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.
Full Names: Crispin Caldicott Organisation Name: Email: Phone:
Postal AddressA: Postal AddressB: Postal City: Warkworth Postal Region: Postal Post

Code: Postal Country: New Zealand Submission: How many members of Parliament should
we have?

The ratio should be decided on the same formula as the Swiss constitution — so far the most
successful democracy in the western world.

How should the election date be decided?

Unclear — but | suggest don'’t re-invent the wheel. Either as the Swiss system, OR via referendum.

What should happen if a Member of Parliament parts ways with the party from which he or she was
elected?

There should be a by-election within six weeks, except if there is to be a general election within a year
in which case they should simply leave parliament.

How long should the term of Parliament be?
Needs far more thought than | have time for tonight...
What factors should be taken into account when the size and number of electorates are decided?

Use the same ratio as the Swiss system. However given the much larger size of some electorates it
might be sensible to have two MPs serving the same area.

Submitted on the 31 July 2013 at 22:20
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From: <webmaster@ourconstitution.org.nz>
To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 31/07/2013 10:11 p.m.

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link:http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: Crispin Caldicott Organisation Name: Email: Phone:

Postal AddressA: Postal AddressB: Postal City: Warkworth Postal Region:
Postal Post Code: Postal Country: New Zealand Submission: How should Maori views be
represented in Parliament?
In the language of the nation (English) by Members of Parliament elected by their constituents for
whichever party their political philosophy happens to suit.
How should Maori views and perspectives be represented in local government?
In exactly the same way as in Parliament.

How could Maori electoral participation be improved?

By encouraging all citizens to vote, or adopting the Australian, if undemocratic measure of obliging
their citizens to vote or pay a fine

Submitted on the 31 July 2013 at 22:10
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From: "Chris Callen" <

To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 2/07/2013 6:27 p.m.

Subject: CAP Submission

Helln thara

| would like you to record this submission in support of abolishing Maori
seats.

We are one country, one people and we have one future - together.
Sincerely

Chris Callen

Chris Callen

Auckland

New Zealand
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"lan & Vicky Calvert" «

<constitutionaireview@justice.govt. nz>
3/07/2013 7:30 a.m.
CAP Submission

lan & Vicky Calvert
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From: <webmaster@ourconstitution.org.nz>
To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 22/07/2013 10:15 a.m.

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link:http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: lan Stuart Calvert Organisation Name: Email:

[ 1 PRI s —_ ST P e
i, AL F VA O L I voldl NUuicoosp.

Postal City: Cambridge Postal Region: Waipa Postal Fost Code: Postal Country. New
Zealand Submission: Submission.

Q1. A single document. So that all people in New Zealand can access it, have it explained in a
singular way without complicated cultural interpretations and so it can be the definitive document for

our country.

Q2. No. | think we should remain with the Queen as our ultimate Head of State and have available for
the rare occasions it is needed a higher Court that is linked to but independent of our Courts to be
able to decide on any matter that requires that input.

It would only be when no other option in NZ has been able to find a satisfactory solution.

Q3. Parliament. Because our MPs are elected and we have control/say over who they are and we can
quickly let them know if their decisions are not going in the right direction, even before that decision is
made. The common person has access to their MP. The

Courts are an unknown to the majority of people, the people appointed are not elected and there is
almost no access available, especially for the common person.

Submitted on the 22 July 2013 at 10:13
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From: <webmaster@ourconstitution.org.nz>
To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 23/07/2013 12:37 p.m.

Subject:

Attachments: Aspirations for NZsubmission.docx

oent rrom | he Gonstitution Conversation F#InK: _p://www.ourconstton.org.nz/.

Full Names: lan Stuart Calvert Organisation Name: Email;
Phon Postal AddressA ' Postal AddressB:
Postal City: Cambridge Postal Region. ‘ rostal Post Code: Postal Country: New

Zealand Submission: File attached Submission Upload: Aspirations for NZ submission.docx

Submitted on the 22 July 2013 at 10:03






Question: What are your aspirations for Aotearoa New Zealand?
Submission:

e A country where the Government clearly puts New Zealand first. Where ownership is NZ
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Zealand businesses to do in NZ.

e A true multi-cultural society where the cultures of others are recognised but not given
priority over our New Zealand culture which is a blend of European New Zealand and Maori
— neither one of which should have priority.

e Where immigrants are required to have a high level of English and that they are encouraged
to mix with NZ society rather than ‘group’ together and try and try and make a slice of NZ as
if it were their own country. While bringing their own countries values and ideals here allows
for diversification it should not require our governing system to accommodate their special
needs in this area.

e A lower tolerance of criminal activity. This should include what appear as minor crimes such
as selling liquor to underage people, or trading in liguor beyond the licence allowance. There
should be severe penalties for doing so and if the business were forced to close —so be it.
The same applies to truck drivers flouting their driving duty time limits, employers paying
under minimum wage to employees, repeat offenders whatever the crime, law and prison
officers who break the law etc.

e A system that allows business to grow and where common sense can prevail in the
bureaucracy involved in doing so. A country that avoids allowing Health and Safety to
become a barrier to people using common sense and taking responsibility for their actions at
all times and that increases the cost and complexity of doing business. We must avoid
becoming a country where people rely on regulation. Rules and Government to make their
decisions for them and takes away their accountability and responsibilities to play their part
in running their own lives and the decisions they make.

e A country where the ACC system remains in place — but operated more effectively as would
a private business rather than the heavy bureaucracy it has become.

e A welfare health system that supports the ACC model and provides effective health care for
the under privileged.

e An education system that is not necessarily free but is affordable by all and where those
who want more, private education can choose to pay for it if that is what they wish.

e A tax system that does not punish the successful but does not allow those who are
successful to pay less tax though business loopholes or other mechanisms. A tax rate for the
very successful that is higher than now - >5400,000 p.a. at say 40%.

e A country where a convicted criminal does not have the same rights as a free law abiding
person. Make prison a place to avoid — not a resort for the organised criminal element.



e Zero tolerance for organised crime.

lan Calvert
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ConstitutionalReview - CAP Submission
From:  Peter Calvert < o >
To: <constitutionalreview(@justice.govt.nz>

Date: 3/07/2013 8:41 a.m.
Subject: CAP Submission

It is my firm belief that race-based representation has no place in a modern society.
Suffrage in New Zealand is universal and should be based on citizenship and definitely
not race.

The Maori seats must be abolished, and quickly. Those who procrastinate and maintain
the status quo will share the responsibility for the developing racial divide with the
anger and discontent and even hatred which will follow.

file://C:\Documents and Settings\BAKERBE\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\51D3E... 21/10/2013
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From: Chris Cambourn -
To: <constitutionalreview@)justice.govt.nz>
Date: 6/07/2013 8:28 p.m.
Subject: Fwd: Review

To Whom It May Concern.

| have had this email passed to me and | can only endorse its sentiments and | do so most sincerely.
Chris Cambourn
Whitby

Begin forwarded message:

>
> Subject: Fw: Review

>

>

>

> The Chairman,

> Constitutional Panel.

>

> Dear Sir,

>

> | believe that race-based representation has no place in modern society, so | feel very strongly that
it is time to abolish Maori seats. Our democratic rights should be based on citizenship, not race, so
the Maori seats should be abolished, in the best interests of all citizens.

=

> Yours faithfully,
>

- reinding ¢
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From:

To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>

Date: 21/05/2013 1:55 p.m.

Subject: http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/ form submission

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link:http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: Andrew Cameron Organisation Name: Email
Phone: + Postal AddressA: Postal AddressB: Postal City:
Postal Region: Postal Post Code: Postal Country: New Zealand Submission:
Wi A= waori should be represented like everyone else not have special seats.. There should not be
raced based seats in NZ. If Maori want their views represented in Parliament, like the rest of NZ, they
need to promote and present a good argument. i.e.
get buy in.

Q.2 I understand that participation is not solely a problem for Maori and is similar in all sectors of the
community. | also understand a large proportion of Maori chose to vote on the general role, which
should be encouraged.

Q.3 Same applies to local government, you cannot have a minority part of the population (less than
15%) having major consultation rights or 50% say in matters affecting ratepayers without creating
animosity.

If local history was promoted in the right way without cash grants or special privilege then | believe
Maori perspectives would get a good buy in, the same applies on a national level ( as long as they
apply to all). Maori have a special place in NZ, just not

in law. To force anything else on the public is only sowing seeds of resentment.

Sent on the 21 May 2013 at 13:54
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From: _

To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>

Date: 15/04/2013 1:54 p.m.

Subject: http:/iwww.ourconstitution.org.nz/ form submission

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #lin k:http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: Andrew Robert Cameron Organisation Name: Email;
Phone: Postal AddressA: Postal AddressB: Postal City: Postal
Region: Postal Post Code: Postal Country: New Zealand =~ Submission: | support a
constitution as long as there is no reference to race or special privilege. Therefore | do not support a
constitution that has the Treaty of Waitangi included as a founding document. | believe Maori have a
special place in NZ BUT not in law.

The TOW is extremely ambiguous and the terms &quot;principles of the Treaty and founding
document&quot; are relatively new interpretations ( mainly Sir Geoffrey Palmer and Sir Robin Cooke)
The Privy Council and past Judges closer to the time of signing had a completely

different view of the treaty.

As a tax payer | am also tired of the manipulation of so called &quot;principles&quot; of the TOW for
financial gain and do not wish this to continue in a constitution.

&quot;Special privilege&quot; to a particular race is not only racist but a recipe for disharmony and
disaster within NZ. You only need to look at other areas of the world to see the final result. You can't
have a 50/50 partnership in relation to potential assets and

community voice on matters when Maori make up 15 % of the population. [ have no problems with
Maori principles ( e.g manaakitanga, kaitiakitanga) being used in law as long as the law is the same
for all citizen's, does not differentiate and enforced/managed

by the State.

Finally, with such a major constitutional decision, you MUST have a full referendum, anything less will
be undemocratic and never have support. Whether you like it or not, this country runs on majority
rules (utilitarianism), | personally, take it as an insult

when told | don't know best,on issues that affect my family and of this nature.

One rule for all is the only way to avoid separatism.

Thank you for your time and | hope you are honest to wishes of the people of NZ.

