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Constitutional / C/o Ministry of Justice . LAE
Advisory Panel ' DX SX10088, Wellington / constitutionalreview@justice.govt.nz

13 December 2012
Mr John Hipkins

Auckland
NEW ZEALAND

Dear Mr Hipkins

Thank you for referring to the Panel your submission on the MMP voting system. To the extent that
it touches on issues within the Panel’s terms of reference we will treat it as a submission to the
Panel.

The Panel is inviting all New Zealanders to join a conversation in the first half of 2013 about the
constitutional rules for running our country. The Panel’s role is to listen to and record the views of a

wide range of New Zealanders and to report those views by the end of 2013. Depending on the
views heard, the Panel may make recommendations for further work. Their job is to listen, not to

make decisions.

The Panel will have information packs and meeting toolkits available in February to help individuals, -
organisations and communities-to hold the constitutional conversations in whatever format works
best for each. The packs may include easy-to-read information booklets, a workshop guide, video
resources and printed submission forms.

You can sigh up for reghiar updates or information packs on the Panel’s website WWw.cap.govt.nz.

Yours sincerely

Secretariat
Constitutional Advisory Panel

NewZealand Government . 1
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13 December 2012
Mr John Hipkins

Auckland
NEW ZEALAND

Dear Mr Hipkins

Thank you for referring to the Panel your submission on the MMP voting system. To the extent that
it touches on issues within the Panel’s terms of reference we will treat it as a submission to the
Panel.

The Panel is inviting all New Zealanders to join a conversation in the first half of 2013 about the
constitutional rules for running our country. The Panel’s role is to listen to and record the views of a

wide range of New Zealanders and to report those views by the end of 2013. Depending on the
views heard, the Panel may make recommendations for further work. Their job is to listen, not to

make decisions.

The Panel will have information packs and meeting toolkits available in February to help individuals,
organisations and communities.to hold the constitutional conversations in whatever format works
best for each. The packs may include easy-to-read information booklets, a workshop guide, video
resources and printed submission forms. '

You can sign up for regular updates or information packs on the Panel's website www.cap.govt.nz.

Yours sincerely

Secretariat
Constitutional Advisory Panel

NewZealand Government
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Mr John Hipkins

AUCKLAND

Dear Mr Hipkins

Sécretariat,Constitutional

Advisory Panel: This may have

i Louise
been duplicated b¥ 0 : |
Vickerman.My subm1551?n include
subjects NOT covered 1n.the
recent review.Could I kindly

1
he courtesy of a reply
E?ZESE.eJohn Winkins.21/11/2012

&

aimiieey]. FHipkins

Thank you for your recent letter concerning the submissions you made on the 2012 review

of the MMP voting system.

I enclose both the submissions we received from you on the review. One received on 29
August 2012 and the second, earlier, submission on 30 April 2012.

Yours sincerely

Louise Vickerman
MMP Review Coordinator
Electoral Commission
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15 November 2012

Mr John Hipkins

AUCKLAND

Dear Mr Hipkins

' ariat,Constitutional
igiizzry Panel: This may have
been duplicated by L9u15? -
Vickerman.My subm1551?n includes
subjects NOT covered 1n.the
recent review.Could I kindly
have the courtesy of a reply i
please. John Hipkin§121/11/20

& EN

agmiiney]. FipKins

Thank you for your recent letter concerning the submissions you made on the 2012 review

of the MMP voting system.

| enclose both the submissions we received from you on the review. One received on 29
August 2012 and the second, earlier, submission on 30 April 2012.

Yours sincerely

Louise Vickerman
MMP Review Coordinator
Electoral Commission



(1)

SUBMISSION: TELEGTORAL GOMMIS
Pl 1

MMP Review Electoral Commission & AN
Box 3220 WELLINGTON 6140, 29 AUG 20 o
COPIED, as a courtesy: FzECE:i\jEias ’August 27 2012,
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Stuart Mullin National Party,Auckland. (Thanks for data.)

Louise Vickerman (Thanks for data, and the E9 Booklet)

Rt. Hon Jnhn Fow Prdma M-S o cdn .

Hon Amy Adams. (Chairpersom - Select Committee.)

Hon David Carter.(See re Voting Papers/Local Governmment)

Hon Dr.Pita Sharples. (re reference,include Maoridom/General Roll) -
D, Shearer. Leader of the Opposition (References to List MP's.)
Richard Prosser NZF List MP. :

Gareth Hughes Green Party List MP. Conservative Party

“The 3 MP's, North Shore's Electorate:A,.Williams/C.Calder/M.Barxry.

Media: N.Z. Herald. ( Your Editorial / 16.8.2012.)
N.Z. Listener (.Your Editorial 25.8.2012 LISTINGC SIDEWAYS.)

REVIEW OF MMP,AND ... ALTERNATIVE VOTING SYSTEM

Thanks for allowing this 78 year old a chance to make a urther
Submission, following my 24/4/12 effort. % ([ - j

I am writing because I am astonished that the Electoral Commiss-
ion has given the "thumbs—up' to the dual candidacy option,.

How can it be acceptable for a MP, — who is rejected by the
Electorate, to be able to enter Parliament on the "List" System?
It maybe what MP's want, but that 4is not the view of i
voters. Someone wrote to the , N.Z. Herald: — " For MP's to put
this option together, is like having a fox guarding a hen-house,"

I did not vote for MMP in the past, or in 2011. Though FPP had -
it's faults, so does MMP,and a system that may work with Germ-
any's population is not working in N.Z.

The fault of FPP was that the candidate, getting slightly

less votes, than the MP elected, was over-looked totally.

The problem with MMP, is that it is a complicated system, that
has produced complicated results, .

I have divided my Submission into two Sections, A, and B.

A,.. is about the flaws of MMP, namely the DUAL Candidacy

decision, (Page 6)

B ... is my suggestion, to improve both FPP and MMP, that will

actually, and fairly, favour the minor parties. i

In a nutshell, - long term, - to do away with MMP, and to

introduce a fair and simple, (your, Page 3) system, I call this

option the "Olympic System™, The suggestion is very simple, -

to triple the size of the Electorates, and allow the First,(Gold)

Second, (Silver) and third, (Bronzi)to all enter Parliament,

That would be forty Electorates,multiplied by three, giving

Parliament 120 individuals, including more Independent's,

Considering, that-on the Sport's field -— -. accepted for

centuries, it would be successful in Parliament. There is, {

unlike the MMP system, no room for being in 4th place. . P
2653046 00 32 35 S S06 90 I 2R I3 i

Section A; The 55%. versus 45% DUAL CANDIDACY SUBMISSIONS:

On’ your Page 17, I am, like many, very suspicious of conducting
Surveys,~ because of, . " lobbying" those in ,favour of radical
changes, = "Status—quo" (55%) are often manipulated, whereas,
because of apathy, - 45% were actually opposed to dual gandidacy.
Viewers,saw this on TV, - the more literate/suave fskilled/
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person, gets their way, and often they represent minority views.

Thus the "55%/45% issue", is best argued against, under Common
sense.... namely, the Media's opinions/Letters to the Editor/
Radio talkback etc.
Hopefully, the three Commissioners, will take a fresh approach
from what was agreed upon to date, and heed Submissions such
as mine,

. I agree with the "One electorate seat threshold etc;"and
that the Party Vote threshold should be lowered to 4Z.
I am opposed to the proposal, * % ««» to have no other
comments, about the the balance, -"diversity" etc.

- In my 26/4/2012 Submission I highlighted;-
EITHER: The Electoral.Roll, or being on the LIST. Not both.

There are some glarlng examples of why some MP's are

in Parliament, by default. There is also a strong concensus
that both the Green Party, and N.Z. First, are over-represent-

ed in Parliament now. Some examples:
% North Shore: M.Barry, was elected with 22,709 votes (62.447%)

yet A.Williams, with 900 votes, 2.47% is in
Parliament,... under the flawed DUAL System. C.Calder,
gained 6,351 votes ( 26.27%) following Labour's 14,961 votes,
(63.27%) in Manurewa... but is a National List MP in the
North Shore Electorate, Thus my Electorate has 3 MP's, One
Electorate, and two List.
( See Section B the Olympic Option, for 3 Elected MP's to
all Electorates, seems both logical and eas™ily understood.)

# Auckland Central: Green Party candidate D.Roche, got 2,903
votes, (8.76%) compared to Natiomal's

15,038 - (45.39%) Yet, she and J. Ardern, (43.23%) entered
Parliament on the List system. Again, Auckland Central has
3 MP's. LABOUR,would have been better to have had J.Ardern

on the List system, and highly placed.
Again, see Section Bj; my vision of three ﬂp‘s per Electorate,

# Bast Coast Bays: More dinteresting, Brett Stansfield, (Green)
won 2,832 votes, - (8.72%), almost the

same as D.Roche, but was #54 on the Party List. D.Roche was #11,
Ask, the Green Party, - is that fair,?

% Epsom: This result was disgusting. The cynical gerrymandering

by Natiomal, will not be <forgotten. The Prime
Minister's advisors gambled that with Dr,D. Brash #1 on the Act
Party List, and a win by J. Bamks, -similar to 2008 would bring
Dr.Brash into Parliament, possibly in a senior Finance position
with National. They falled Banks: Electorate 44.10%/Party Vote 2. 55%s
Had P.Goldsmith won the Electorate Vote, National. WOULD HAVE
GAINED ONE MORE  List seat... to reallocate. This result,not
only proved the folly of the "One ZElectorate Seat Thrgshold"
but also the political corruptness of an aspect of MMP,.

# Helensville, and Mt. Albert Electorates: Neither, the Prime" Minister

OR,the Leader of the

Opposition,shogld havel a Electorate to worry about. National
and Labour should heed and make them #1 on the List only.
Again,... not both, o

s

"NAT:Party 64!
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(3)

(4)
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"The Commission should

In Mt, Albert, from 2002, 2005, and 2008, Helen Clark's
majority decreased, Yet as #1 on the List, had she

been defeated there in 2008, she would have still re-entered
Parliament. As a comparison, Australia's John Howard,-that
option was not there,after his defeat.

Mr. Shearer, should note he got 59.19% in the Electorate Vote
yer Natiomnal got 30.b/%# 1n the PartyVote in Mt. Albert,against
Labour's 37.09%, This is a "wake-up" for Labour.

* Ohariu: As a quirk of the MMP system, I'm recording here
that this FElectorate has four MP's.... P.Dumne,

C. Chauvel, G. Hughes - ’ and K. Shanks,
That's three failed Elect ate MP's .in Parliament under what

many people &See as a majf flaw in the MMP List system,
% Three MP's to an Electorate: Apart from Auckland Central/
and North Shore, the following
Electorates have "2 Lists" in Parliament:-(ie a Total of ¥3)
Dunedin Nort ( M.Woodhouse?M, Turei)
Epsom: d ( P.Goldsmith/D,Parker)
Mana: ( P.Parata/ H. Logie)
Mt,Albert. (D.Clendon/M,Lee)
Mt ,Roskill. With only 1,258 votes,...J.Genter (4.01%)
& + J. Blue. , .
Best Osast. ( C.Auchinole/K.Hague.) S

ask, who decides on the merit of the

Listing System, The reasons on Page 18 for this anomaly
is summed up, - "What constitutes a good Candidate" because
Labour, in the 2011 Election, got it all wrong.(List sequence)

#An Electorate size that is too small,by world standards: ep: WAITAKERE:
P, Benpett - 13,465 Votes, and List, C.Sepulone

13,456 Votes ( Nine votes) . B
By overseas standards, this margin is too small,... see my
Olympic Option, by making the Electorates 1arger for 3
to a Electorate/ and 3 into Parliament.