Sent on the 15 April 2013 at 13:53
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10 September 2012

Constitutionial Review Secretatiat
Ministry of Justice

S¥X 10088

WELLINGTON

An artigle in the Otage Daily Times:of 26 July reporting Sir Tipene O'Regan's atldress at
Otago Unlversity referied to the discussion ofpossible constitational clnges that the
Constitutiohal Advigory Panel is st up to promodte and has remmded mé to imiake
subsissions. .

My understanding is that the Panel i essentiaﬂy congerned with seeking considering and
acquaintifig the governmerit with the opinions of members-of the piiblic on various
sonstitutional issuss, Whether New Zealand should become arepublio:is not one of these
issues, but the ¢o- chau man has said that this igsue "has not been discouiritéd".

Tcan ¢laim some eredentigls for putting forward .y views but for this very reason théy may
niot be typical oF these the Paniel receives from menibers of the public generally.

For rhafiy-years T was Clitef Lf:gal Advisér to the Justice Departuignt and subsequently Deputy
Secretary. Iwasaiadviserto the thei Minister of Justice on the constiftional legislation in
1972, a niember:of'the Danks Commitiee on officidl information, and chalrman of the officlals
coinmittee on whoise report the Constitution Act 1986 wag based. Twasa member ofan
inforrhal group uider the chairmanship of (now).Sir Kenneth Keith which considéred arid
advised the Ministet on the legislation that became the Bill.of Rlcrhts Act 1990, Froin 1986 to
1989 I was a member of the Law Commission and was-an authnr ofits report on Maaori

Fisheries,

Ts the changing racial Gomposition of NZ relevant to constitutional. change, as Sii Tipetie

'Regan stiggested in his address? Tt might perhiaps be so on the guestion of'a repubhc On
that issue, & & inild fepublicai iyself; I believe present maj otity views continue to favour the
retentlon of the fionarchy.




Wn:mld be faiﬂy sxmple the Head uf Stafe might be appomted fm a (smgle‘?)_te:c}ﬁ of saz; 5
years by avote of three quarters of the members of the House of Representatives, Any form
of divect election could create two sources of authority with the potential oFa power contest,

$hould a constitution be "superier law!, In-other words are there to be any limits on the
powers of Parliament?

In the eatly Middle Ages in Englaird the juiist Bracton said that "the ng is under no man but
under God. &nd the low", Tt ansposm& this into a present day secular and demociatic. State it
gould be rendered - " Patliameit s under o man butvinder the law'

Most people may 1ot realise how uniusual NZ is in thig respect, As faras Tknow ho
Commonwealth couity oufside the UK, and no othei democratic State, lagks such a
constitution, Byen the UK Patliament, while that country wmams in the BUJ; has-certain
limitations on its powers and Britain is offen said now to have a "wiitten constifution", Irefer
inter gliy to a recent book-by a former Chief Justice of England, the late Tom Bingham, "The
Rule of Law".

Tn this conteéxt the "reserved sections” of section 268 of the Electoral Act 1993 need to-be
consideréd.. Section 268 is iot itself "reserved” and could be changed or tepealed by a sitmiple
majority. Ifit-ivas itself reseived, and 4 stop was put to thie legal fiower of a bare. tnajority to
amend the provisions specified inif, there would be the glimmier of'a "wiitten” gonstitution,
Thie lawr would then require the approval of tiore than 4 bar¢ majority of MPs for eettain
chariges.

~ The view taken when the predecessoraf's.268 was enacted In 1956 was tha to attempt to
entrench that section would be ineffective and thus misleading, This vigw is now widely
regafdad 25 wrong; and I believe if is.

Ini the light of history tlie issue is not wholly acadeniic, Tn 1934 the provision for triennial
elections was changed with imrmedidte effect, and the general-clection due in that year was
thus postponied (agaihist opposition fiom Labbur inshber §) until the following year, Thterin
of Patliament was to be-4 years. (In 1937 the 3-year term wa ated.) If I?arha,meﬁt cmﬂd
effectively do this by a bare majority it could equally extend iis lifo for any number ¢
(The extension of the term of Parliament fiom 1941 fo 1943 was done durmg the Sesond
World War and with the assent ofall . members.)

Tn any event the list of "reserved sections” might-be reviewsd. 1believe thereds a case for
adding to them eg the pr Gvision that-Fudges of the High Court hold office duting good
behavicur. This provision, fomerly in the Judicature Act, was transferred to the Constitution
Axtin 1986 « section 23. Its presence thers is symbolic as recognisinig the independenoe of
the judiciary, Indeed the Constitution Act as a whole miglit perhaps bé so "feserved”,

As 1o the term of Parliatment the argumenty seent to me fingly balanced, But as long as the
powers of Parlizment are unlitited the vase fora short term is strong and I favour the present
term of 3 years,



Thie composition uiid size of parliaient is bsing considered separately Following the 2011
refereiduth which favoured the tétention of MMP aid T mdlee no coiniments. (I am a-strong
suppoiter of MMP but gee.a negd foi the soit of ine funing" cutrently écomimenided.)

The Bill of Rights Act 1990 is an important constitutional statemetit but it is subject to
wverriding expresgly or by implication by a sitnple maj oﬂty in Parligmetit, Later legislation

inconsistert with anything in the Bill of Rights prevails, Again, ‘the absence of'an entieniched

Bill of Rights is exceptional both in and out of the Commonvwealth, The Canadian Charter of
Rights and Freedoms (their equivalent) can be overriden buf only if Parlfament gxpressly
declaresin an Act that the Act, or a previsi@n thereof, shall operate notwithstanding the
Charter,

Azwz’m[m has 116 Bill of Rights but apait from the limited powers of the Federal Patliament vis

a vis the States there até a few limitations ou the legislation it can pass. Thus-under s,5 s
1:116 power to acquire property inust be exercised on Mjust tefms", The patfidrent cannot
make any law for establishing a religion or for imj Josmg ahy 1 ehglous observanee ot for
praliibiting the free exercise ofany rehgmn and no religions test shall be nnpcsed asa
qualification for any office. {In the light of recent Islamic controversies this could figw be
more than purely theotetical ) The provision abaut judicial tenuie is as in New Zealand but
bethg in the Constifution the Federal Parliament catinot change it. Trade and commerce
between the States is to be "absolutely free", and neither the Commmonwealth nor the States
can legislite inconsistently.

One fear often expréssed in New Zealand is that fhe entrenchment of Bill of Rights provisions
would throwr to6 miich powet to'the courts and fequire them to make what might be seen as
essentidlly politiodl degisioris, The political views of prospective judges could become
relevant, TheCanadian experfence-would seem to discount stich fars; bit would need to be
the subject of close examingtion here.

The same sort of diffieilty ¢ould arise if the Treaty of Waitangi were to be made part of our
legal constitution, The legal status of theTreaty and its place ini a constitution is I belisve the
most important-and’the most difficult issue in the Panel's field. It may not be too muich to call
it a nightmare.

I do not kiow of any other country whose law and experience is directly relevant. The Treaty
is widely seen as a "founding compatt". But its language is too general and diffuse to serve
for modern legislation, Is the Maoii text to prevail (in accordariee-with the fundamental
principle that people are bound by what they have signed and riot.any other version) and if so,
for example in 2012 is the scope of rangatiratanga?

Even the "principles" of the Treaty, whatever they are thought to be, aie hard to define and to
expréss usefully in legislation. The Courts and others have donetheir best to interpret-and
apply this term. The legislative experience with various formulas-has not been altogether
happy. Legmlaﬁon ot these linés could cause greaf uncertainty at least to begin with and
exposé the courts to tmpassioned criticism. Yet I feel it is the key to worthwhile constitutional

reform,

T wish I could suggest an afiswer,

T

Tk




This question touches indirectly on the confinuation of separate Maori seats. There has been
ok siniplistio rhetoric of this. Somsthat Thave scen.can only be-chatacterised as racist
diattibe: Tbelieve that the separate seatsshould beretained {and fideed perhaps enfrenched)
as an underpitming of our history and priciplés wriless and witil Maotl thefiselves wish to
tiave thern doneaway with.

T'would like fo see a statement in the Constitytion that "the inine of the Staté shall be New
Zealand or Avtearoa”, or to that effect, This would simply give formal status to an alieady
recognised state of affajrs. But thisis only a personal view. '

T would be glad to comment on any of the other matters the Panel is concerned with, bot T am
aware of the experiise among its menibers and already available to it.

B J Cameron:
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From: i
To: <constitutionalreview@)justice.govt.nz>
Date: 5/08/2013 8:07 p.m.

Subject: Constitutional Review Submission

Please accept the following points as a Submission to the Constitutional Review Panel

1. In my opinion the number of Parliamentary seats should be fixed at the current

number or less
for a finite period of time e.g. ten years, at the expiry of which the number of seats and formula for

setting them could be the subject of a special review.

2. - - | favour-a four yearterm of Parliament which offers the possibility of intreducing more
stability into NZ political activities.

3 | advocate the abolition of the Maori Electoral Option and dedicated Maori seats
because of the ongoing generational dilation of Maori ethnicity and because of increasing numbers of

Maori elected in general role seats.
| note that the Electoral Royal Commission recommended that they be abolished if an MMP system

was adopted for NZ

4, | am not in favour of a written Constitution and am ambivalent about the merits of the

Treaty of Waitangi
gaining more formal constitutional recognition

yours faithfully

D.W.J. Cameron

WANGANUI
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From: Hugh

To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>

Date: 20/06/2013 9:.07 a.m.

Subject: Submission - our constitution - environmental protection

Re: Concfitutional Advisons Donslbosoldat MewsZaslandls sanstittion. The came oo oo
September 2012

P.7 of the Panel's booklet, The foundations of our constitution - Rule of law, states "... The rule of law
also ensures the economy can function smoothly, since businesses can be sure about the rules that
apply to them and how they will be enforced.”

New Zealand currently relies on the Resource Management Act to guide businesses on what is
acceptable by way of exploitation of our resources and the protection of our environment. There is
currently talk of amending that act to make it easier for projects that may have considerable impact on
our environment to be pursued with less cost to business and with less scrutiny over their proposals.
There is even mention of the possibility of dismantling the Environment Court, with all its specialist
knowledge and skills in this important area of law. None of this uncertainty is helpful in ensuring the
smooth functioning of our economy: businesses will, rightly, seek to exploit any lessening of
environmental protections for the benefit of their shareholders, therefore pressure for change and
uncertainty in this field is a given.

P.44 of the booklet asks the question, "Should additional rights be included in the Act? If so, which
rights?" P.45 puts forward some suggestions for inclusion in these entrenched provisions of our law,
the final suggestion being "environmental rights."

THE ENVIRONMENT

If, as the Advisory Panel has indicated, the debate over the constitution is all about providing for the
sort of country we wish to bequeath to future generations of New Zealanders, then the laws around
environmental protections could be considered to be the single most important aspect of our legal
framework requiring entrenchment. It is most apparent from recent history of less developed countries
that strong defences are necessary in order to protect our natural environment from the short-term
ravages of those who would seek to exploit our natural resources for short-term profit over long-term
sustainability (and we can be certain this is the driving force behind any exploitative or extractive
business venture - 'business' and 'altruism' being mutually exclusive terms).

The natural pressure on businesses to maximise profits in the short term can only be countered by
fair and just laws that will preserve and protect the interests of future generations. Those fair and just
environmental protection laws are constantly under threat - from lobbyists, from international trade
agreements, from exploitive and extractive industries that, naturally, seek to minimise cost in
whichever countries they are prepared to do business. It is important that this most constant and
natural threat to our country's environment is recognised and that future generations are protected
from this real and ever-present danger. | believe that recent history demonstrates that this can only be
achieved in the longer term by entrenched legislation that will place the rights and needs of future
generations ahead of, or at least in balance with, the uncontrolled wants and desires of the current
populace.

| believe Ecuador (also possibly Bolivia), with its recent history of ruthless exploitation of its natural
resources, can provide for us an example of the sort of constitutional law that is essential to protect
future generations in any demacratic country, large or small, from short-term environmental
exploitation and degradation. Below is a translated extract of the first two articles of Chapter 7 of
Ecuador's constitution (see: http://therightsofnature.org/ecuador-rights/), introduced around 2008,
which may serve as a useful starting point for the protection of nature as a 'fundamental right.

Rights of Nature Articles in Ecuador's Constitution

Title Il - Fundamental Rights



Chapter 1 - Entitiement, Application and Interpretation Principles of the Fundamental Rights

Art. 10 Rights Entitlement.- Persons and people have the fundamental rights guaranteed in this
Constitution and in the international human rights instruments.

Nature is subject to those rights given by this Constitution and Law.
Chapter 7th: Rights for Nature

Art. 71. Nature or Pachamama, where life is reproduced and exists, has the right to exist, persist,
maintain and regenerate its vital cycles, structure, functions and its processes in evolution.

Every person, people, community or nationality, will be able to demand the recognitions of
rights for nature before the public organisms. The application and interpretation of these rights
will follow the related principles established in the Constitution.

The State will motivate natural and juridical persons as well as collectives to protect nature; it
will promote respect towards all the elements that form an ecosystem.

Art. 72. Nature has the right to restoration. This integral restoration is independent of the
obligation on natural and juridical persons or the State to indemnify the people and the
collectives that depend on the natural systems.

In the cases of severe or permanent environmental impact, including the ones caused by the
exploitation on non renewable natural resources, the State will establish the most efficient
mechanisms for the restoration, and will adopt the adequate measures to eliminate or mitigate the
harmful environmental consequences.

Submission by:
Hugh & Chriatina Cameron

Hokitika
Westland

~ _Page2
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From: <webmaster@ourconstitution.org.nz>
To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 31/07/2013 2:30 p.m.

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link:http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: Johanne Cameron Organisation Name: Email;
Phone: Postal AddressA: Postal AddressB:
Postal City: Postal Region: Bay of Plenty Postal Post Code: Postal Counfry:

New Zealand Supmission: New Zealand needs a single, written constitution which has a higher
status than all other laws of Parliament, and is subject to interpretation by the courts, when

necessary.

It must include the Treaty of Waitangi and its principles as foundational principles for New Zealand
government, as well as our representative electoral system.

Submitted on the 31 July 2013 at 14:28
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Submission to the New Zealand Constitutional Advisory Panel 2013

As a supporter of Amnesty International, | write to add my voice in support of its submission to the
current constitutional conversation.

I am concerned that all our human rights are not adequately protected in New Zealand law.

For example, our Bill of Rights Act 1990 only incorporates civil and political rights. Yet, it is widely
recognised that human rights are interrelated, interdependent and indivisible; this means that one
set of rights cannot be enjoyed in a meaningful way if the other set of rights is not also adequately
protected and respected too.

I believe civil and political rights, such as the right to life, cannot truly be achieved without the equal
right to work, accessible health care, adequate housing and education, which are enshrined in the
concepts of economic, social and cultural rights.

Despite having ratified the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights in 1978,
successive New Zealand Governments have failed to fulfill their obligations to respect, promote and
fulfil these human rights.

While the Government says economic, social and cultural rights are currently protected by subject
specific statues, current issues involving these rights, such as child poverty, show that the current
system is not working to adequately protect our rights. The maze of laws and policies around
economic, social and cultural rights make it difficult for New Zealanders to understand and access
their rights.

Without a clear framework to guide legislation and policy it also makes it difficult to see if laws
policies are actually working to recognise New Zealanders rights. In addition many human rights in
New Zealand lack avenues to remedies if they are breached, which limit New Zealanders’ access to
justice - an essential right of victims of all human rights violations.

| therefore submit the following recommendations:

- The incorporation of economic, social and cultural rights into the Bill of Rights Act 1990;

- The entrenchment of the Bill of Rights Act 1990 so that the weight and importance of these
rights is adequately recognised;

- The explicit inclusion of the power for judges to provide remedies when the Bill of Rights Act is
violated;

- That New Zealand ratify the Optional Protocol for International Covenant of Economic Social
and Cultural Rights, including opting in to its inquiry and inter-state mechanisms, so that New
Zealanders have access to an international remedy;

- The establishment of a Human Rights Select Committee to ensure that the impact of legislation
on human rights is sufficiently considered;

- The requirement of all levels of Government to take a human rights approach to addressing
human rights issues; and

- Increased human rights education initiatives to increase awareness of economic, social and
cultural rights.

| believe these recommendations will provide for stronger protections within our constitutional
framework for economic, social and cultural rights.



Taking these measures will ensure a strong legal framework in which all rights are equally protected.
It will ensure that the Government can take a rights-based approach to addressing rights issues in
New Zealand such as child poverty.

New Zealand has an obligation to take steps to progressively realise such rights as the rights to
health, education, and adequate housing. Ensuring they are explicitly protected in New Zealand law
is a significant step in ensuring that New Zealand is a place where human rights are protected,
respected and fulfilled.

John Cameron
Christchurch
New Zealand



Submission to the New Zealand Constitutional Advisory Panel 2013

As a supporter of Amnesty International, | write to add my voice in support of its submission to the
current constitutional conversation.

| am concerned that all our human rights are not adequately protected in New Zealand law.

For example, our Bill of Rights Act 1990 only incorporates civil and political rights. Yet, it is widely
recognised that human rights are interrelated, interdependent and indivisible; this means that one
set of rights cannot be enjoyed in a meaningful way if the other set of rights is not also adequately
protected and respected too.

I believe civil and political rights, such as the right to life, cannot truly be achieved without the equal
right to work, accessible health care, adequate housing and education, which are enshrined in the
concepts of economic, social and cultural rights.

Despite having ratified the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights in 1978,
successive New Zealand Governments have failed to fulfill their obligations to respect, promote and
fulfil these human rights.

While the Government says economic, social and cultural rights are currently protected by subject
specific statues, current issues involving these rights, such as child poverty, show that the current
system is not working to adequately protect our rights. The maze of laws and policies around
economic, social and cultural rights make it difficult for New Zealanders to understand and access
their rights.

Without a clear framework to guide legislation and policy it also makes it difficult to see if laws
policies are actually working to recognise New Zealanders rights. In addition many human rights in
New Zealand lack avenues to remedies if they are breached, which limit New Zealanders’ access to
justice - an essential right of victims of all human rights violations.

| therefore submit the following recommendations:

- The incorporation of economic, social and cultural rights into the Bill of Rights Act 1990;

- The entrenchment of the Bill of Rights Act 1990 so that the weight and importance of these
rights is adequately recognised;

- The explicit inclusion of the power for judges to provide remedies when the Bill of Rights Act is
violated;

- That New Zealand ratify the Optional Protocol for International Covenant of Economic Social
and Cultural Rights, including opting in to its inquiry and inter-state mechanisms, so that New
Zealanders have access to an international remedy;

- The establishment of a Human Rights Select Committee to ensure that the impact of legislation
on human rights is sufficiently considered;

- The requirement of all levels of Government to take a human rights approach to addressing
human rights issues; and

- Increased human rights education initiatives to increase awareness of economic, social and
cultural rights.

I believe these recommendations will provide for stronger protections within our constitutional
framework for economic, social and cultural rights.



Taking these measures will ensure a strong legal framework in which all rights are equally protected.
It will ensure that the Government can take a rights-based approach to addressing rights issues in
New Zealand such as child poverty.

New Zealand has an obligation to take steps to progressively realise such rights as the rights to
health, education, and adequate housing. Ensuring they are explicitly protected in New Zealand law
is a significant step in ensuring that New Zealand is a place where human rights are protected,
respected and fulfilled.

Leith Cameron
Blenheim
New Zealand
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From: -
To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 9/06/2013 3:52 p.m.
Subject: http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/ form submission
Sentfom-The-Benstitutisn-Cenversationiinichitpiwwioareo ISULULIUINL UIY. 1],

Full Names: Neville Cameron Organisation Name: Email: Phone:

Postal AddressA . Postal AddressB: Coromandel Postal City:

Coromandel Postal Region: Waikato Postal Post Code: Postal Country: New Zealand

Submission: In the book, Animal Farm, some animals were more equal than others.
Simplicity is a virtue.

Delete all mention of race, including racially based electorates.

Even looking at race and colour causes dissension.

We are one people.

United we stand, divided we falll

Sent on the 9 June 2013 at 15:51
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From: <webmaster@ourconstitution.org.nz>
To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 31/07/2013 1:34 a.m.

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link:http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: Patrick Andrew Camernn  QOrganisation Name: Email:
Postal AddressA: Postal Addresst: rostal City:

Te Awamutu  Postal Region: Postal Post Code: Postal Country: New Zealand
Submission:

Submitted on the 31 July 2013 at 01:32
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From: <webmaster@ourconstitution.org.nz>
To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 31/07/2013 1:36 a.m.