* Labour's woes. Putting 'long-term' MP's on the List, does
not go down well with Voters. eg: D.Fenton/

S. Jones/ 8. Horoney/ and D, Parker or M. Street,

Yet, on the North Shore, Labour's Ben Clark earned 20.57%
at the Electorate, and 16.23% in the List count. This
man would have given Labour 'a much needed new look, yet
other failed MP's got in under the List System DUAL DEAL.
( Mr. Clark was # 69 on 'Labour's List. ) SR

Where National's Party Vote was higher than Labour's Electorate,

Rimutaka: 44 ,75% for Nationmal 33.13% for Labour. ALSO:

West Coast  45.79% for Natiomal 27.25%Z for Labour.
This 'Split Voting', makes a mockery of MMP.

Raise the level of Party Registration costs:

. There are too many 5111y Party names, making the Polling
paper a farce,
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National, many people comment,

Some examples: "Aotearoa Legalise Cannibis Party"

"Haman Rights Party" "Libertarianz" '"Restore -
all things in Christ" (Dunedin South) and finally, ..."Pirate
Party of N.Z." with 277 votes/ 0.72% (Wellington Central)

The Registration Fee at present is $,1,000.00; and a "One Off"
Fee of $300.00. Perhaps the Reglstratlon Fee should be increa-—
ed to a higher figure,... $2,000.00 ?

This would perhaps deter foolish, ego seeking people,who gain
pleasure seeing their names on the Polling papers.

¥

Informal Voting and absentee Voters:

As with Local Body Elections, (interest, Mr. David Carter )
statistically, we should know, - because of public apathy,
why there are people who, invalidate their Voting paper; or
abstain ,... as applies in the Maori Electorates.
Suggestion: For both the General}: : Election/Local Body
Election, — Add: "None of the Above", wunder the list of

both Candidates, and the Party Vote.

The Maori Vote/ and the Size of Parliament:

— have failed addressing these THo

factors, in this MMP Review. Under " ONE RULE FOR ALL™

a review should be made, in 2014 to either continue retaining
separate Maori seats, / OR: the altermative, which is to have
one Roll for all New Zealanders.

My view is that a "Nation divided racially, will never prosper."”
In the past there was a strong Lobby to reduce Parliament's

size. to around the 100 mark. For the Olympic system, the
figure would have to be either 99 seats ie 33 Electorates, all
returning three MP's with the highest votes, Gold/Silver/Bronze,
OR: 102 seats, 34 Electorates, again all returning three MP's,
as outlined above,

This option, would provide Maoridom to enter Parliament on the
General Roll, or as the Maori Party or Mana. Again, this
alterrnative to . . MMP would give the chance for an
emerging new Party, (Conservative) or,-— Independents.

"LIST MP'S do not PULL THEIR WEIGHT" ?

They cannot compare their 'workload' to those who have a direct
Electorate responsibility.... a spokesperson for the local
Community. Here im the North Shore Electorate, Ms.Barry, has

a National Party Electorate Office. Does, C.Calder, a LIST
National MP, and Devonport resident have a similar role.? Our
third MP, A.Williams, failed under MMP in the Election, (900
votes/ 2.47%) is,under the LIST system, in Parliament.

Surely, in their review of "DUAL CANDIDACY", the Chairperson,
Deputy ¢hairperson, and the Chief Electoral Officer, must listen
to those opposed to the "Status Quo".

My view again; Camndidates can choose either - to contest the
Election, OR have their names on the Party List...not both.

FH R R R RRRE RN

SECTION B:

Clearly, there is a problem, or faults,.with both FPP and MMP,



5

In this section, I want to expand, on what I see as a simple
alternative to MMP...The "Olympic System".

It's simplicity, is straigh#forward,.. that in any sports-race,
there are those that come first/come second/ and come third.
Everyone understands that.

Where MMP fails, is that the system has tried to pander to the
smaller parties: and in hindsieht. thase oranne hava cadlw.
dictated to both the majority of voters, and commonsense.

I want New Zealand to be a better place for my six grandchildren
and that is'why in writing to the "MMP Review Electoral Comm—
ission",~ - I make no apology, to the fact that I've not only
copied in the major Political parties, but also the Meédia.

Both the N.Z., Herald/N.Z. Listener do a génerally excellent

job, with investigative reporting, and outspoken Editorials.

The result of the’' "Proposals Paper" dated 13 August 2012, would
perhaps indicate, that inasfar as DUAL CANDIDACY Page 17, ...
the 'back door MP's', ..."0On analysis this appears to' us appears
to be a problem of perception, rather than reality!I differ.

On the sports-field, there is - no prize - for being 4th; and
that should apply in . the General Elections.

I make the following observation '/research to support my ideas:
( In some areas, they repeat, my earlier observations.)

So, my options for discussion for the Commission are:-—

% With 120 seats, absorb the separate Maori Roll option,

* Divide New Zealand into 40 Electorates.

* ie Combine three adjacent Electorates into one,(Details follow)

* The system does 4way with "LIST" MP'S entering Parliament.

* ‘Run the Election, —similar to FPP - with the 'twist' that
those receiving the most votes/ and the second, and third
"runner's up" all‘entér Parliament.(Gold/Silver/Bronze.)

These examples,based on the 2011 ElectorateS'Results,are of interest:
In all the samples, the figures given,+ and + are the Same order
as the present Electorates,

(1) Combine: East Coast Bays + Northcote + Nerth Shore:

National 21,094 + 18,908 =+ 22,709. = 62,711 Gold
Labour 6,453 + 9,529 + 7,481 = 23,463 Silver
Green Party 2,832 + 1,890 + 2,802 = 3,524 Bronze

( N.Z. First would not be represented at 2,47% ).

(2) Combine: Auckland Central + Mt.Albert + Mt. Roskill:
Labour 14,321 + 18,716 + 17,906 50,943 Gold
National 15,038 + 8,695 + 10,635 34,368 Silver
Green Party 2,903 + 3,000 + 1,258 7,161 Bronze

o

(3) Combine: Te Tai Tokerau + Northland + Whangarei:

Mana 8,121. + ‘611 + N/A = 8,732 Bronze
Labour 6,956 + 6,826 + 7,602 = 21,384  Silver
National N/A 18,188 + 20,049 = 38,237  Gold

(This exercise proves K.Davis should have been higher on Labour's
List; that the Green Party are over represented in Parliament;

that Hone H, yoyu1d survive.)
(4) Combine: Waitakere + New Lynn + Hunua:

Continued next page, but mots ' HUNUA got N.Z,First 1,405 votes
(4.8%)... are they over represented in Parliament now, ?
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National 13,465 + 11,809 + 22,563 = 47,837 Gold
Labour 13,456 + 16,999 + 5,766 = 36,221 Silver
Green Party 1,855 + 2,364 + 2,576 = 6,795 Bronze

(5) Combine: Wellington Central + Ohariu + Hutt South
(Note that Ohariu now has four MP's.)

Natiomal 12,460 + 6,907 + 11,003 = 30,370 Silver
Labour 18,836 + 12,965 + 15,828 = 47,629 Gold
Green Party 5,225 # 2,160 + 3,693 = 11,078 (4th)
United Future N/A + 14,357 + 342 = 14,699 Bronze

NB: New Zealand First d4n Ohariu got 399 votes/0.91%

(6) Combine: Palmerston Nth '+ Rangitikei+ Otaki *

16,525 + 8,902 4 13,920 = 39,347 Silver

Labour ) =
National 13,240 + 18,284 + 19,151 = 50,675 Gold
Green Party # 1,485(4.61%)+2,108 + 1,750 = 5,343 Bronze

¥ Should Labour have elevated P.Foster (37.48%) to a higher
List position, than other imcumbents. ? '

# This indicates that the Greem Party are over-represented now,

These figures confirm that the 'rigging' of the LIST system is

very much at fault.

(7) Combine: TITlam + Christchurch Central + Port Hills

National 20,070 + 12,064% + , 12,0640 = 44,774 Gold
Labour 6,758 + 12,017 + 15,737 = 34,512 Silver
Green Party 5,099 # 2,321 + 3,252 = 10,672 Bronze

#* The present Natiomal majority is only 47. This indicates hav—
ing larger Flectorates will avoeid this close count
# In Tlam the Green Party achieved 15.35%

(8) Combine: Invercargill + Dunedin South + Dunedin North

National 17,275 + 12,669 + 12,976 = 42,920 Gold
Labour 11,012 + 16,844 + 9,487 = 37,343 Silver
Green Party 2,433 + 3,197 + 5,721 = 11,351 Bronze

E bk ot ot o8 Ak S

(9) Will the Commission/Bureaucrats reconsider the Review?

In compiling this research, I've spoken to many people. Not one
person agrees to the principle of a 'failed' Electorate person,
entering under the 'List'. ( Back door Policy/decision.) Here,
I should quote the Committee, chaired by Amy Adams, was as

follows: J. Anderton % J. Boscawen # L.*Dalziel
P. Dunne # P. Hodgson D. Hughes #
R. Katene H. Parata P.Quinn
C. Tremain M. Turei

In my view J.Anderton/ P. Dunne/ J.Banks (now) have very
'survivorship'/pecuniary interests to protect

e

strong
minor parties. The reason Peter Dunne/John Banks are not
copied, "’ o

# Both Mr Boscawen and Mr Hughes, have had adverse: publicity,

and Police investigations for criminal behavi&f& both since
rejected from Parliament. No other comment is necessary.

(10) Quote's from the MEDIA, - worth putting on record:

N.Z, Listemer: 16/4/2011: "Party lists have never been assembled
on grounds of merit.Candidate's
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talent,experience and even public appeal all play second~fiddle
to each party's need to feed the beast of party patronage,
National,has protected every last lacklustre,obscure backbencher
on its list.....Labour, has used its List to reward ho-hum
performers, and even some perennially losing candidates, as well

as to provide a smoothed path for unionbacked hopefuls. "
N.7Z. Thdistenars 25/R/20192. N mp Sommi oo e Lesponaed to the

most obvious flaws in our electoral
system, but its recommendations will result in only minimal
change, at a time when the public appetite is whetted for dec-—
isive improvements.....lowering the partyvote threshold -
from 5% to 4% is disappointingly timid™ Finally, this gem:
" There is also intense resentment of MP's who lose electorate
seats, and yet are restored to Parliament because of their LIST

ranking,"

N.Z. Herald: (Their Editowuial 16.8.2012.) " Among the public
at large the most commonly heard criticism. of MMP
is that it allows MP's defeated in electorates to survive on the

List.w

Hopefully, the three people appointed, - Hon Sir Hugh Williams/
Jane Huria/Robt Peden will overturn, what has transpired from
Amy Adam's Committee; because what the Commission states 88, ...

"we consider prohibition of dual candidacies in principle and
unworkable in practice,"(tha% is dualcandidacies to be undesirable.)

(Page 18.) d

Not so. If they opt to(either)accept a high LIST seat, to ensure
they stay in Parliament,,.. Key/Shearer/Finlayson etc, they do
not need to be on the Electorate_Voting choice,

If they wish to stand for an Electorate, they nust opt “NOT to
be on the LIST safety-list. If rejected at the Polls, so be it.
Again I repeat. Choose One Option. Not both.