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link: http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: Patrick Andrew Cameron  Oraanisation Name: Fmail-
’ Phone: Postal AddressA: Postal AddressB: Postal City:

Te Awamutu Postal Region: Postal Post Code: Postal Country: New Zealand
Submission: | think there is need for legislation for regulation of capitalism to ensure sustainability of
the economy; that ideas such as ethical capitalism be explored, where business decisions are based
on giving back to the community in a more than nominal way
or than just to employees. Some better level of social justice for the public from businesses or
persons controlling the wealth distribution. A shift from the attitude of profit over people to people
before profit.

| believe there should be a more humane criminal system, where non-violent drug offences should be
treated as a health issue.

Education should be free, health care should be free.
An aspiration to explore scientifically, to educate, and lead by example.
An aspiration to provide harmonious environments for relationships and family.

An aspiration to live and let live, to respect each others views, and to help each person achieve their
success and fulfillment in life and enjoy life.

A pursuit of recreation and community, that we can and will enjoy our interests and have the
opportunity to do what we enjoy with others that also share the same interest; where the government
makes a sustained and concerted effort to create such environments

not to the exclusion of others. Such as more focus on music, dance, art and culture that unites
members of communities.

Submitted on the 31 July 2013 at 01:34
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From: P Cameron «
To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 6/07/2013 3:45 p.m.
Subject: CAP Submission

The Secretary of The constitutional Review Committee,
Please record my "vote" to abolish Maori Seats.

Yours Sincerely

Peter Cameron

Otago
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From: coolbazza1 - _

To: <constitutionalreview@)justice.govt.nz>
Date: 30/07/2013 8:56 a.m.

Subject: CAP submission

Barry Campbell

| would like to summit briefly the following on the constitutional debate.

| do not believe a single written constitution is in the best interest of

the citizens of New Zealand, | think that what we have been using has
worked well up till now, in fact it has been described as one of the most
flexible and successful constitutions in the world. If a new written
constitution was introduced, unelected judges and lawyers would be in
charge of law making in this country, rather than elected MPs that can be
voted out if the people of New Zealand don't like the laws that have been
passed.

| can see New Zealand would become like the United States with the
unelected judges decide on the meaning of any constructional issue where
this should be Parliaments job to decide before placing legislation into

law.

On the Bill of rights | feel it does a great job of protecting the citizens
of New Zealand's rights as they stand, and | think these should have a
higher legal statue than other laws. Parliament should be the deciding
factor on any implications that may arise/ clash with the Bill of rights
when passing any other legislation.

| also feel one thing that could be added is private property rights; these
should also be covered by the Bill of rights.

On the treaty of Waitangi I think the Treaty should *have no role in our
future constitution* for to formally do so would be the end of democracy as
we know it now. Court judges who have not been elected could use the
treaty content to argue that certain laws give privileges to members of the
“Maori Race” and that the same law don’t apply to other New Zealand
citizens thus in effect causing racism and a two tiered society, the Maori
elite and the non-Maori New Zealanders who become a 2nd class citizen.

Having the treaty in there also means that the “settlements” would never
end, as has been stated by some that there is no such thing as a “full and
final settliement” and future generation of New Zealanders and Governments
would be forced into paying out forever... | feel enough has been paid out
and it appears to have not solved the poverty problem amongst Maori even
after millions upon millions of dollars and land have been given to them.
Pouring more money in is not the answer as it doesn't trickle down to those
that need it most.

| also believe the treaty has been used as a tool to obtain the rights to
things that didn't apply and were not even thought of when it was written,
like the airwaves, and it will be used to obtain the rights to things in



the future that will not be thought of for years to come.

As far as the Maori roll and seats in parliament if New Zealanders are to

be treated as equal then these need to be abolished since most “Maori” are
only part Maori whether, %, 1/8, 1/16, or whatever, this means that they

are probably more European or some other nationality. Furthermore four
Maori seats were established as a temporary measure back in 1867. They
should have been abolished in 1893, when universal suffrage extended voting
rights to all New Zealanders. We now have 7. The Maori now has a Maori
party now in parliament, and also individual Maori have the same

opportunity as to stand for Parliament the same as any other person does
giving them the ability to express the Maori needs etc .

As far as Electoral matters there are far too many seats in parliament for

a country with a population of ours, 99 is the very maximum there should
be. There are bigger cities with populations bigger than New Zealand's that
run with less people in control of them.

Margaret Robinson's 1999 Citizens' Initiated Referendum showed that 81.5
percent of New Zealanders wanted the number of MPs reduced to 99. Yet once
again this was ignored by parliament as who wants to be out of a job.

The election date should continue to be set by the prime minister as it is
now, thus cutting back on lobbing and electioneering as this would increase
with a fixed date.

The number of years in a term should be kept at 3, it has worked well and
other countries with 4 or 5 year terms don't appear to achieve any more
than us with our three years from what | have read. It is also hoped that
they have not done too much damage to the country politically in those 3
years. Furthermore this is the only means that the voter has of shown his
pleasure or displeasure at the work their elected member has done in the
three years of being in parliament, by either voting them out or in for
another 3 years.

Any party member that decides he wants to jump ship in the midst of his or
her term in parliament should immediately be dismissed from Parliament as
they are no longer representing the party ideals that got them voted in to
parliament in the first place. The next List member should be brought in

to replace that member.

Furthermore | believe that all New Zealanders should be treated as equal
and would oppose any laws which establish or promote racial distinction or
division. This country has be founded and developed by New Zealanders of
every type of background in fairness and comradeship.

The only legitimate democratic way to enact major constitutional change is
through a public referendum process. Any attempts by MPs to change the
constitution by way of a parliamentary vote should be regarded as
illegitimate and strongly opposed by all citizens.
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From: Cleone Campbell - ‘ _

To: nconstitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz" ~constitutionalreview@)justice.gov...
Date: 30/07/2013 1:25 p.m.

Subject: CAP Submission

Good afternoon

| believe that:

* The Human Rights Act 1993 and NZ Bill of Rights Act 1990 should be entrenched.

¥ There should be recognition of the right to a sustainable and unpolluted environment.
¥ The Treaty of Waitangi should be recognised as a component of the Constitution and

Maori seats for Parliament and Maori wards for local body government should be required.

% All legislation must be compatible with the NZ Bill of Rights Act and the right to a
sustainable and unpolluted environment.

¥ There must be due democratic process for all new legislation particularly where the
rights of individuals are being constrained.

Thanks for the opportunity to give my opinion.

Regards
Cleone Campbell

The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the use of the
person or entity to whom it is addressed and may contain information that is
CONFIDENTIAL and may be LEGALLY PRIVILEGED and exempt from disclosure under
applicable laws. If you read this message and are not the addressee you are notified
that use, dissemination, distribution, or reproduction of this message is prohibited.

If you have received this message in error, please notify us immediately and delete

the original message.

You should scan this message and any attached files for viruses. Shieff Angland
accepts no liability for any loss caused either directly or indirectly by a virus
arising from the use of this message or any attached file.
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From: ) -

To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>

Date: 8/06/2013 9:18 p.m.

Subject: http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/ form submission

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link: http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: Campbell Organisatinn Name: Email: o - e Phone:
Postal AddressA: Postal AddressB: Postal City: Hamilton
Postal Region: Waikato Postal Post Code: Postal Country: New Zealand Submission:

I believe the current constitution is working well.
| suggest no changes are made

Sent on the 8 June 2013 at 21:17
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From: "lan Campbell" - ..., .. _

To: <constitutionalreview@)justice.govt.nz>
Date: 24/07/2013 10:18 a.m.

Subject: CAP Submission

Attachments: Submission to the Constitutional Review Panel.doc

| attach with this email @ submission relating to the current constitutional
review.

Please acknowledge receipt.

lan Campbell

Christchurch
NEW ZEALAND

Telephone:
Mobile-
Email: —






Submission to the Constitutional Review Panel.
by
Ian C. Campbell

My aspirations for New Zealand

I'would like this country to be peaceful and prosperous, with such a degree of trust
between individuals and communities that individual life and property should be safe
from the depredations of other individuals, associations, groups and governments, so that
all people might lead their own lives and pursue their own hopes in optimism and
security, free from interference from others, and without interfering in the same rights of
others,

Should the constitution be codified in a single document?
There is no need to do this.

a. Single-document constitutions have no inherent advantage over other forms, and
in any case ordinary legislation and case law provide elaborations of
constitutional documents, so that the only time that a single document actually
incorporates the whole of constitutional law, theory and practice is when a new
state is brought into being from nothing,

b. Moreover, having a fixed constitutional document — which usually means an
entrenched piece of legislation — presupposes that the generation (and individuals)
that wrote it were possessed of more than ordinary human wisdom.

c. The fact that many constitutions have not had a long life is proof of that. A single-
document constitution is no guarantee either of stability in society or clarity in
interpretation or consistency of implementation.

d. Ultimately the values referred to in the last sentence depend on an ethos of
civility, mutual respect and respect for the rule of law in society. These things
cannot be established by legislation.

There are therefore dangers in having a single constitution in that it promotes the fallacy
that the problems have all been anticipated and solved.

The legal status of the constitution

The constitution (whether codified in a single document or not) intrinsically has a higher
status than other laws in that it sets out the framework within which laws are made and
implemented.

a. Whether it should be entrenched and thus more difficult of amendment than other
laws is a different question. If it means that the constitution would be fixed for all
time and immune to amendment, then it should not be for reasons that are obvious




and have been referred to above.

Therefore the question really is about the ease or difficulty of amending the
constitution. Without a single written document it is impractical to separate
certain legislation that has constitutional implications from other legislation in
such a way.

However, the safety and stability of the constitution ultimately comes back to the
ethos of society and its political leaders, and of the integrity of judges who are
empowered ultimately to decide whether a given act is constitutional. Even
formulations that are intended to be plain and unambiguous give rise sooner or
later to divergent interpretation.

[ conclude therefore that entrenchment is impractical and likely to be of limited value.

Should parliament or the courts decide on constitutionality of
legislation?
The Supreme Court should have the power to rule on the constitutionality of legislation.

a.

Laws must not be inconsistent with other laws, and that implies that laws may not
be inconsistent with the constitution (whether or not the constitution is codified in
a single document).

Ultimately only a court can decide such a question.

The Bill of Rights

Like constitutions, a Bill of Rights should be a parsimonious document, prescribing the
bare minimum provisions required for life in a civilised, ordered society.

a.

If such a document attempts to do more than that, it causes more mischief than it
saves through the possibly ill-considered extension of rights to some that impinge
on the enjoyment by others of their rights.

One of the difficulties with Bill of Rights legislation is that interpretation of it
tends to become more prescriptive than permissive. For example, should ‘a right
to fresh water’ mean simply that one may have access to fresh water when it is
available, or does it require that an authority must ensure that it is? No one would
deny that access to fresh water is desirable for all and every necessary purpose but
does an implied responsibility on government mean that someone who thought
that the water in a suburban stream was polluted could sue the government for
negligence?

The point is that without a clear conception of a distinction between “rights” and
‘boons’ the former tend to proliferate in number and complexity. The way in
which the Universal Declaration of Human Rights has given rise to claims never
intended or anticipated is a cautionary example.

As to whether the present Bill of Rights Act gives me adequate protection, I can only say




that it has not been tested; being granted something by the Bill of Ri ghts Act is not the
same as having such a right enforced in a particular case. However, there does seem to be
an anomaly in the case for example of the unborn child. It allows the ‘ri ghts’ (the so-
called ‘right to choose’ or ‘right to control her body’) of a pregnant woman precedence
over the right to life of a child that has been conceived and up to a certain stage of
development. Is this a lacuna in the present Act, or is it a case of a conflict of rights
having been resolved in the favour of the woman? It is a situation permitted by
parliament, and seems to me a clear case of the inability of parliament to correctly
determine matters of Rights.

I conclude therefore that the Supreme Court should have jurisdiction to resolve such
matters.

As to whether additional rights should be added, I think that the rights should be reduced
— not to impair the safety of citizens — but simply to preserve or restore philosophical
integrity by maintaining the correct distinction between ‘rights’ and ‘boons’, and to avoid
awkwardness in potential conflicts of Rights.

Maori Representation.

Separate Maori representation has no foundation in the Treaty of Waitangi and is
inconsistent with the principles of the Treaty. This is a case of the ‘treaty’ having been
over-interpreted to address circumstances that are better dealt with by reference to more
fundamental tenets of political philosophy and law. These have to do with such principles
as equality before the Jaw and basic human rights.

a. Separate Maori representation began historically as a temporary device to enable
Maori to vote and be represented at a time when the franchise was based on a
property qualification which most Maori for reasons of native property tenure
could not meet. It was therefore in the context of its time, a liberal and forward-
looking measure by a settler parliament, at a time when today’s universal
franchise did not exist and was indeed highly contentious in places where it was
discussed. Notwithstanding this, there was never any prohibition on a qualified
Maori voting or standing for election. A race-based franchise was never part of
New Zealand’s constitutional development; the original four Maori seats were a
concession within the wider voting and representation rights, Maori were not
required to vote in a Maori electorate and were not excluded as Maori from
voting in other electorates. It was anticipated at the time that social change would
before long make the four special seats unnecessary and at such time they would
be abolished.

b. Historical circumstances have changed. Today there are neither legal nor practical
impediments to Maori voting, standing for parliament and being elected in any
electorate. It would be consistent with the original intention to abolish the seats.

c. There is widespread acceptance among the Pakeha and other populations of the
idea of racial equality; there would be few people today who would make race the
main criterion in deciding how to cast a vote. At the same time it is contrary to the
principles of equal opportunity and equal responsibility to have reserved seats for
any section of the population in an open and fiee society. Reserved seats belong




in societies much more authoritarian, regimented and controlled than New
Zealand society.

The same basic principles apply to the question of separate Maori representation in local
government and other public bodies.

Turning to specific questions:

1.

How should Maori views be represented in Parliament? The may be presented
by anyone who can ascertain them, Maori or otherwise, but in any case, Maori
have no difficulty being elected and can always speak for themselves.

How could Miori electoral participation be improved? It is assumed by the
question that it is inadequate. This suggests that the panel already has a view of
the matter. Many people in New Zealand of all races and social classes feel
alienated from the political process. If that is common among Maori it is not
unique to them, and efforts are necessary through education and building trust to
encourage participation. The greatest impediment to good participation by the
population generally is the predominance of parties and the power of parties’
elites. Abolishing MMP with the quasi-constitutional status that it gives to
political parties would be a step forward.

How should Mzori views and perspectives be represented in local government?
Maori are able to vote, and to offer themselves as candidates. They are more than
capable of utilising these rights and opportunities. To say otherwise is to demean
them as a race.

Electoral matters

1.

Numbers of parliamentarians. The historical formula of the SI population divided
by 16, divided into the total population, yields 70 members. I have not seen a
good argument for increasing it above that number.

The length of parliamentary term. The present term of three years is sufficient.
Longer terms produce parliaments that are less responsive to the voice(s) of the
people. To argue the contrary, that governments need longer terms to avoid the
distractions of elections and the risk of not being able to carry their programmes
through is to acknowledge that governments do not like to be held to account.
This is anti-democratic.

Election dates. These must not be predetermined. A government should always be
exposed to the danger of a vote of no-confidence and a general election as a safe-
guard against tyrannical behaviour.

What factors should be taken into account when the size and number of
electorates are decided?

a. The chief implication is for the resultant size of parliament which must not
be so large as to be unduly expensive or unwieldy, nor so small that it
cannot function effectively.

b. There is no objective way of determining the ideal size. 50,000 per
electorate is a nice round number and would give a parliament of 88;




100,000 per electorate is also a nice round number and would give a
parliament of 44 at our present population. Somewhere in between would

probably work best.

c. The idea that electorates can be constructed to take account of social
diversity in all its complexity is a mirage. It is unworkable, and would lead
to greater injustices than it would solve. For example, ‘social’
constituencies laid over geographical constituencies were tried in Fiji
between 1970 and 2006, and considerably aggravated racial tensions by
encouraging politicians to play to racially-defined audiences for support.

5. What should happen if a member of Parliament parts ways with the party from
which he or she was elected? Why?

The member should be able to retain his seat, unless he/she chooses to resign

from parliament.

a. The so-called ‘waka jumping’ or ‘Electoral Integrity’ legislation is
inherently unjust and antidemocratic. Its main role was to shore up the
strength of parties in parliament, and was a tacit admission that parliament
represents parties and not people.

b. Any legislation that encourages people to disregard the merits of an
individual candidate and to vote simply as the party requires, is a denial of
the basic principle of democracy that people choose their representatives.

c. Political parties are already too strong for the good of the nation, and
allowing members of parliament the freedom to leave a party and possibly
join another is a small way of helping to keep parties honest and
responsible
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1. Every aspiring Political Party contesting an electorate seat in a General Election
should only qualify for MMP répresentation if they have a current paid up
membership of 100 members, required to attend at least four meetings each year,

and an annual electorate meeting. -

2. Treaty of Waitangi should be laid to rest. There have been tremendous

advantages, and compensation for injustices, for Maori since 1840.

3. Maori superstition should not be accepted in civilised law. The present
threatening savage like Maori welcome to distinguished visitors is rude undignified

not representative and should be replaced.

- 4. Compulsory Maori language in schools business and justice retrograde step. It
is outdated for future commercial development, promote trade and to develop in
world participation. Since EEC NZ and Australia have been compelled to look North
and East of the Pacific rim which is North and South America, China, Korea, Japan

north of the Indian Ocean and Australia with billions of population.

5. Identification of original Maori now with European and Asian ancestors and no

Maori since original liaison. We are all New Zealanders.
James Andrew Campbell and Isabella Elder Campbell
Rangitata Electorate NZ National Party,

_Timaru

Phone
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From: )

To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 20/08/2013 1:42 p.m.

Subject: CAP Submission

Maori seats should be ABOLISHED

These seats were created in 1867 at a time when Maori ownership of land was communal not
individual, which at the time did not qualify them for voting rights.

New Zealanders gained universal suffrage in 1893 and today all New Zealanders aged 18 or over
have the right to vote.

To suggest that Maori need special seats held for them in Parliament is an insult to the intelligence of
Maori. It is racist, discriminatory and divisive for all the population.
It is undemocratic to favour one race over another with special voting rights.

Maori have shown in the last general election and in the recent by election that they prefer to vote for
the candidate of their choice regardless of race, not because the candidate is in the Maori party.

A very small percentage of Maori (less than 3%) voted for the Maori party in the last general elections,
yet the party was given 4 seats -totally disproportionate!

Maori elected in their own right and on merit (excluding the Maori Party), occupy 20 seats out of the
121 in parliament. They are represented in all parties and their various allegiances shown through
their voting proves they no longer have a need for special representation.

A high percentage of those calling themselves Maori have very little Maori blood. The original
allocation of special seats was to assist full blooded Maori to take part in elections and government at
a time when most Maoris had no access to education or other benefits of Western civilization. This no
longer applies.

The number of voters who want to vote for a Maori party can only be determined by the number of
votes any Maori party receives. You cannot assume that every person of Maori descent wants a
Maori party to represent him in government. Indeed, the recent flight of members from the Maori roll
to the General roll suggests that Maori have come of age and realize that the only way this country
can go forward successfully into the future is as one undivided unit, a multi racial society where all
have equal rights and one vote each during elections.

MAORI SEATS SHOULD BE ABOLISHED!
Yours faithfully,

J G Campbell (Nelson)
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From: <webmaster@ourconstitution.org.nz>
To: <constitutionalreview@)justice.govt.nz>
Date: 7/08/2013 4:42 p.m.

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link: http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: Kevin Murray Campbell Email: Phone:
Postal AddressA: Postal AddressB: Bluff Hill Postal City: Napier
Postal Region: Hawke's Bay Postal Post Code: Postal Country: New Zealand

Submission: My ancestors arrived in New Zealand in 1840 and | am of the fourth generation. My
grand children mark the sixth generation. | am in an interracial marriage. | believe we are all New
Zealanders of equal standing fo any other person living in our nation.

I have four points | wish to submit to the constitutional revue.