Last word: It is the MP's/Party Leader's that define and
protect " good candidates " The public decide. that{Page 18)

National, page 6 (Greg Hamilton) stated; "MMP HAS INHEREKRT
INAD" EQUACIES AND ANOMALIES"™ =

That is why, I feel, a better understood system, "Olympic"
would be embraced and understood by the bulk of New Zealanders.
It works on the Sports Field. '

Possibly , to break the Party System, - .- Independent’s, -high
profile,qualified, citizens, . hav&- the correct skills to
further advance New Zealand in many areas of their expertise,

(11) In Parliament, how would the OLYMPIC System work.?

Seating: To the right of Mr. Speaker,  with the present 120
seats« the 40 "Gold's", a mixture of National/Labour/

and whoever,especially Indépendents, © gained the most votes in

the much larger 40 Electorates.
Opposite the Speaker, those that achieved less votes,but

sufficient to justify them being represented in Parliament,Agdin
these 40 "Silvers" will be a mix of Parties/Independents/ and

a cross section of the Voter's decisions.
To the Speakers left side; those — now the smaller Part-

ies, Green Party/ N.Z. First / Maori Party, and Independents,. (40)

A,

R

1S



(12) The Speaker -"taking a Party Vote"to pass Legislation.

The present system, of the Clerk 'taking a call’ is wrong, in
that minor "One man " MP's ,... who are absent from the Chamber
(ACT/ United Future/Mana, )have their 'vote' recorded,either by
the Government, or the Opposition,

In the absence of a Upper House, in our Parliament, there needs
to be better safeguards. One option would be to introduce
Electronic Voting, and this would only be applicable to those
Members actually present at the completion of debates.

With the Olympic system of determining who represents the
three Members views, I can perhaps suggest something along
these lines, as presently the Opposition vote against Bills,
because that is the role they see themselves, to do.

Traditionally, the Leader of the Opposition, sits opposite

the Prime Minister,...together with their 'shadow' Members.

That would not he the case with my vision.

There needs to be a more congenial form of collaboration, for

the betterment of our country. To achieve this, omne way "~

would be to have a "Two-tier" system of recording votes: (by the Clerk.)
(a) The separate votes from the three groups im

Parliament, the Golds/Silvers/ and Bronze. eg:

Recall,every group will be a mixture of National/

Labour/Independerts etc. These Members will

represent the very best of the voters selections.

Perhaps there needs to be introduced a %%ZZ system,

3 points for Gold/ 2 points for Silver,and 1

point for Bronze MP's- reflecting their lower .

numbers/support from the Polling Booth. (ie: RRA—-wise.)

(b) Retain the present system of For and Against,
on Party lines.
(c) Combine the two results, again For and Against,

to achieve a fairer outcome,to what is now =a
travesty of Democracy in the House,

(13) Last words, a gquote from the N.Z., Listener April 16 2011:

"The List system has shown its worth as a mechanism for
introducing new talent to Parliament,and overcoming historic
barriers to women and various ethnic groups, —~ which is why it
is o worrying to see its reputation taking such a batteriqg.
Sadiy,opportunities to -improve the MMP system, of vhich a more
open list system is just one example,are some years away,This
election,the Government is only allowing voters the blunt instrument
% - of a referendum on whether or mot to keep MMP.The
better question would be what changes would make MMP fairer,? "

. \.1

This éubmission extends 8 pages. I hope, for the betterment of-

New Zealand there will be changes, - not over-night - but
over a period,. My strong view is that NO failed Electorate Mp

Bhould survive under a LIST safety net. The option of my
OLYMPIC SYSTEM, is added as = "talking point" to, those copied.
and the MMP REVIEW ETRCFND AY, COMMTSSION.

Thankyou, 7 - ohn Hipkins

s 4

Footnote: T certainiy wouiu weicome any comments,
from all addressees - favourable, or not. J.H.
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' Copied: Editor N.Z, Herald., Your Editorial (24/4) re Self

—interest leads way in MMP reviey,
J.Armstrong. Your views(21/4) "Self-serving MP's strat—
egy nplain to sea "
W.&. Listener Your Editorial April 16-22 2011 -

/4./2012 . )

/.IB'[‘[

"Noticeably listinBVitems quoted below. & K5 befig
## North Shore's 3 MP's: M.Barry/C.Calder/A.Williams B
# Auckland's 3 MP's: N.Kaye/J.Ardern/D.Roche -
; ot
. ] =
. MY SAY ON MMP o ) | E%E
(1) THRESHOLDS: Based on the 2008/2011 Elections(the'Thresholds)® j¥ ™
the 5% figure is too high, I suggest the Nationwide Threshold isH*ﬂE
lowered to 4%.Consider these anomaliesthat favour smaller Partiesd O
# The Conservative Party got 59237 Party Votes (2.65%) but is notp, = =
in Parliament,,, because it did not win a Electorate seat. =1
¥ United Future got 13,443 Party Votes ( 0.60%) but is in Parl- 55,
 lament because it won an Electorate seat, il E‘
* Eveh worse, ACT got 23,889 Party votes (1.07%) but is in -
Parliament because of the "Epsom Clause”. Shame on National. = E‘"g
My view is that the winning of ONE seat + and getting now 5% g"ngg
of the Nationwide Party Vote, SHOULD BE ABOLISHED. B0
(2) CONSIDER THESE RORTS THAT FAVOUR THE SMALLER PARTTES: g E,E'.
Party Votes: ! g
The Green Party got 11,06% = 14 Seats., H
N.Z. First, got 6,59% = 8 seats 8.3 55
Conservative Party got 2.65% = 0 seats. g ® g
United Future got 0.60%. = 1 seat. R
Note: PARTY LIST'S, are not assembled on grounds of merit, the &hhﬂ
Labour Party has found that . obscure MP's should have * =R
‘been replaced by "New blood",.. not the same tired Union back- o E:r
ground people, Er'o »-’-i“:'
£3) By-Elections and Dual Candidacy factors: ”EQE
No List MP should be also on the Electoral Roll, Either E ﬂtﬂgi
choose one or the Other. Not both. B o EH-
Examples: John Key should be #1 on the List; and not a choice P HEH
for National in Helensville. David bhearer should be wsg Ero
#1 on the List; and not a Labour choice in Mt, Albert P e
In the 2005 Election, John Tamahere accepted his a:'g v:::
defeat in the Poll, and did not choose to enter Parliament "via as B
the Back Door/List system. HoH s b
Again, both National and Labour protect poorly behaving MP's, =R
‘They should promote promising new candidates. ‘ =
Open Lists,should offer Voters the extra-option of expressing "

preferences.In Switzerland/Sweden/Holland, List Candidates can
be moved up the ranks into Parliament,—1if voters endorse them.
Finally: A MP who resigns his Party, ( eg Chris Carter) should
not be allowed to remain as a 'Indepenant', if elected as Labour,
¢+ TFactors of DUAL CANDIDACY on Page9. o T :

. I repeat: Hopefully the Commission will listen.,.. MP's must
choose to be either ‘on the Electoral Roll, or on the List.
One other thought: Because there weie 748,086 Invalid Votes ie
33.14%,... T suggest that the future Roll selection includes, -
"None of the above" That is because, overall we Voters are very
disillusionized with the choice of reople cffering themselves.

I would appreciate a reply, and I trust my facts are correct
regards both 'counts' and ZEL'a .
John Hipkins,






Hecesren 2/5/13 lijﬁts

Phone

To the Team;

Could someone 'phone me so that I know this material has
arrived in the post.

In retirement, T have tried to take a civil interest in many
areas, and the views of my attachments are also those

of mine.

I am not sure how my lone voice is heard, can you
explain how the quantity of data is processed for the Panel.

There will be some instances of duplicated views here, for
which I apologise.

I am happy to accept any advice or criticism.

I will complete the Quick Submission, later with an Index
of my Submissions.

I am assuming many organisations will forward very long and
extensive Submissions,... I have chosen to break mine up,
which are mostyfalphabetical from my extensive files.

«

R

Thankyou, John Hipkins.

Footnote: 1Is there any value, in copying the Hon. Judith
Collins, Minister of Justice, for her own info.?

I ask, because sometime back, I suggested we needed
a new Constitution, to replace the Treaty signed
in 1840.

Finally, to make progress do all the Panel have to be in
agreement,... ie will it be on a majority vote, if there

is mot a unanimous decision,... and how will Submitters be
informed of the results to be addressed by the Ministry
of Justice/ or the Minister. ?



© J. HIDKINS

Constitutional Advisory Panel ‘ Auckiang
C/o Ministry of Justice WELLINGTON
( Submission # 1 ) 24 April 2013

NEW ZEALAND NEEDS A SINGLE STANDARD OF CITIZENSHIP FOR ALL:

To the Panel: Today I spoke with Eleni explaining that in the
last decade, I have collected various items,that
I would like to share with the Panel. - I welcome, and thank you

for this. I was informed that I may attach, — within reason -
some of this data, to support my views. One problem is that
.. where there is some criticism of say, - the Treaty of Wai-

tangi, or matters pertaining to Maoridom,...a person making the
"Submission" is labelled 'racist". I say this as T note the Panel
is made up of 50% iwi/tribal members, and the balance Burrows/
Chin/Coddington/Cullen/Luxton and Tennent, are of non—-part—Maori
‘4‘”—_“_“dESCEHtT___f—mEﬁtiﬁngthiS“fﬂﬁcﬂ&—&S“%hefefWﬁS—ﬁAﬁ%ESSﬂi%em—aSki&g—————n
why part—Maori (say 14% of the population.. had 50% membership
of the. Panel. ) I will expand later. I am not ‘'racist'.
To make my point, I am 79, of no iwi descent, and my ancestors, -
the Hipkins came here from Staffordshire in 1884; and the
Cranwell® arrived as "Albertlander8"in 1862 from Linconshire in
1862. But, I do not mention NGATI Staffordshire, or NGATI
Linconshire,....as my "tribal' roots.

More about "Tribes" "Iwi". Maori seats in Parliament,etc later,
The submissions, that will follow, over a period, are mostly in
alphabetical format, as mentioned to your Office. Again, I thank
you for this opportunity, and hopefully the end results will make
New Zealand a better place.... we need ONE RULE FOR ALL.

Submission # 1 (Attachment, — ACT SUMMARY,TREATY OF WAITANGI )

ACT in 2002 under Richard Prebble, was a differ-
ent 'beast' to that of now. These views are worthy of discussion
in 2013, - they are relevant:

(a) Maori underachievement: Both this/next (b) threaton us.
(b) The 'backlash' from the Grievance Industry. .
Lc)' The "gravy train" regards the Waitangi Settlement process,

The views of R. Prebble in 2002/2003 are still with us now,
-"yell paid Lawyers/Consultants, who are never satisfied."
ACT then pointed out that the payments made, — with the goodwill
of other New Zealanders, - who are innocent of past events,
- has, and is being abused, and is alienating the rest of us.

ACT's Princiﬁles, should be of interest to the Panel, - even
though these arguments, for a better New Zealand were made/2002,

% ONE LAW for all New Zealanders. get

*¥ Have in the Waitangi Tribunal, people who canAat what truth
can be discovered now; and reject the rest.

% Maori and Non-Maori should be equal before the law.

#* New Zealand cannot have harmonious race relations built
upon apartheid principles.

e

Repeal laws that allow any Agency to discriminate against

or favour, any New Zealander on the basis of race,colour,

ethnicity, or national origin.

Abolish the Maori seats in Parliament.