1. wish to record my opposition to New Zealand adopting a written constitution including the Treaty
of Waitangi as a key point. | feel that the Treaty has served its purpose adequately during our Nation's
past history but that it now has decreasing relevance

to our multicultural future. Even which treaty is the real Treaty, the “Te Tiriti" or the “Freeman
Version,” chosen by a few politicians and others with an agenda, is a divisive issue that causes
disharmony. It is time for all New Zealanders to go forward

in equality regardless of race. | believe that reference to the Treaty will only serve to widen racial
divisiveness once the final round of settlements is complete. The Bill of Rights sufficiently protects the
rights of all modern New Zealanders without special

rights for one particular group comprised of mixed, and undefined by degree, racial heritage. It is time
to lay the past to rest and not to burden our future generations with unearned guilt and debt through

continual compensation claims for, rightly or wrongly,

perceived injustices perpetrated by people not related to us and long since gone. Progress needs to
be forward looking and not dragged back to a distant past containing issues perpetuated through
often distorted and unverifiable opinions of vested interests.

2. Any decision to adopt a written constitution must come only after a full, and binding, majority
referendum by the people of New Zealand. This issue is too important to be made by politicians in a
government stacked with list MP's not elected to their positions

by voters. The fairly obvious stacking of the Constitutional Revue Panel, with those sympathetic to a
particular cause and some with conflicts of interests, serves to illustrate the need for a public
referendum rather than such an important issue being left



to politicians.

3. | believe that the issue of list MP's needs a revue by the people of New Zealand and not by
politicians with vested interests. There should be no place for unelected individuals in government.
MP's who leave the political party through which they were elected

should leave parliament. Many are elected on their political allegiance rather than for personal
attributes. Once they have left the party they should have no mandate to remain in parliament and
they are free to stand in any by-election.

4. | feel the time has come to abolish race based representation in government. The initial reason for
the establishment of the Maori seats has long been superseded. All eligible New Zealanders have the
right to vote irrespective of property ownership. Those

of part Maori heritage are increasingly well educated. They will continue to be so and are already
showing they are well capable of standing their own ground in a modern society without needing the
patronisation of special race based electoral privileges.

Any policy bestowing privilege by racial make up is a racist policy. It should have no part in the future
of New Zealand.

Submitted on the 12 June 2013 at 09:32
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From: <webmaster@ourconstitution.org.nz>

To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>

Date: 12/07/2013 5:30 p.m.

Subject: http:/fiwww.ourconstitution.org.nz/ form submission

Attachments: Constitution.doc

Sent from The Canctitiuitinn Canvarestinn H#linle:htbn: hananar ~irammedibibinm aem me/
. DRERKICR-SiENEE

Full Names: Kirke Campbell Organisation Name: Email: . Phone:
o Postal AddressA: ~ "~ Postal Addressk: rosial City:
rustal kegion:  Auckland Pos.ai rust woae: Postal Country: New Zealand ouprmissiol.

Submission Upload: Constitution.doc

Sent on the 12 July 2013 at 17:29






| am a 5" generation New Zealander. | also believe that | have a small amount
of Maori lineage which shouldn’t have any effect on my position as a citizen of
New Zealand.

| am troubled bv a new aﬂemp’r to hring tha rnr\anﬂy and vory dictartad
interpretation of the Treaty of Waitangi into a New Zealand constitution. The
treaty is constantly being reinvented to suit the desires of a minority within a
minority. | really can’t understand this inequality and that it is still being
perpetuated. | can only assume ugly greed and the desire for power is behind
the raiding of the public purse that has no end in sight.

A constitution is arguably the most important manuscript in any democratic
country and every care must be taken to make it simple, fair and effective in
its goal.

Surely any constitution must include the following:

e An aim to restrict the use of abuse of power or position. We pretend to
be a democracy, but this appears to be a fallacy today. A constitution
should also aim to give improve our so called democratic system and
make the governing bodies more accountable and transparent. The
public voting is influenced by political promises which are most often
broken, yet there is no punishment for this crime against democracy. It
should be regarded as treason to betray the people of New Zealand.

e No reference to any particular race, tribe or group, ethnic group,
minority, religious persuasion, gender, majority or hierarchy other than
“New Zealand Citizens” or “People of New Zealand”.

e Not give another country (England) power, influence or sovereignty
over New Zealands’ right to fully self govern.

This from Wkipedia.

“The International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination (ICERD) is a United Nations convention. A second-
generation human rights instrument, the Convention commits its members to
the elimination of racial discrimination and the promotion of understanding
among all races.

Controversially, the Convention also requires its parties to outlaw hate
speech and criminalize membership in racist organizations”.

Why is New Zealand not applying this convention now, which it signed in
1966, let alone considering racism as part of a constitution?

Why is a race related constitution even being mentioned?

The current racial injustice (Maori privileges) within New Zealand is angering
everyone | listen to on this subject. These average New Zealanders like
myself are not racisists, but are tired of being taken advantage of by liars and
cheats who don't need more assistance from a constitution.



We certainly don't want a constitution that will cause more disharmony in the
country.

Thank you.
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From: i o

To: <constitutionalreview@)justice.govt.nz>

Date: 10/04/2013 3:23 p.m.

Subject: http:/fwww.ourconstitution.org.nz/ form submission

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link:http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: Kevin Andrew Campbell Organisation Name: Email:

] ) Phone: Postal AddressA: Postal AddressB: Postal City:
Wellington Postal Region: Postal Post Code: Postal Country: New Zealand Submission:
Please, please, please keep that god-forsaken crappy treaty out of a New Zealand constitution. It
simply promotes a racist dual speed country where a minority gets special treatment. Do we want to
be one unified country, or a divisive place where the majority
are treated as unwanted squatters, fit only to be milked financially.

Sent on the 10 April 2013 at 15:22
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From: .

To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>

Date: 29/07/2013 5:29 p.m.

Subject: SUBMISSION ON CONSTITUTIONAL REVIEW

Dear Constitutional Review Sub Committee

Please take note that | Kevin Patrick Campbell am totally opposed to any
change in the status quo and any future NZ Constitutional adjustment that
attempts to include "Principles of the Treaty of Waitangi".

There is only one Treaty of Waitangi ("Te Tiriti 0 Waitangi" and it is
written in Maori) which states:

1. That Maori ceded sovereignty to New Zealand forever on 6 February
1840.

2. That New Zealand shall have one sovereign government. At the time
of the signing of the treaty this was the British monarchy and subsequently
has become our democratically elected parliament.

3. That the government shall protect property rights.

4.  That all New Zealand citizens shall have equal rights and
responsibilities.

The above points were explicitly stated in the James Busby English draft
which was translated into Te Tiriti O Waitangi, this document is the only
version of the Treaty that has legitimacy. The treaty endorsed the
colonisation of New Zealand by the British and did bring significant

benefits to Maori for which they have already been handsomely compensated.

| will support a binding referendum to decide the issue provided the public
is informed and educated beforehand.

Kevin Campbell
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From: <webmaster@ourconstitution.org.nz>

To: <constitutionalreview@)justice.govt.nz>

Date: 24/06/2013 10:31 p.m.

Subject: http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/ form submission

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link:http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: Lilian Gavnor Campbell Organisation Name: Te Wananga o Aotearoa Email:
Phone: Postal AddressA:

Postal AddressB: Postal City: Gisborne Postal Region: 2ostal Post Code:

Postal Country: New Zealand Submission: | want TeTiriti o Vaitangi honoured in the
context it was written. | for one do not want a Constitution because Maori will no longer have a voice
that will be heard; pertaining to Te Ao Maori which will be detrimental to all Maori today as well as the
generations to come,

Sent on the 24 June 2013 at 22:29
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Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link: http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.
Full Names: Michael Campbell Organisation Name: Email:
Phone: Postal AddressA: Postal AddressB: Postal City: Christchurch

Postal Region: New Zealand Postal Post Code: Postal Country: New Zealand
Submission:; Submission Upload: Submission.pdf

Submitted on the 31 July 2013 at 21:06






Presented below are my incomplete and probably incoherent views on the Constitntion Converation. The
weeks have got away on me and so this is written on the night of submissions cdlosing with 2 University
assignment also being duc soon and still incomplete.  Nevertheless 1 feel it important to at least put some
of my ideas to paper, even if they aren’t particularly complet e, well thought, or well written — this is hardly
adocument I am happy to submit but time is against me. I look forward to secing the results of this

petiod of consultation and the rest of the review process.

What are your aspitations for Aotearoa New 7 ealand?

My home, New Zealand, is a unique place that I'm pretty proud of 1 feel proud when T tell people
overscas that itis where Pm from and all they can say are nice things, and how much they want to visit.
P’m proud of reputation for being an innovative country. I'm proud of our reputation as being clean and
green. U'm proud of our history of woman's rights. But all of this is a risk and marred by things that
today, as I write this, ’'m not so proud of . I'm not so proud of our stagnating race relations in this
country; I don’t see as one united people by any stretch of the imagination. We are fundamentally two
separate people with different rights and senses of privilege, with a handful of diverse but poarly
integrated cthnic minorities being thrown in. The Aotearoa of my future would be built on indusive and
mutually respectful race relations. As a Pakeha (as much as 1 abhor the term) born in New Zealand, I've
been raised into a culture of “white guilt”. T feel this does little for fostering positive race relations.

[ also feel shame at the erosion of our dean green image. 1 don’t, for one second , believe it is at all truc.
As time progresses the decline in our indigenous biodiversity continues. Cur national parks are threatened
by significant  private devel opment. Tand conversions to dairy continue. And yet the government

continue toride the “100% Pure” tourism bandwagon. Fundamentally I believe that New Zealand necds
to move beyond conservation being the domain of a single government department. We need to integrate
conservation fully into both the government and private sectors. We need to abandon the traditional
binary view that we can have conservation or we can have cconomic growth DOC’ technical staff arc
world leader ’s but we have the chance for our entire sodicty to become world leader %s in conservation by
building a green economy. In so many cases, conservation and economics can go hand -in-hand but this is
rarely recognised. The New Zealand 1 aspire to grow up in recognises that we can be a truly green and

sustainable society that are world leader ’s and can export our knowledge across the world,
Do you think our constitution should be written in a single document? Why?

No, I don’t believe that as a country we are ready for 2 single written constitution . I think that the
direction of where we as a country arc heading is not currently dear enough to have such a documnent, 1
think it is incredibly important that we are beginning to have these discussions. Itis only from this that a

dearer direction may be established, but I think that there is 2 long way to go before we consider 2

‘singular * constitution.