End State-sponsored racial discrimination.

( To the above I would add,... imagine the savings, if
Maori funding for Health/Education etc was 'merged' into

ale
L ad

sk

the Government departmenfs.)
JOHN HIPKINS



A CT - Summary: Treaty of Waitangi Page 1 of 2

NEWS & VIEWS | PARLAMENT ~ PUBLICA

ACT Policies  Search Policies About ACT Links
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ACT New Zealand
Friday 14 Jun 2002

Policy - Treaty of Waltangi & Maori Affairs 4 '- Q 0 O 3
Problems , o

Two things threaten race relations in New Zealand. One is Maori underachievement. The other is the
backlash that an escalating grievance industry could all too easily provoke. No amount of money can
undo past wrongs or solve the problem of underachievement.

Unfortunately, mismanagement of the Treaty of Waitangi settiements process has created a grievance
industry that sustains a gravy train for,well-paid lawyers and consultants. It can never be satisfied and
worsens race relations. It has not helped, and will not help, most Maori.

Payments depend entirely on the goodwill of citizens alive today who are entirely innocent of any
wrong-doing. This goodwill is being increasingly abused by the grievance industry and alienating
ordinary New Zealanders. ‘ S

ACT’s Principles

e Everyone, Maori and non-Maori alike, should be equal before the law. The Treaty itself
guarantees Maori and non-Maori the same rights and privileges as New Zealand citizens. New
Zealand can not have harmonious race rélations built upon apartheid principles.

e Claims should be properly settled where land was unlawfully taken, or improperly compensated
and we can identify the descendants of those who were wronged.

e Solutions to the problem of Maori underachievement must be found partly within Maoridom.

Proposals: Towards Full and Final Settlements

- e soniosien K/

e Set a final date for lodging historical claims: 31 December 2003, and ensure that all cases
before the Waitangi Tribunal are heard and determined by 2008.

e Appoint to the Waitangi Tribunal people known for their ability to apply the rules of evidence
rigorously to get at what truth can be discovered at this distance, and to reject the rest.

e Amend the Treaty of Waitangi Act so as to redirect the Tribunal and the judges to the clear
statements of the first and third Treaty articles by which the Crown received “absolutely. ..
forever the complete government of [New Zealand]’ and in which the Crown undertook to
“protect all the ordinary people of New Zealand and [to] give them the same rights and duties of
citizenship ...".

» Repeal all laws that permit or require any central or local government agency to discriminate

against, or to favour, any New Zealander on the basis of race, colour, ethnicity or national

origin. To_end state-sponsored racial discrimination we must also_abolish the Maori seats. The

Royal Commission on the Electoral System considered that this should be done on the

adoption of MMP.,

Recent Statements on Treaty of
Waitangi & Maori Affairs

http://www.act.org.nz/item.isp?1d=22648

21/05/MHnN2 -



J. Hipki
Constitutional Advisory Panel inkins

C/o Ministry of Justice WELLINGTON :
( Submission # 2 ) L

24 April 2013
NEW ZEALAND NEEDS_.-SINGLE STANDARD OF CITIZENSHIP FOR ALL:

To the Panel: Discussion subject - Part-Maori Customary rights.

My second Submission to you, will not be as easy as my #1. That's
because, I do not want to offend the part-Maori members of the
Panel.

In a "nutshell ", the subject matter is the somewhat disturbing
"trend™, (for want of another word) regards the "Maori-ization"
( a made-up word ) of many aspects of our day to day events here
... be it at Parliament/ in Local Bodies/ greeting overseas VIP's
or in opening foreign embassies/ or, taking delivery of a new )

- 'iTC_fﬁf’fma:"f“'S'é"a"'f'fi'E"',"“’fﬁ'T‘_K'i'f“ New Zealand-:
Where it upsets people, is that today's part-Maori, are over-
represented in media events, in areas, as listed abave.

The 2006 Census (my 2009 Statesman's Yearbook) states:-

565,329 (14.6%Z)of the total population, were listed in the

Maori population.... compared to 15.1% in 1996. They continued:
"In this census 157,100 New Zealander's said they could hold

a conversation in Maori, and in 2001 one in four of Maori ethnic-
ity,claimed to speak the language."

(a) Attachment: Letter from me to Mr. Doug McKay CEO AUCKLAND
COUNCIL: Re inaugural Meeting,Town Hall 2010.
My main points,(which were not acknowledged)were:

* The lack of common—-sense courtesy to Mr. Key, and others.

* The fact that guests had to listen to four 'tribal elders'
speaking in Maori, with no respect to all the dinvited.

* This hour-long introduction was condemed by the Media,
and in many 'Letters to the Editor.' I quote several:
Michael Bassett: "Bizarre rights of Maori 'Customary

Rights, Leaders need to bring themselves
into the modern world, elderly Maori men who burbled away."
* Other comments are copied from Pat Booth,E.Jackson,A.Pullen 7#{
* Parliament: Can the Panel please discuss, why it is

B permissable for the Maori Party,to speak in
Maori, and no translation is provided.?

(b) Attachment: N.Z. Listener,April 20,2013, Bill Ralston,..
POWHIRI-PHOOEY. This article will not be re-quoted here,but
T have highlighted/underlined some of his views,
This respected writer wonders why it is logical, where all
those present are Pakeha, yet the greeting is in Maori and
a waiata is sung.
Bill Ralston concluded, he does not want to offend people,
but the Panel should discuss:

* My view,..MWhy are New Zealander's too tolerant.? We allow
minority groups, get their own way.From Ralston:

The part—Maori welcome,..half-naked men,poking their tongue out,

Are we overusing, the HAKA,the POWHIRI, and MAORI CULTURE.?

2
\

T
e o

Many of us are from Britain, would Morris Dances be okay. »
* Keep part—-Maori traditions/languages/customs to themselves.

These are - excellent viewpoints that+t should be discussed
by the Panel. =
John Hipkins



TO. THE PANEL:
' I HAVE ONLY HIGH-LIGHTED
MAJOR VIEWS,TO ASSIST YOU.

J.H. 24/4/2013, AUGL:ARU
Ph/Fax:
Nov. 29, 2010,
TO; Mr. Doug. Mckay. CEO Auckland City,
COPIED:
L. Brown. Mayor,
All Councillors - Anae.....Wood.
Mr. Johm FKey. Prime Minister
Mr. Rodney Hide. ACT/ Local Government.
Pat Booth. North Shore Times.
Brian Rudman, N.Z. Herald.

Dr. Michael Bassett,

"THATS NOT FAIR, NOT ETHICAL, NOT RIGHT."(Quote A.Pullen.) 7ﬁé

(1) Isaugpral Meeting,Auckland Council -1/11/2010.
(people were ‘'hopping  mad.' )

In attending this function,l was dismayed at the total

lack of common-sense courtesy to the PM, other Cabinet Ministers
and indeed, to all the patient guests and the public, who had
to sit through over am hour listening to 4 selected '"tribal
iwi',...speaking only the Maori language. :

It was extremely rude and discourteous to Mr Key, - probably -
tired from having returned from Asia the previous day.

Pat Booth's self explanatory article dated November 16 is copied
to all addressees. Note the comments from Michael Bassett,..,.
"bizarre rights of Maori 'customary rights',..Maori leaders
need to bring themselves into the modern world,...elderly Maori
men vho burbled away (shouting in one case)in a language that
was understood by perhaps 30 people out of 1,500 in the Town Hall
«+.. in my younger days Maori always had the coywtesy to trans-
late what they had said in Maori. No more. _
Eric Jackson wrote,...I am dismayed by all too freque.nt use of
"rent a Maori cultural party" )
Adele%kglgen wrote,.. we thought it was the height of bad mann-
ers %. —to be conducted almost entirely in Maori.

e

The hour lomg 6pm -7pm + "welcome' spoilt the evening. Letters
to the N.Z. Herald were critical,"keep your powhiring, and
‘hongi' tactics to the marae.

Could I please have a response from Council, to avoid a repeat.?

(2) Parlisment. .

Can someone in the Prime Minister's Office please explain to
me WHY the Maori Party often speak ONLY in Maori, and also
never have the decency to provide a translation.?

How would Haorigon= react if their guests .on the marae spoke
in a foreign language, ? Dutch, Asian, or anmny other.?

The population , other than Maoridom find this behaviour both
arragant, and ignoremt., . Tax-payers deserve better.

E

JOHN HTPXTNS
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Constitutional Advisory Panel
C/o Ministry of Justice. WELLINGTON.
(Submission # 3 ) Auckiand

25 April 2013
NEW ZEALAND NEEDS A SINGLE STANDARD OF CITIZENSHIP FOR ALL -

To the Panel: Discussion subject -What defines being Maori.?

Later, I will raise the issue of whether, in this Century de we

nead +n allara+rn ennareda a“"“_"" for :::“.’ E:::i.
I would hope that a major item that will be raised by Submitters
...will be, - ., under the banner of"ETHNICITY'...what defines

being part-Maori.?

From memory there are in excess of 12 part-Maori MP's, and for
that reason I wrote to the Hon Simon Bridges on the 18th June '12
to promote a Members Bill - Cross Party - to define for New
Zealanders, who are not part—-Maori,...WHAT MAORI MEANS,inasfar as

“being-a—benefactor—for—Taxpayer—Special—Freatment'-

I alluded|to Simon,as a part-Maori MP, to propos%to Mr. Key -

~ that the only way forward for N.Z. is to have One Rule for All,

My suggestion to this Minister was to read what Bill English

said on the 7th May, 2002 to the N.Z. Centre for Public Law in

Wellington, "WE NEED A SINGLE STANDARD OF CITIZENSHIP FOR ALL"™

I never had a reply. (The text/copy of this speech will follow.)

FR TR R NN

(a) Attachment: Dr. Hugh Barr. In the N.Z. Herald (March 8 '11)
Dr. Barr submitted to the Herald's DIALOGUE,

a contribution titled,-"Bill means public pays twice for Maori

customary rights,"”

I responded, with the attached Letter, dated earlier to both he

and Dr. Muriel Newman,(with copies to others,as listed) using the

Heading:- "Race Relations in N.Z. are now at ah all-time Low."

My main points were: ( 2 Pages )

s That both LABOUR/NATIONAL have pandered to Maori Activists.

* I listed the names/organisations that supported ONE RULE
FOR ALL. ( ACT/Brownlee/Brash/Duff etc.) ;

* In this Letter, following the tragic earthquakes, that the

Waitangi Tribunal and the Waitangi Settlements Office,should
be closed down.

¥* I copied Joris de Bres,... to address subjects such as
Ethnicity arguments, that 'feeling Maori' was not good
enough. I continued regards the contributions of academics/
indigenous people, tribal boundaries, and so on.

i To conclude. I pointed out that tribal boundaries, were
drawn up after 1840, after the Musket Wars/utu era of

Maoridom's inter-tribal, and bloody wars.
B s

(b) N.Z. Herald 25/9/2006, by Jon Stokes.(Maori issues Reporter)

" BRASH OUTRAGES MAORI BY QUESTIONING THEIR IDENTITY: "

* Whether Maori remained a distinct indigenous group because
few if any full-blooded ones remained.

*® Pita Sharples responded," Culture is not about the amount of
blood you have, IT IS ABOUT BELIEFS,PHILOSPHY,CUSTOMS, AND
ASPERATIONS .M,

* Dr. Brash expanded: "There has been a lot of inter-marriage,
and that is welcome." !