One large reason why Tdon't think we should, at this point in time, have a single written constiation is
the Treaty of Waitangi. Under the current legislati ve position on the treaty it appears that race relations
have stalled. Claims that were settled are being brought forward once again. [t seems to the public as if
treaty claims are never gong to end, we are constantly going to attempting to redress the wrongdoings of
the past, but have little idea about how we are maving into the present. Once this has been more cleatly
established and understood by sodety at large and race relations are moving in a positve dicection, then I

believe that it may be time to consider a single document constitution .
The Treaty

I have a number of problems with where we stand with the Treaty of Waitangi at present. I don’t believe
there is currently enough dlarity in | egislatio n. As I understand it (I am no law student but have spoken to
many) that it s the “principles of the treaty” that arc commenly referred to in legishtion and these are
basically arbitrarily decided upon by members of the judiciary is various cases over the years. As such they
have changed with differentt viewpoints. This to me seems a lirtle mickey mouse for some thing that s so
crudal to our country as 2 whole, We need to clarify these prindples and dearly the define the relevance

of the treaty in future New Zealand (if any).
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Submission to the New Zealand Constitutional Advisory Panel 2013

As a supporter of Amnesty International, | write to add my voice in support of its submission to the
current constitutional conversation.

I'am concerned that all our human rights are not adequately protected in New Zealand law.

For example, our Bill of Rights Act 1990 only incorporates civil and political rights. Yet, it is widely
recognised that human rights are interrelated, interdependent and indivisible; this means that one
set of rights cannot be enjoyed in a meaningful way if the other set of rights is not also adequately
protected and respected too.

I believe civil and political rights, such as the right to life, cannot truly be achieved without the equal
right to work, accessible health care, adequate housing and education, which are enshrined in the
concepts of economic, social and cultural rights.

Despite having ratified the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights in 1978,
successive New Zealand Governments have failed to fulfill their obligations to respect, promote and
fulfil these human rights.

While the Government says economic, social and cultural rights are currently protected by subject
specific statues, current issues involving these rights, such as child poverty, show that the current
system is not working to adequately protect our rights. The maze of laws and policies around
economic, social and cultural rights make it difficult for New Zealanders to understand and access
their rights.

Without a clear framework to guide legislation and policy it also makes it difficult to see if laws
policies are actually working to recognise New Zealanders rights. In addition many human rights in
New Zealand lack avenues to remedies if they are breached, which limit New Zealanders’ access to
justice - an essential right of victims of all human rights violations.

| therefore submit the following recommendations:

- The incorporation of economic, social and cultural rights into the Bill of Rights Act 1990;

- The entrenchment of the Bill of Rights Act 1990 so that the weight and importance of these
rights is adequately recognised;

- The explicit inclusion of the power for judges to provide remedies when the Bill of Rights Act is
violated;

- That New Zealand ratify the Optional Protocol for International Covenant of Economic Social
and Cultural Rights, including opting in to its inquiry and inter-state mechanisms, so that New
Zealanders have access to an international remedy;

- The establishment of a Human Rights Select Committee to ensure that the impact of legislation
on human rights is sufficiently considered;

- The requirement of all levels of Government to take a human rights approach to addressing
human rights issues; and

- Increased human rights education initiatives to increase awareness of economic, social and
cultural rights.

| believe these recommendations will provide for stronger protections within our constitutional
framework for economic, social and cultural rights.



Taking these measures will ensure a strong legal framework in which all rights are equally protected.
It will ensure that the Government can take a rights-based approach to addressing rights issues in
New Zealand such as child poverty.

New Zealand has an obligation to take steps to progressively realise such rights as the rights to
health, education, and adequate housing. Ensuring they are explicitly protected in New Zealand law
is a significant step in ensuring that New Zealand is a place where human rights are protected,

respected and fulfilled.

Suzanne Campbell
Nelson
New Zealand
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From: <webmaster@ourconstitution.org.nz>
To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 31/07/2013 3:40 p.m.

Attachments: Submission to Constitutional Review Panel — 31 July 2013.pdf
Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link:http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: Taima Campbell Organisation Name: Email:
Phone: Jostal AddressA: Postal AddressB: Postal City:

Auckland Postal Region: Auckland Postal Post Code: ' Postal Country: New Zealand
Submission: many thanks for this opportunity. Taima Submission Upload: Submission to
Constitutional Review Panel — 31 July 2013.pdf

Submitted on the 31 July 2013 at 15:39



Submission to Constitutiond Review Panel 31 July 2013

The Right Hon. Sir Robin Cooke described the Treaty of Waitangi (emphasis on the English
text) as the most important document in New Zealand's constitutional history (Robin Cooke
{1990) NZULR 1). The signing of the Treaty was the pre-eminent event that laid the platform
for the establishment of self-government in this country. While other documents and pieces
of legislation have influenced the development of democracy in Aotearoa, the Trealy created
the constitutional space for this. This cannot be changed.

Instead of dismissing the Treaty, which has become by association a 'Maori' issue - why are
we not celebrating the place the Treaty holds in our ‘constitution’, laws and conventions ?
We should also be educating people about our history in particular the fact that Aotearoa
was an independent nation under He Wakaputanga o te Rangatiratanga o Nu Tireni a
formal Declaration of Independence written in Maori in 1835, or a short period of time. The
Treaty in effect changed this.

Instead of seeing the Treaty as a document which some believe ‘holds us back’ (we do that
ourselves) perhaps itis time to see the Treaty as a plan for the future. The vision our fipuna
had was for peace and lasting prosperity for all. This still holds true as compelling vision for
the future. Why would we want to change this?

‘kia mau tonu hoki te Rongo ki a ratou me te Atanoho hoki"

Findings from the Waitangi Tribunal, the inclusion of the Treaty (and principles) in legislation
and interpretation in common law provides growing guidance and precedent for how the
Treaty can be applied in democratic governance at all levels. This should and will continue
to evolve. Entrenchment in statute that can be overridden by a parliamentary majority is not
the answer.

The journey to get to where we are today has been a long one, and Maori are here forthe
long game - not 3-year election cycles. TheMaori population is growing and so is the Maori
economy. The resolution of past grievances will soon be a thing of the past. What matters is
the future and the opportunity for us to fulfil the legacy of our tipuna. | personally do not want
to be held accountable by my grandchildren for changing the very document that bought
about the foundation of this nation. Let it stand.

Taima Campbell. Ngati Tamatera, Ngati Maru

Auckland,

1 Taken from lhe preamble of Te Tiriti o Waitangi where many scholars would argue the vision/ kaupapa or the erginal strategic
intent of the agreement lies.
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From: "Davis Canning" - /LO\ O( 5

To: <constitutionalreview@)ustice.govt.nz>
Date: 10/07/2013 1:40 p.m.
Subject: CAP Submission

To whom it may concern:

I'would like to see the Maori seats abolished.

Maori can represent themselves in parliament by getting elected on merit, the same as everyone else.
They are a minority in this country and Maori racialism should be stopped. There are no pure blood
Maoris left.

They should be treated the same as all New Zealanders.

Yours sincerely,

Davis Canning ( New Zealander)

Information from ESET NOD32 Antivirus, version of virus signature database 8547
(20130709)

The message was checked by ESET NOD32 Antivirus.

http://www.eset.com
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From: . - :

To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>

Date: ..7/06/2013 1:19 p.m.. . E—
Subject: http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/ form submission

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link:http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: Graeme Cannon ~Organisation Name: Individual -~ Email:

Phone: ' Postal AddressA:
Addressb:  ruswl City: Wanganur  rostal Region:  Manawatu - vvanganui
Post Code: Postal Country: New Zealand Submission: | would like referadum to be held

every time a Major law is changed

Sent on the 7 June 2013 at 13:18
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From: _ >
To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>

Date: 7/06/2013 1:53 p.m. . ; ,

Subject: http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/ form submission

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link:http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: Graeme Cannon  Organisation Name: Individual ~ Email:

Phone: Postal AddressA: Postal
AddressB: Postal City: Wanganur rostal Region: Manawatu - vvanganw  Postal
Post Code: rostal Country: New Zealand Submission: When the queen passes | would

like a higher \.wuse of law maker than the government to pass the laws so every person in the country
has their say, into how to run the country. This ring of persons can not be members of parliament but

of higher members of
the law society. Like Judges.

The country can have a five year term and keep M.M.P. as the voting form. with Maori seats, people
that are from pacific Islands, to be represented in the lower house also.

Sent on the 7 June 2013 at 13:52
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Name of the organisation you represent (if applicable):
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Privacy and Confidentiality

Your personal information will be held in accordance with the Privacy
Act 1993, This Act outlines the requirements for transparent
collection, ethical use and secure storage of personal information.

The personal information you provide in this submission form will be used
for the purposes of the Consideration of Constitutional Issues only.

You can also make a submission online
at www.ourconstitution.org.nz
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25 June 2013

INDIVIDUAL SUBMISSION TO CONSTITUTIONAL ADVISORY
PANEL |

BY:
Bill Capamagian

]

“

My background as accountancy. Ihave worked as an executive in shipping and transport followed
by consultancy work over a period of 40 plus years. I read a lot of history including the Bible. I
find it astounding how Governments, nations and people choose to ignore the lessons from the past.

1. OVERALL COMMENT
A. I'do not believe that New Zealand needs a written constitution.

B. My principal reason is that we are already a very divided country, we have serious economic
problems having lived beyond our means for several decades, we have families and values
falling apart, and an ever increasing percentage of our population are becoming poor.

C. The quality of our Members of Parliament is much lower under MMP, and we missed our
chance in the recent referendum for all MPs to be elected by a constituency. In my book MMP
means Massive Minority Power (which is used irresponsibly).

D. In short NZ is rapidly losing its way.

E. Whilst my comments thus far are negative and no doubt sound pessimistic, there is still hope
that the country can be turned around by good leadership which could bring back more self-
discipline among our people.

F. However, any attempt to bring in a constitution over the top of our existing mixture of
constitutional type laws and customary laws will result in unnecessary divisiveness. These are
serious matters.

G. Whilst I hope there will be no change to our present structure, I will make further comments on
various aspects in case my view is not accepted.

Page 1



2.

A.

B.

NEW ZEALAND’S PROPOSED CONSTITUTION
No single written document.

No constitution that has a higher legal status than other laws. Reason — it will be impossible to
draft such a document that will be fair and reasonable to all people in the years and decades
ahead. Whilst the Courts and the freedoms that we have in this country are highly important, we
do spend an awful lot of time, and waste a lot of money in thrashing out judicial principles when
more time and effort could be put into running our country and looking after our people.

If we do have a constitution then only Parliament should have the power to decide whether
legislation is consistent with the constitution. We have had very incompetent Governments in
the past and no doubt will have them again. At least the things which they mess up can be
salvaged by further legislation when commonsense returns with a fresh Government. Courts,
because of their nature, are limited in what they can do.

THE BILL OF RIGHTS
The Bill of Rights does protect my rights enough. There is very little comment about it and no
call for change which I have perceived.

I'am unsure as to whether the Bill of Rights should have any higher legal status than other laws.
I do not have time to study that further.

On the question of power to decide whether legislation is consistent with the Act, ] am inclined
to the view that Parliament should have that power. I believe the court system is too rigid,
because of the nature of what it is.

On the question of any additional rights, I make comment that far too often we see individuals
claiming that their rights have been offended in some way but they never seem to consider that
they also have responsibilities to be part of a team, a particular group of people, a town or a
nation. Greater emphasis should be given on the need for individual responsibilities, and the

rights of the majority.

TREATY OF WAITANGI

I do not think the Treaty of Waitangi should have any part in any constitution. The Treaty of
Waitangi on one hand is a great milestone in New Zealand’s history, but it has been used and
abused and there are differing opinions as to which is the right version, to the extent that it has
been a divisive document. I do not accept that the one written in the Maori language should be
regarded as the prime document. The Treaty was drawn up by the British and that must be the
primary document.

The Treaty is now divisive with many people regarding the Treaty as a gravy train for Maori and
it has become too one sided. I do not entirely share that view but I do regard the rivers, water,
air, fisheries, radio waves and the like as belonging to all NZers. It is time that the Pakeha
Government stopped the “double dipping” which Maori currently have secured or are attempting

to secure,

m
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6.

MAORI REPRESENTATON
As a matter of principle, I do not believe that there is any necessity for Maori to have their own
seats in Parliament. They are free to have their own parties and organise their own political
movements. However, because they have been there for a long time, I am comfortable enough
that the original number of four Maori seats should continue, and in particular they should not
be increased beyond the current seven.

On the question of Maori electoral participation can be improved — no improvement is
necessary, Maori are entirely fiee to decide how they will participate electorally through the
present system. In fact they have in reality more choice than everyone else (notwithstanding that
a Pakeha can be on the Maori Roll),

I do not approve of Maori having their own seats in Local Government. It is unfair and
unnecessary. Maori are as free as any group to organise their own representation.

ELECTORAL MATTERS - I have indicated earlier that there are far too many overheads

in running NZ given the size of the population and our country.

A.

I believe that we should cut back the number of Members of Parliament to 80, although I accept
that may not be practical given that we have foolishly voted to continue with MMP.

I believe thatthe term of Parliament should remairi at three years. In the past I have thought four
years might be better, but I am now of the view that if we have a four year Parliament they
would take four years to pass the legislation which they now do in three (with no improvement

in quality).

No change should be made to the way the election date is decided. If it is not broke then don’t
try and fix it.

I make no comment of the factors to be taken into account regarding size and number of
electorates, other than to say that the more MPs who have an electorate where a group of NZers
actually directly vote them into Parliament, the better.

On the question of an MP parting ways with his party, I believe that if they are an electorate MP
then nothing should happen. If they are a list MP it is a very different matter. On one hand it
seems reasonable that the party which brought them into Parliament should have the power to
replace them, but on the other hand if they did not have that power then it’s incumbent upon
them to take a lot more care in whom they select on their list.

If we allowed MP’s to be totally subject to the whims of their parties, then they will have an
even greater loyalty to the party than to the people of NZ. This would prohibit a List Member
who has decided to part ways because he/she has seen a particular issue as more important to the
values of all NZers than their party. I see value in allowing that List Member to continue on for
the rest of the term as an Independent. However, in the instance which NZ First currently faces,
which appears to be a matter of moral standing, then I would have sympathy in giving NZ First
the ability to replace that member.

w
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7. FINAL COMMENT - I refer the Panel back to my comment 2B — that it will be impossible
to draft an “acceptable” constitution. Whilst “modern” society believes it is sophisticated and can
do everything well, ie does not need to heed history.

A. The Western World cannot run a financial system.

B. New Zealand Judiciary is unable to decide who the Bain Family murderer was. What an insult
to the innocent victims? Yet the police were on the scene almost immediately and there are only
two suspects.

C. We had strong signs of terrorist training in the Ureweras a few years ago. Legal technicalities re
the gathering of evidence precluded the police from submitting much of the evidence. Are we
New Zealanders so different from the people of Northern Ireland that we can ignore the
possibility that one day we wont have the same sort of thugs wreaking havoc between Pakeha
and Maori? We need to work hard at unity in fairness and justice. Maori leaders need to speak
out more against the Maori sovereignty movement. (In reality it does not exist).

D. It is ridiculous that our Government Spy Agencies cannot spy on NZ’ers and, even worse, recent
NZ residents such as Kim Dotcom. Whoever was responsible for that legislation must have had
a naive belief that overseas spy organisations would not have a NZ link. All countries have
spied on friends and enemies since time began. In today’s world any information can be hacked
so let’s not get wound up about what Governments do. It is how the information is used by

. Governments that needs protocols and judicial safeguards. :

I hope the Panel totally rejects superimposing a constitution over our present laws so we are not
diverted, and further divided. A constitution will not assist New Zealand in becoming a better led
and better focussed nation, which is an absolute necessity if New Zealand is to survive in a
tumultuous world.

BILL CAPAMAGIAN
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m'_{;/ﬂQ_O‘IS) ConstitutionalReview - http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/ form submission _ - Page 1]

S
From:
To: <constitutionalreview@justice govt.nz>
Date: 14/04/2013 3:43 p.m.
Subject: http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/ form submission

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link:http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: john reuben capener Organisation Name; Email
Phone: Postal AddressA: ~ Postal AddressB: Postal City:
Postal Region: bay of plenty rostal Post Code: - Postal Country: New Zealand

Submission: My aspiration for New Zealand is that our country becomes a republic on the death of
Queen Elizabeth 2nd. And that the maori seats be abolished so that iwi concerns can be handled by
the local member of parliament in who's electorate their marae s situated.

I.E. Everyone equal under the law.

Sent on the 14 April 2013 at 15:42
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From: <webmaster@ourconstitution.org.nz>

To: <constitutionalreview@)justice.govt.nz>

Date: 4/07/2013 9:39 a.m.

Subject: http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/ form submission

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link:http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names: Bill Capper Organisation Name: Email: Phone;
Postal AddressA: Postal Addressb: Postai City:
Tauranga Postal Region: BOP Postal Post Code: I Postal Country: New Zealand

Submission: | do not agree to a change to a written Constitution especially one based on or
incorporating the Treaty of Waitangi. The spirit of the treaty is being already being distarted by
devious and unscrupulous elements of maoridom to divide New Zealand society

into a form of apartheid.

Sent on the 4 July 2013 at 09:38
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From: "Keith Carey-Smith"
To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 7/07/2013 3:25 p.m.
Subject: CAP Submission on Maori seats

We are of the strong opinion that all New Zealanders should be considered equal and that Maori
Seats should be abolished.

Keith & Marion Carey-Smith

Havelock North,
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From:

To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>
Date: 29/07/2013 10:09 p.m.

Subject: CAP Submission

New Zealand is recognised as having one of the most robust political
constitutions on the planet. Those whom change what is not broken will
severely cripple our country forever, for all future generations to come,
and for what? To change something so fundamental to who we are as a

nation

without FULL public consultation, debate and a BINDING referendum is

nothing short of treason. This Government has no public mandate WHATSOEVER
for the (corrupt) constitutional review that is taking place.

One law for all, there can be NO compromise. You lot make me feel
embarrassed to be a New Zealander.

You are our elected representatives. It's about time you actually started
representing the people who employ you. Get some balls and represent us
with honesty, honer and dignity.

How will your names be recorded in the history books of New Zealand? Or
will you have those rewritten again too?

How about government actually doing something honorable and get the New
Zealand public back their foreshore and seabed which you pissed away in
some other back room deal you made. How many Kiwis still don't know about
that one?

Yours Sincerely
Paul Cargill
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From: o

To: <constitutionalreview@)justice.govt.nz>

Date: 24/04/2013 9:50 a.m.

Subject: http://iwww.ourconstitution.org.nz/ form submission

Sent from The Constitution Caonversation #link: http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Name=- .lulie Carlaw-Hillary Organisation Name: Email:
Phane: Postal AddressA: Postal
AddressB: Postal City: Postal Region: Postal Post Code: ~Postal

Country: New Zealand Submission: Regarding Religion

| believe that we are a nation that was founded on the BIBLE , therefore it is our right and the right of
our children to have Bible in Schools in ALL primary schools where possible. This is our right as New
Zealanders. In India you would learn about Hindu

and it is disgusting that in a kiwi school there is no Bible studies - just the basics are finell All our
holidays are bases around Christianity , so our children need to learn these common bible stories and
why we celebrate Easter and Christmas etc. | feel

so strongly about this!!

Regards Julie Carlaw-Hillary

Sent on the 24 April 2013 at 09:48
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From:

To: <constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz>

Date: 24/04/2013 9:59 a.m.

Subject: http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/ form submission

Sent from The Constitution Conversation #link:http://www.ourconstitution.org.nz/.

Full Names' .lulie  Oraanisation Name: Email: Phone: Postal
AddressA: : | Postal Addresss: Postal City:
Postal Region: Postal Post Code: Postal Country: New Zealand

Submission: Regarding Gay Marriage

| do not believe in this law. The marriage union was designed for a man and a woman to live together
to raise a familyl no other union is justified!l. It seems to me that our laws are being made by the
minority not the majority!l! We need to listen to all our

people not just the extremists who make all the noise. | am firmly against Gay Marriage and the Anti
Smacking Law. | believe in the family unit and marriage and our communities. These laws do nothing
to uphold our basic values and beliefs. It is not what feels

right goes!! There is a moral line in the sand that has been drawn for man to follow... those with
wisdom heed what God has laid down for us lll Be wiselll Open you eyes to the big picture of society,
mankind, family, and the future!l

[ am not old - in my forties with 3 children, married for 28 years and two grandchildren. Yet | have
seen the destruction of peoples lives who make wrong choices and the effect of those lives affected
by these wrong choices... we need to get back to the basic

of how a community and a family run - and we all need basic rules and laws to work together.

Sent on the 24 April 2013 at 09:57
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