These 2006 Newspaper clippings, hopefully will assist the Panel.

- JOHN HIPKINS

Key points made by Dr. Brash, and worthy of the Panel to discuss :



TO:
Dr.Muriel Newman/Dr.Hugh Barr. Auckland
COASTAL COALITION.Box 984 Whangarei. and. y

. : March 6, zul®,
Joris de Bres.Race Relations

c .. Ph/Fax:
ommissioner.

COPIED- As a courtesy/Information,
Mr. C. Finlayson. Minister of Treaty Settlements.

Mr. J. Key. Prime Minister,

Mr. W. English, Finance Minister.

P.Sharples/T. Turia. MAORI Party.

P. Goff. Leader of the Opposition./Editor, N.Z. Herald./Listener,

RACE RELATIONS IN N.Z. ARE NOW AT AN ALL TIME LOW.

The Coastal Coalition is to be saluted for your "Open Letter

to all Kiwis" in the N.Z. Herald, March 5, 2011. ( B 15.)

Re the 'Foreshore & Seabed', your campaign to me “is mnot

about this 'racist & divisive Bill' - or (sadly) both Labour's o
and National's past pandering to the Maori Activists, - to

remain on the Government's benches.

To Muriel and Hugh, I'm attaching Page 1 only of my August 10

2010 letter titled MULTI PARTY DISCUSSION DOCUMENT -

ONE STANDARD FOR ALL"This was addressed to Messrs Fimlayson

and others,...perhaps Coastal Coalition~may wish to access the
additional 18 pages from Mr, Finlayson's Office. ? Imn this
document, ‘quetes from over temn years many

individuals/Organisations that supported "One Rule For All",
This Letter included: ACT/ G. Brownlee/D. Brash/John Armstrong/
Alan Duff/ P. Dunne/ W. English/G. George/F. Haden (Decd) /Jim
Hopkins/Shane Jones/Dr. Rod Lea/W. Mapp/ Paul Moon (Author)/
W. Peters/ Brian Rudman/Elizabeth Rata/P. Sharples, ( who
quoted Nelson Mandela)/T. Turia,(who wrote that "Maori seats
should remain until such time as Maori believe the seats are
unnecessary' (July 4 2003)

I have copied this full file to the Human Rights Commissioner
on the 28/2/2011,... for him to confront Race Problems that
the National Government does not want to tackle.

My view may seem outrageous,... but with the catastrophic events
unfolding now in Canterbury, I have lobbied for both the
Waitangi Tribunal and the Waitangi Settlements Office be closed
down.

My submissions to the Race Relations Commissioner are to address
the racist, and flawed "politically correct" Legislation

passed by both Labour and National Govermments. Again, in

no order of importance, they are:-

#* Todays part Maori Ethnicity arguments,.."Feeling Maori"

is not good enough to gain special privileges, because of
mixed, and favoured bloodlines. We, New Zealanders, need

"One Rule for all" (Indeed, in 2002 while in O .ppositiom, Bill
English preached this. ) A new Constitution is urgently “ aGJVﬁ
needed to replace a Document signed in 1840.

* Mr. Finlayson to me ( August 5, 2010) and now copied to

the Coastal Coalition, to assist your cause vwrote,.."what
happened between Maori before 1840 is NOT RELEVANT."(My caps)

I say it is.... New Zealand's History did not commence from
1840,

* I hate the termgnology 'half caste' for today's part

Maorl pii¢ are these Jeéagﬁﬁgits\of a wgrribq society even
hialf ? .. or quarter, ome— eighth, moreso 1/16th, or more.

But, in the argument "One Rule for A11" the fact is that
Maoridom's own History prior to 1840 was one of tribal blood-

shed/tribal invasions/tribal cannibalis%/far@worsé than

—_———
——————————



(2)

losses caused to Maori by Crown breaches of the Treaty of
Waitangi,..as mentioned by the Minister for Treaty of
Waitangi Nego. tiations im his Letter 30/8/2010 to me

and copied to your office im Whangarei. He added:

uuuuu PRI NPTEREICRL S S—
"The Lovercment -remsins-cousitted toTPrealy setticuents

(my underlines) " because we believe they are just and con-

tribute to the welfare of all who live in New Zealand.,"
I fail to see, that events, so long 1long ago are relevant

now for todays Taxpayers to accept. Even, before the

February 22 earthquake.

* Academics have over-played the era of "indigenous people,™
It is time to move forward, and todays part- Maori
enjoy a better life style than their dead ancestors, ... that
is why the likes of Honme Harawira and his activist supporters
.++ in their hatred, of all things Pakeha, have now brought
Race Relations matters to boiling point, to both the
Maori Party, and all New Zealanders, regardless of their
roots,
* Todays,tribal boundaries were drawn up- after 1840, after
the Musket Wars futu era, where stronger tribes invaded
and enslaved weaker tribes. Does any academic raise what
happened in the Chatham Islands, ?_
The Dictionary defines "tribesmen” ~— & member of a nomn -

industrialised society. That is hardly relevant in urban
and rural N.Z. now where the Government - is dealing with
"tribes"™ and "Tribesmen”

I have asked the Human Rights Commissioner te investigate
the present Te Patukirikiri Settlement Negotiations
Mandate Hui. ( Public HNotices Herald 21/2/2011) as an
example of how beneficiaries will benefit, just by a
show of hands by this "tribe™., The public need to
know, who are these people/ how many of them qualify, and
what was the reason for their claims against the
Government,... funded by us Taxpayers. B

(Copied to Whamgarei,)

Again Mr. Finlayson says 'we are committed! and your
Coalition says that the public are opposed to a few
privileged iwi gaining financially etc for not only
this racist Coastline threat, but for all the past
and future settlements that the Government has inherited
from the past.

I join the Coalition in my protest, and the tragic
horrific events in Christchurch will hopefully see Mr,
Key, over-ride Mr. Finlayson, R i .

I urge, if you have not already done so, write to
Joris de Bres and request that race relations between

part Maori/ and the rest of New Zealanders is addressed |
as clearly this Govermment does not have the courage to do !}
so,

I wish gyou well, and in time in their reply from
the Human Rights Commission to me, I ask this Office

to copy both Mr. Finlayson and the Coastal Coalition
people, ... Muriel Newman and Hugh Barr.

f

Ty e i e A



.J. Hipkins

Constitutional Advisory Panel .
C/o Ministry of Justice. Wellington. Auckland

( Submission # 4. )

April 25,2013

NEW ZEALAND NEEDS A SINGLE STANDARD OF CITIZENSHIP FOR ALL:

To the Panel: Discussion points;ONE RULE FOR ALL INCLUDES MAOQRI.

On the 26th September 2006, I wrote to Dr. Pita Sharples,Co Lead-
er Maori Party,... using the above Heading, "One Rule for allVetc
These are the major issues I raised, which are unsolved in 2013:

3*

Past History/ the Grievance Industry: Present—-day part Maori
in their claims against the 'Crown' for events after 1840,
blatantly overlook the atrocious inter-tribal wars prior to
the signing of the Treaty. I wrote that while events of post
European settlement are lamentable, by comparisom,the Musket
War era was far more appalling as regards bloodshed/slavery/

and of course cannibalism ( kai tangata) or kai huanga, the
eating of relatives,

The view I have made to the Hon. C. Finlayson is this. Sure
the new settlers te the Colony, did 'bad things! . But, if,and
when all the Treaty Settlements are finalised,...then using that
logic of 'righting past wromngs', SURELY, and using the same sets
of criteria,... is every iwi/tribal/part Maori group,...going to
reignite old grievances among today's Maori descendents re|
invasions/massacres, that are part of our Histotfy prior to 1840.

*

0

To Dr Sharples, I suggested that Maoridom needed a strong
Leader, to follow the example set by Nelson Mandela, ie

A FORGIVENESS| AND RECONCILIATION POLICY, to move N.Z.
forward., =

IR IR R

On the 5th of May, 2002, I wrote to Michelle Boag, President of

the

National Party.... raising the exact issues that now will.

be addressed, in trying to present a mnew Constitution to

New

Zealanders, that will hopefully replace the Treaty/1840.

The main issues:

¥*

I quoted a Letter/NZ Herald 28/1/02, "we should remember

the words of Dr. Martin Luther King, in his "I bave a dream",

I HAVE A DREAM THAT MY FOUR CHILDREN JWILL ONE DAY LIVE IN A
NATION WHERE THEY WILL NOT BE JUDGED BY THE COLOUR OF THEIR SKIN
BUT BY THE CONTENT OF THEIR CHARACTER."....."Singling out one
group for special favours promotes racism."

( This view, so special, was made on the eve of Waitangi Day.)
This Panel, must decide if today's 2013-part-Maori-citizemns, are
receiving "special favours" NOTE: I use the word ‘part-Maori.

.
=

An important fact: Michael Bassett, at that time on Assignment

then admitted that the 'Settlement Process' was NOT working in

the

3t

manner it was envisaged.

I quoted a Letter to Michellé, "ewse" I am shocked at how much

Maori culture is rammed down people's throats. State sponsored
spiritual muymbo-jumbo appears to take precedence over anything.
This is a multi-cultural not a bicultural Natiom, and other peo-
ple,apart from maori, need proper constitutional representation.”

3

A Letter from myself/North Shore Times 21/2/02 read:

"One of the advantages the Tribes gained in 1840 was a degree bf

peace and a break from the bloodshed that
: : was th i
inter-tribal fighting up to that time." ® ® morm with the

I wish the Panel well. . i JOHN HIPKINS
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Constitutional Advisory Panel.
C/o Ministry of Justice. Wellington.
( Submission # 5)

NEW ZEALAND NEEDS A SINGLE STANDARD OF CITIZENSHIP FOR ALL:

To the Panel: Discussions points - A drift to SEPARATISM,.?

For your records, the following are the main subjects I wrote
u‘uuu;,, i a :ClA. (l;.d-L.cl:l. j..I/U/LUJ.L} LO Che Hon. Judith UOllinS,
Minister of Justice:

* Rereading Guyon Espiner's *The Hard sell' into the mind of
John Key,...I asked the Minister, - " how many reader's
searched in vain for National's Policy to move away from a drift
to SEPARATISM."

# I continued:- "Yet, the mischievously-media-driven bIurb,
"the race card', is not being tackled or addresseed by the
National Government. They have the mandate to introduce

Legislation to make New Zealand, — ONE RULE FOR ALL, - or
EQUAL CITIZENSHIP"

I continued: " The PM, and his Caucus must
know that separate Taxpayer funding for 'part-Maori!,that is
directed to Health/Education/Justice/Social Development, (and
even to AUCKLAND COUNCIL,)... is outrageous.

Socially, by maintaining a Gov-
ernment sponsored system of 'racial separatism' should have
no place in New Zealand....and no country will prosper
while these policies are supported.”

I ended by quoting what Bill English said in 2002, - A1l
NEW ZEALANDERS,PAKEHA, PACIFIC AND ASIAN AND MAORI TOO,WANT
TO BE-JUST NEW ZEALANDERS.

963
(b) Essential reading for the Panel Members is "The Musket
Wars, - A History of Inter-iwi Conflict 1806-45" R.Crosby.
Reviewed by Tain Sharp in 1999, this book honestly records
the grisly stories about tribal conflicts. This, and other
books are essential to read, to understand aspects of history
that many,... making 'Settlement claims', do not want to discuss.,

Fo30 333302

(c) N.Z. Herald, May 3,2003: By John Armstrong,.. interesting:
"CULLEN GRABS TREATY HOT POTATO."
Main points, for the Panel are:

* "The Treaty of Waitangi guarantees property rights to Maori

which do not automatically apply to other New Zealanders."

* " Maori enjoy special rights by virtue of the Treaty."

* The then Deputy PM defined the Treaty as a Living Document
ruling that, " the Maori language version takes precedence

because that is the version those ceding rights can be assumed
to have understood clearly."

His Treaty spiel,arose from Labour caucus discussions which
indicated even Labour MP's were uncertain about the direction

of the Policy. Dr. Cullen _ said ' re some others:

* H. Clark - went silent regards the backlash of Closing
the gap.

* M. Wilson (Treaty Negotiations) epitomises political

correctness.
P. Horomia, is invisible, and T.Turia, is too scary.Written

ten years ago, data for the Panel tn discuss. ?

5
3*
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Constitutional Advisory Pamel ) .

C/o Ministry of Justice. AUCKLAND
Wellington. SApril 27,2013,
(Submission # 6 )

NEW ZEALAND NEEDS A SINGLE STANDARD OF CITIZENSHIP FOR ALL:

To the Panel: Discussion points — Favoured Bloodlines. ?

This Submission, confirms correspondence with the Homn.Bill

"English, over a period of time, including his time in

the Opposition:-—

(a) Attachment: A letter dated May 12,2010, - regards the
Government's increase of GST to 15%, and

the fact that with our Rate demands, it was 'A TAX ON A TAX'.

This letter was copied to C. Finlayson, pointing out that

the public are angry that a significant portion of their taxes

is being spent on one ethnic group, — part—Maoridom. Main points

were:—

* (This argument is repeated) — '"when the earlier history

of bloodshed and ethnic cleansimg,...tribe against tribe, before
1840, is a part of our history that politicians don't address."

* Here I pointed out that part-Maori activists cannot face
the fact that their own history,— is nothing to be proud of.

* I repeated the point that Michael Bassett, now admits that
the present Settlement process is a mistake.

3 I concluded, that the Government should close down the

Treaty of Waitangi Tribunal.

HREFRFHRFLH

(b) Attachment: I provide, for the Panel, the reply from the
Minister, dated 7 September,2010.

I point out, that this reply does not address the main thrust of

my argument,...Favoured Bloodllnes, or one ethmnic group.

PR R oE EEEL
(c) Attachments 12 Pages: This speech by Bill English,confirms

the Hypocrisy of the National Govt.
of saying one thing in Oppositien,and doing the opposite now:

Main points: I apologise, for my own doodling/highlights;

* ( The speech was made 7 May 2002 at the N.Z. Centre for
Public Law,Wellington.) Page 1: " The Treaty created

one Soverelgnty,and so one citizenship(He thanks Simon Upton.)

*® Same as I do, Mr. English,(same page) raises the issue

of devastatlon \by the Musket wars,where, froml817, ten's

of thousands of tribal groups were killed»

* (Page 2) An important fact mnow ignored,...Maori began

to seek law, FROM THE BIBLE,AND THE BRITISH,to stop the Wars.

* (Page 4) "Protectorate status for 1ndlgenous peoples

was seen as an attractive remedy in the Colonies."

* (Page 5) "The Treaty extinguished Maori sovereignty.

* (Pages 7/8) " Rangatiratanga could not have meant

independence,...Maori were prepared to cede their sovereignty

because of the anticipated benefits, of a: non-segregated pOllCYL

* (Page 11) Mr. English sald- WHAT BEGAN | IN 1840 WAS

INCORPORATION, the incorporation of Pakeha into Maori and Maori
into Pakeha.

#* (page 12) "We need deeper debate about the principles.
of the Treaty- he closed the solution,lies in a single standard
of citizenship for all, the headings I will use.

JOHN HIPKINS



¥

etapest 94 A€

Page 1 of 4 pages. Auckland

"GST is a tax on a tax. New Zealanders understand that fair

May 12, 2010,
Fax: .

TO; Bill Emnglish,
Minister of Finance. TFax:
COPIED: Chris Finlayson. (Re Treaty Settlements.) Fax

FPAVUUKED DPLUUVLINEBEDS, ¢

Mr. English, )

Thanks for your reply May 6 regards my suggestion
to retain GST on Rates at 123% instead of an increase to 15%.
I have to question in this age, Government's ability to make
ONE exception and leave GST at the present rate. You don't

_elaborate on my statement that Rates are a form of TAX, and so

taxes should be wisely spent, and this was another reason for
my earlier letter, and why I've copied Chris in now.

National party supporters are presently very annoyed that

their Tax takes are being spent unpopulary’  on one ethnic
group, ... ‘Maoridom, In fact National is making the same
mistake as LABOUR, of being "out of touch" with their

supporters/voters.

Being blunt: Pakeha citizemns see the continual misuse of their
hard earned Taxes, spent on cash handouts for Treaty settle-
ments, when the earlier history of both bloodshed and ethnic

cleansing,... Maori tribe against Maori tribe,.. before 1840
is a sad fact of our History, -that politicans do not want
to face up to.

Your speech in 2002,( 3 pages faxed) dates from when you were
in Opposition is excellent clear thinking, and I suggest

Chris is copied with the full 12 pages. The bottom 1line
is so basic and commonsense. Maori tribes devastated one
another during the Musket Wars, killing tens of thousands.
Why is it today Maori activists in the Maori Party can't
accept that their own history is nothing to be proud about.?
Quotipg Hobson you said," we are all ONE people™ (page 11)
AND: 1840 started the imncorporation of Pakeha into Maori, and
Maori imto Pakeha." All of wus, plus Maori WANT TO BE JUST
NEW ZEALANDERS, you wrote om page 12.. And importantly you said,

“that the Treaty lies in a single standard of citizenship for alle
o —————————

Mr. Finlayson, Labour's Michael Bassett now admits that the

Settlement process was 4 mistake, and DIVIDESng New Zealanders.
After reading THE MUSKET WARS, and Moon's THIS HORRID PRACTICE,
my logic is simple. ....If there is logic and justification for

"Being sorry", then surely EVERY OTHER MAORI TRIBE, IN THE FUT-
URE ,COULD THEN RESTART THE SAME PROCESS OF CLAIMS ETC, that
slaughtered/enslaved/ and practised cannibalism before 1840.

If this logic makes sense, the Treaty of Waitangi Tribumnal should

be closed now, Then we can move forward as a mature nation,

I would appreciate your views, I've resisted the idea to
¢copy in. P. Sharples. '

k4
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Office of Hon Bill English

MP for Clutha-Southland Minister of Finance
Deputy Prime Minister ' Minister for Infrastructure
= 7 SEP 2010
John Hipkins
AUCKLAND
Dear John Hipkins

Thank you for your further letter of 12 May 2010 about GST on rates and the Treaty
settlement process. | regret the delay in replying.

You have asked for a response to your comment about GST being a tax on a tax. As
rates are the means by which local authorities charge for the provision of a wide range
of community goods and services, | believe they should be subject to GST like other
goods and services. Not to do so could result in an unfair pricing advantage for local
authorities which could disadvantage private businesses that sell similar goods and
services.

With respect fo the ‘ seftlement process, | understand your concern at the
commitment of substz arhounts of public money, particularly in these difficult times.
However, | believe/that the benefits are real and extend far beyond individual iwi
settlements.

You note th arfare amongst M&ori pre-1840. Regardless of this, Treaty
settlement 0 provide redress for genuine documented historic wrongs
committed ) € Crown against Maori post-1840. For each settlement, the
Government assesses carefully how much redress is appropriate to provide, depending

on the extent of the Treaty breaches, weighed up against the cost to the taxpayer.

| have seen the settlement process bring new cohesion to iwi groups. In particular, |
believe that settlements enable iwi to focus on the contemporary and future challenges
their people face and address them more effectively.  In my view, this is in the interests
not just of Maori but of all New Zealanders. It is for that reason the Government is
investing in the progression of Treaty settlements.

| trust my comments help to clarify the Government's position.

Yours sincerely

oy

Hon Bill English
Minister of Finance

Private Bag 18041, Parliament Buildings, Wellington 6160, New Zealand. Telephone 64 4 817 6801 Facsimile 64 4 817 6501
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The Honourable Bill English, MP
J\K ) Leader of the New Zealand National Party
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“The Treaty of Waitangi and New Zealand citizenship”
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Seven weeks ago, on 21 March, TV 3 broadcast a documentary called “2050 — What
If "' Three times in the first five minutes, ¢ino rangatiratanga was defined as
Absolute sovereignty. The show’s premise was that by 2050, Maori sovereignty had
‘been “restored”. So if you crossed Maori land in your car, for example, you might
have to pay a toll. Crossing from one rohe to another, you might be required to show
a passport. Te Reo could become compulsory in schools, and necessary to hold some
jobs. That part of the programme was all good entertainment.

What was not so entertaining were the views expressed in the gaps between the “What
If ... ” scenarios. Donna Hall said that separation — Pakeha from Maori, Maori from
Pakeha — would be “okay”. Jane Kelsey assured viewers that “there was no question
that we will have tino rangatiratanga. The question is how tauiwi will respond to that
assertion.” This was shortly after Dr Ranginui Walker had again repeated that #ino
rangatiratanga was full and absolute chieftainship. & wop ©

!

The Treaty, in other words, is not what its words say it is. 77% / /b‘/ £4

There is little public debate on the meaning of the Treaty. But there should be.
Uncontested assertions are shaping government policy, judicial thinking and political
debate. In the manner of the marae, our common interests are best served by robust
debate, in an environment of mutual respect. Today I will argue that the Treaty
created one sovereignty and so one common citizenship. I owe much to the work of
my former colleague Simon Upton and advisor Bernard Cadogan for the historical
material.

I say that unless New Zealanders accept Te Tiriti 0 Waitangi at something much
closer to its face value, we could destroy something unique. New Zealand’s
whakapapa of sovereignty, our genealogy as New Zealanders, is unique. Although
our country has relatives in the world, we have no twin.

This is because of the way in which New Zealand sovereignty was established by the
Treaty of Waitangi.

In the lead-up to New Zealand’s creation in 1840, the Maori politieatand-social
environments had been devastated by more than two decades,6f musket ways. From

1817, warlords and their forces killed tens of thousands. EntWhnicallz— \

L«2050 — What if ... ? Part 2 of TVSTS—inside New Zealand documentary series, aired on 21.3.02.
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cleansed. It was likely that furthe}r slauggger could not be avoided by traditional lﬁ
“fhieans, nor could further violent dispesSessions of hapu of their traditional homelands,

be prevented. An outside arblter was thought to be absolutely necessary by an £

increasing num of Maori.> Many Maori began to seek law, either from the Bible, '

or from théBI‘ltIS So they also began seeking a legislative sovereien nower to

make that taw, ard to enforce it.

On the British side, the political and intellectual environment at the time of New
Zealand’s creation, was the principled libertan/anﬁf Britain in the 1820s and
1830s. That age saw Britain’s abolition of slavery; efnancipation of Catholics and
other religious minorities; recognition of the newTatin American republics and the
s —establ—i—shmeﬂt—‘of~prﬂtec$'tve--exelﬂsieﬂ-iene&around{hem;—'rﬂter—ventiGﬂ-in—th&Greek— ————
war of national liberation; and evolution of a principled colonial policy in India. The
Reform Bill transformed the political landscape. Free trade and repeal of the
Navigation Acts had begun to transform Britain’s economy and those of its colonies,

And the British did one other thing: the Colonial office invented “New Zealand.”
Sy

New Zealand was to be an entirely new(typé of colopy. Its people were supposed to
‘co-evolve’. The new land’s British subj th founding races, were to
intermarry. Later generations would become amalgams of 1840’s Maori and

- European populations, hence that derided term these days, am wa N It was
expected in the 1830s and 18405 that upper class Maori woul 1nterrnarry with upper
class European, the middle and the working classes likewise. ‘Fhe tw ];feoples were o
to embrace. New Zealand was to become a ‘racially’-homogenous community, like %f”
those that had emerged in Peru, Chile, Venezuela or Mexico, all recently liberated
from Spain.

//)— e

Roman law, which was often mentioned in ius gentium discussions about colonies,
distinguished between commercium, and connubium, as two qualitatively different
relationships. While New Zealand lay in the British sphere of interest, the
relationship between Maor1 and the British in New South Wales, for example, had
been that of commercium.*

In Britain, a policy advisor by the name of the Reverend Montagu Hawtrey persuaded
both James Stephen, the head of the Colonial Office, Edward Gibbon Wakefield, and
. others, that in New Zealand, commercium and the status quo would not be beneficial
“ for Maori. So that Maori would not suffer the same fate as the Indians of North
America, the desirable course was connubium and then, common citizenship. This
would require the establishment of British sovereignty.

There was a further expectation, later expressed by the Colonial Office’s man on the

ground, Sir George Grey, that the new New Zealanders would slowly W/,

? Tamati Waka Nene, for example, said on 5.2.1840 on Te Tii Marae, that Hobson should be a “father,
a judge, a peacemaker’. Reported on p. 50 of The Treaty of Waitangi, Claudia Orange, Allen &
Unwm, 1987,

3 For example, the letter quoted on p.27, Ch. 3, A Show of Justice, Alan Ward, AUP, 1974, from GBPP
1838, 680, p. 272.
4 See “Rémisches Staatsrecht”, Vol. 1, Theodor Mommsen, Basel 1952.






as well as ethnically. As Grey said when he was farewelling Ngati Toa, Ngati
Raukawa and Atiawa chiefs at Otaki in 1853:

“Hereafter, a great nation will occupy these Islands, and with wonder and gladness
they will look back upon the works of those men who assisted in founding their
country; and when the children in those times ask their parents who were the men
who founded so great a couniry, they will answer them, the men who did these things
in the olden times were mgg@%}rs Yes, those things were done,_not by our
European ancestors alone, but partly also by our ancestors who where the original
native inhabitants of these Islands, and they will tell them many names, and amongst
them those of my friends.””

Both peoples would act. Borh would shape the future Each Would assumlate the
other, creating an entirely new people, their constitution and civilisation to be founded

on that of Britain. —

S0, to establish this new sovereignty, Lord Normanby, the Secretary of State for the
Colonies in the Melbourne government, instructed Captain Hobson that certain pre-
conditions had to be satisfied before any treaty could be signed with the “dborigines
of New Zealand”. “I have already stated,” Lord Normanby wrote in Hobson’s
Instructions, “that we acknowledge New Zealand as a Sovereign and independent
State ... ”.

He then immediately, albeit implicitly, acknowledged that this was a polite legal
fiction: New Zealand was a “Sovereign and independent State so far at least as it is
possible to make that acknowledgement in favour of a people composed of numerous,
dispersed and petty Tribes, who possess few political relations to each other, and are
incompetent to act, or even deliberate, in concert.”

Even so, Lord Normanby continued, “the admission of their rights [emphasis added),
though inevitably qualified by this consideration, is binding on the faith of the British
Crown. The Queen, in common with Her Majesty’s immediate Predecessor ...
disclaims for herself and for her Subjects, every pretention to seize on the Islands of
New Zealand, or to govern them as part of the Dominion of Great Britain, unless the
Jree and intelligent consent of the Natives, expressed according to their established
usages |emphasis added], shall first be obtained. ...

In conclusion, Normanby told Captain Hobson that: “Her Majesty’s Gov[ernmen]¢
have resolved to authorise you to treat with the Aborigines of New Zealand for the
recognition of Her Majesty’s Sovereign authority over the whole or any parts of those
Islands which they [emphasis added] may be willing to place under Her Majesty’s
Dominion.”

This is all a reminder of just how/p¢ e British were at the time. Yet in 1820s
and 30s Britain, global power had to be wi€lded conscientiously. The realpolitik and
overt racism that characterised the Empire later in the century were not yet evident.

> The frontispiece in The Origin of The Maori Wars, Keith Sinclair, NZUP, 1957,






So why did the British negotiate to extend full British sovereignty over New Zealand?
For the option of establishing a protectorate was available.”

Protectorate status for‘iﬁiaig@ls peoples was seen as an attractive remedy in many
colonial situations. For one tfing, protectorate status maintained a degree of
soverelgnty 1or those being protected. I'he last “Grand Master” imperialist, Lord
Curzon, Viceroy of India, declared: “A Protectorate is a plan adopted for extending
the political or strategical, as distinct from the administrative, Frontier of a country
which the protecting Power is, for whatever reason, unable or unwilling to seize and
hold itself, and, while falling short of the full rights of property or sovereignty
[emphasis added], iz carries with it a considerable degree of control over the policy

and international relations of the protected State.”” I

The British Crown, however, was never a suzerain over any protectorate.‘?

The British had to reconcile the Maori desire to come under British law, and so
become British subjects, with what further colonisation would demand.

If Maori in 1840 Aad refused to surrender their sovereignty, Hobson would have
annexed only the land under contemporary British settlements. This, however, would
have prevented the expansion of settlements beyond what would almost literally have
been beachheads. Pakeha would have remained ‘beachcombers’, and incapable of
providing the economic development and capital that Maori so desired.

“Hobson’s choice” would then have been to secure the sale of adequate land to the
settlements and the conversion of not just title, but of sovereignty as well, piece by
piece. Maori surely would have been utterly perplexed by having to demarcate iwi
homelands as British Protectorates, while the lands in between their designated
refugia and British settlements constituted a kind of no man’s land.

But as Hobson's Instructions made perfectly clear, he was to extinguish the source
and practice of aboriginal sovereignty, and ultimately of self-government. The Treaty
of Waitangi was the first in a series of instruments and actions to effect this,

Article I conveyed all indigenous sovereignty to the Crown.

Article II was designed to end war and raiding and dispossession, by stating that land
could only be transferred via the new government.

% The model would have been the protectorate extended over the Fante people, in what is now Ghana,
in 1830.

" Lord Curzon of Kedleston, from the 1907 Romanes Lecture, Frontiers, http:/fwww-ibru-
dur.ac.uk/docs/curzon4.html

¥ As the CA decision in Mighell v. the Sultan of Johore in 1884 declared, the relations between Queen
Victoria and the Sultan were those “of alliance and not of suzerainty and dependence”. CA 1893,
Nov. 4, 27, 28, 29. (Mighell v. the Sultan of Johore is a breach of promise case, resulting from the
Sultan’s philanderings as one “Albert Baker”.) Moreover, a British Protectorate did not make British
subjects out of the inhabitants of the territory in question. They remained subjects of, to use specific
historical examples, the Kings of Tonga or Swaziland. The only ‘space’, then, for indigenous
sovereignty was either within a protectorate or as a domestic dependent nation.
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And Article III expressly declared all members of Ma g haﬁﬁ or iwi tg be British
subjects, and therefore, today, New Zealand citizens. wﬂ’o longer be
members of domestic, or dependent, first nations.

By comparison North American Indians such as the Cherokee were adjudged to be

aomestic aependent nations” by Chiet Justice John Marshall in the United States,”
Because American Indians were not automatically American citizens, they had to
claim citizenship individually.

In 1840, it was also international legal practice that protectorates and jurisdiction
could be established in or over territories without a paramount authority.'’ As the

—British extended their sphere of interest across the Tasman, Maori fitstsought -

protectorate status from William IV in 1831. And British Resident James Busby and
Bay of Island chiefs proclaimed a Confederation of the United Tribes of New Zealand
in October 1835. Colonial Secretary Lord Glenelg informed the Governor of New
South Wales, Sir Richard Bourke, in 1836, that: “His Majesty will continue to be the
Parent of their infant State and its Pmtector Jfrom all attempts on its
Independence.”!'1*

The parties ~ Maori and the British — continued moving toward one another. Their
next international legal encounter was the signing of the Treaty of Waitangi.

The Treaty extlngms m\grmgnty The British would not have come into

: New Zealand unless it did. /

‘\‘\‘ 3 . / . .
But.the Treaty’s esta mt of a new sovereign power has since been ¢h a
Ed uﬂ: n t

Hone Heke was the first to do so in 1843. The King Movement follow

1860s. Recently, those early challengers have been succeeded by post-colonial
theorists and indigenous rights activists, who consider it inevitable that port1ons of
New Zealafd shotld-soon bec e\atféndmous iwi statelets.

Irredentism is the desire of any nationalist movement to reclaim lost land or cultural
heritage. Maori irredentism has moved on from land and resource claims and is now
directed towards sovereignty itself.

This position seems founded on the belief that what the Treaty established in 1840
was indeed a protectorate. This formula is separate yet co-ordinate sovereignties, and
separate citizenships. The TV3 documentary showed how this might look in practice.
It looked to be a disaster.

I for one am not giving up on New Zealand.

? Cherokee Nation v. State of Georgia (1831) See http://odur.]et.rug.nl/~usa/D/1801-
1825/marshallcases/mar06.htm.

" See The Sierra Leone Act 1861.

"' GBPP, 1838/680 p. 159, Glenelg to Bourke, 25.5.1836.

"2 In the 1830s, the French had an increasing interest in New Zealand. Capt. Lavaud, of the corvette

L Aude, was instructed by the French Minister of the Marine, Amiral Duperrg, to establish “a semi-
official and symbolic occupation” at Akaroa as Commissaire du Roi, over as large a territory as
possible. The French government hoped to “build the core of a French possession” out of the Catholic
mission in New Zealand, the Akaroa settlement, and the whale fishery. It should be assumed that
Duperré, the French imperialist who conquered Algiers in 1830, had serious territorial ambitions.







Assertions of Maori sovereignty are usually buttressed by the claim that the
international legal principle of contra preferentem should prevail. This principle was
first propounded in 1899 by the United States Supreme Court, in the case Jones v.
Meehan.® Contra preferentem is the legal principle which states that, where the
language of a contract is said to be ambiguous, the contract must be construed against
the party selecting the terms in it.

Contra preferentem is also the last resort for people who do nof share in the
citizenship of the country asserting sovereignty over them, to obtain remedy for
grievance. I consider that in New Zealand, contra preferentem is a valuable principle,

-but not a supreme one. Itis-sound American law; but the concept does-netfully - — -

extend to cover New Zealand’s circumstances. Maori, by Article I, in international
law, fully ceded sovereignty, and by Article III, became British subjects just like
Pakeha.

In any dispute about the meaning or effect of the Treaty of Waitangi, the United
Nations 1969 Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties, ratified by New Zealand in
1971, over-rides contra preferentem.

Article 33, clause 4 states: “... when a comparison of authentic texts [in two or more
languages] discloses a difference of meaning ... the meaning which best reconciles
l[emphasis added] the texts, having regard to the object and purpose of the treaty,
shall be adopted.”

So, does Article II of the Treaty of Waitangi mean that New Zealand should
ultimately be dissolved into separate and autonomous tribal governments, plus a state
representing the “Rest of New Zealand”, plus an over-arching authority? Some argue
that British intentions in signing the Treaty of Waitangi were and are irrelevant and
that the meaning of rangatiratanga is what some Maori say it means — an
unextinguished aboriginal right to self-government, according to the contra
preferentem principle.'*

13 The key passage in the Jones v Meehan decision is as follows:
“In construing any Treaty between the United States and an Indian tribe, it must always ... be
borne in mind that the negotiations for the Treaty are conducted, on the part of the United
States, and enlightened and powerful nation, by representatives skilled in diplomacy, masters
of a written language, understanding the modes and forms of creating the various technical
estates known to their law, and assisted by an interpreter employed by themselves; that the
Treaty is drawn up by them and in their own language; that the Indians, on the other hand, are
a weak and dependent people, who have no written language and are wholly unfamiliar with
all forms of legal expression, and whose only knowledge of the term in which the Treaty is
framed is that imported to them by the interpreter employed by the United States; and that the
Treaty must therefore be construed, not according to the technical meaning of its words to
learned lawyers, but in the sense in which they would naturally be understood by Indians.”
1 Claudia Orange correctly notes (on p. 41 of The Treaty of Waitangi) that the word “kawana” in the
Treaty text, would have reminded Maori of Pontius Pilate, the Roman Governor who acquiesced in the
execution of Christ. This most valuable insight should be pursued. All four gospel accounts of the
arrest, trial and execution of Christ, offered Maori a working model of the disposition of sovereignty,
and of indigenous governance, in Roman Palestine. Both Herod Antipas as a client king, and Pontius
Pilate, served at Caesar’s, i.e., the sovereign’s, pleasure,






Article 33 of the Vienna Convention, however, means that British as well as Maori
intentions are highly relevant in any discussions of the meaning and long-term
significance of the Treaty of Waitangi.

So Article 33 restores ‘bilaterality’ to Treaty interpretation. Maori were indeed
sovereign in 1840. But the Treaty of Waitangi fully conveyed that sovereignty. This
was recognised by the other international maritime powers in the Pacific at that time —
France, the United States and Russia in particular.

It has been asserted in recent years that Maori expected to retain some degree of
sovereignty. Surely, just as the constituent states of the United States had handed

- -over-various-sovereign-powers; but had retained-others, Maori-alsoretainan-—-——- — ——

unextinguished aboriginal right to self—go'\uﬂ,mance,.15

Voluntary cession of sovereignty and incorporation of nations into others has occurred
throughout history, around the world.

In the Pacific, the last king of Kauai in the Hawaiian archipelago, Kaumualii, finally
bequeathed Ais island monarchy to Kamehameha II in 1824, so completing the
unification of the Kingdom of Hawaii. Kaumualii had previously submitted to
Kamehameha I'in 1810, in exchange for being recognised as a tributary monarch.

Any call for aboriginal self-government in New Zealand can only be based on
unextinguished indigenous right. But sovereignty was ceded. We know this because:

1. The British intended it to be so. ,/ A
2. Maori must have intended it, as well. /

Rangatiratanga could simply not have meant ‘independence’ as it had in the Maori
version of the 1835 Declaration of the United Tribes of New Zealand. It would have
been, and still is, a logical contradiction in Maori, English, or any language. In the
practical politics of the time, Maori were prepared to cede their sovereignty, because
of the anticipated benefits of a common, non-segregated polity in New Zealand.'®

As Simor{' Upter pointed out in 2000, the British in 1840 knew “they were not dealing
with ignorant savages. Since Marsden’s arvival in 1814, missionaries had been living
among Maori, people were becoming increasingly bi-lingual to survive and Maori
literacy had burgeoned throughout the 1830s. That is not to say that the chiefs who

1% This ironically resembles John C Calhoun’s argument from 1832 that South Carolina had the right to
nullify federal laws and to secede from the Union. Despite Calhoun’s claim that there was a
constitutional right to own slaves, American states did not retain a right to withdraw from the Union, as
the Armies of Lincoln’s Federal Government had to prove between 1861 and 1865, and as the law of
the United States still insists.

16 «1¢ strains belief that, having transferred sovereignty to the Crown in the first article, Williams would
posit a principle of omni-present Maori authority in the second, yet recent analysis is dependent on this
being the case. The British did, of course, care about securing the colony’s land base. This is logically
why confirmation of tino rangatiratanga is paired with advice on how to go about selling the land. The
logic, and the crudeness of the pairing, point to rangatiratanga’s referring not to culture in the sense of
Maoriness itself, but specifically to land and resource ownership.” From: “The pursuit of modernity in
Maori society — The conceptual bases of citizenship in the early colonial period”, by Lyndsay Head, in
Histories, Power and Loss, Andrew Sharp and Paul McHugh, eds., Bridget Williams Books, 2001.
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‘ { What no-one made wholly explicit however, was that existing practices and customs

|

signed [the Treaty] were seasoned old solicitors. But they were dealing with
missionaries and officials who respected their grasp of events and who needed and
wanted their willing accession to the Treaty. In light of suggestions (not
unreasonable) that the British side would have put the best light on their Jormula for

- seeking to persuade the chiefs, Pakeha views were not necessarily all the same either.

DISROp Jeun papusie -ompatier, a French national, was accused by some of sowing
. ; : 7
doubts in the minds of some chiefs.”!

Pompallier explained himself soon afterwards: ‘It was for them [that is, the chiefs] 7o
determine what they might desire to do with their national sovereignty, whether to
keep it or to transfer it [emphasis added] to a foreign nation; they were therefore at

- liberty to-sign-or not to-sign the treaty which-was going to-be-put-before them>*

The history of seeking a protectorate from William IV, the formation of the United
Tribes in 1835 and the discussions between missionaries and Maori all indicate both
Maori and Pakeha understood that the Treaty of Waitangi was an international treaty.
The Treaty of Waitangi is not only indigenous law. Because it transferred
sovereignty, it is also international law. So the Treaty, juridically speaking, is itself is
a hybrid. As the Treaty is, so are New Zealand’s citizens meant to be.

Article III extends the rights of British subjects to Maori. This is not to say they
became citizens — it’s the role of the liberal participatory state to turn subjects into
citizens. Let’s call this state subjecthood as others have — what kinds of subjecthood
did the transfer of sovereignty create?

Hobson and the missionaries took great pains to explain to Maori the decision they
had to make, and the kind of sovereignty and order the British would create. As

Williams wrote later, about the discussions of 5 February 1840 on Te Tii-Marag:
gave them but one version, explaining clause by clause, showing tite advantage to

them of being i‘aker? (u%c_&e ostering care of the British Govermmnent, by act
they would beconfte ofie people) with the English, in the suppression of wars, and of
every lawless ac&("@m’ery@ovemigﬂ, and one Law, human and divine.”"

113 We

. would stand only “for the time being”. The confusion over rangatiratanga has arisen

1| because de facto Maori self-government persisted under the new regime. Article 71

of NZCA 1852 did not make matters much clearer.?’

7 The Rt. Hon. Simon Upton, in Upton-on-Line, 17.8.00.
'8 Pompallier to Pére Colin, 14.5.1840.
¥ Quoted on p- 51 of The Treaty of Waitangi, Claudia Orange.
2 “LXXI. And whereas it may be expedient that the Laws, Customs, and Usages of the aboriginal or
native Inhabitants of New Zealand, so far as they are not repugnant to the general Principles of
Humanity, should for the present be maintained for the Government of themselves, in all their
Relations to and Dealings with each other, and that particular Districts should be set apart within which
such Laws, Customs, or Usages should be so observed:

1t shall be lawful for Her Majesty, by any Letters Patent to be issued under the Great Seal of
the United Kingdom, from Time to Time to make Provision for the Purposes aforesaid, any
Repugnancy of any such native Laws, Customs, or Usages to the Law of England, or to any Law,
Statue, or Usage in force in New Zealand, or in any part thereof, in anywise notwithstanding.”






British colonial policy created two kinds of British subjecthood in New Zealand in the
two decades after the Treaty, Maori remained under tutelage as subjects, equal before
the law, but unable to take part in representative government. Collective land
ownership excluded them from the franchise. Pakeha had the full rights of citizenship
— voting and representation. The British extended enough “subjecthood” to enable
orderly land transactions.

The NZCA of 1852 set up central and provincial government. Maori were effectively
excluded, confined in their political identity as British subjects through their iwi and
hapu. There was no universal franchise, only property franchise, and Maori could
only become citizens if they eventually established individual ownership.

Article 71 of the New Zealand Constitution Act 1852 gave Maori the right to limited
and local self government. The question of whether these rights emanated from
Article II of the treaty of Waitangi was avoided, as the Colonial Office and the British
Government did not think that they did.

But it is evident that Article 71 was a temporary expedient, another of Sir George
Grey’s way-stations on the road to amalgamation.

Herman Merivale, Permanent Under-Secretary of the Colonial Office, summed up
contemporary policy to Sir George Grey on 29 November 1848:* “In a country
where there is great readiness for rebellion, allowing the organisation of the tribes to
Jall into decay is a safeguard for our authority.”

There had been no question of integrating Maori as Maori into settler political
institutions under the New Zealand Constitution Act of 1852. Maori individuals with
individualised land tenure, however, could exercise their franchise and stand for
election. Racism was not necessarily behind the limitation, nor was the policy to
encourage them to individualise land tenure altogether insidious in intent. Liberals
everywhere in the mid-nineteenth century were convinced, in all honesty, that
corporate mortmain was an evil.** As William Gladstone himself observed in 1869 in
relation to Irish land tenure:

“To get lands out of Mortmain would be very desirable, if there are any means short
of compulsion by which we can promote it. A corporation is almost under a natural
incapacity for the full discharge of the duties of a Landlord”.

Mortmain is the locking up of land and resources in corporate ownership, and then
throwing away the key — the land is off the market. The land and resources in
question may or may not be well managed, but bad managers cannot be removed.
That applied to established churches, universities, certain feudal privileges; and for
iwi as well. Iwi ownership was seen to be feudal and inconsistent with liberal
citizenship. It is a classical ethical and economic docirine.

21 Cco 209/63, quoted on p. 197 of The Colonial Office: A History, Henry L Hall, Longmans, 1937.
2 Mortmain: A term applied to denote the alienation of lands or tenements to any corporation, sole or
aggregate, ecclesiastical or temporal. These purchases having been chiefly made by religious houses,
in consequence of which lands become perpetually inherent in one “dead hand”, this occasioned the
general appellation of mortmain to be applied to such alienations. Black’s Law Dictionary, 1990.
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The 1852 Constitution Act failed. It relied on Maori patterns of land tenure to change,

and they didn’t. And it took another two decades, and war, to resolve the question
that Maori had exactly the same kind of British subjecthood as Pakeha. They could
participate in representative government. Maori representation by Maori, was part of
the post-war settlement. The Maori Representation Act 1867 established universal
male suffrage for Maori, in advance of Pakeha. The franchise for Maori and Pakeha
remained unsynchronised for the next hundred years.*

The general principle was indeed that Maori and Pakeha were equal subjects, but
should, or needed to be, separate for the time being. The result that Maori
subjecthood and Pakeha subjecthood were not of the same ordeK

In the 15 years from 1840, the British administration permil:ted and even encouraged
Maori local self-government to continue. There were two governments, coordinated
at the level of the Governor. Grey offered provincial government, against growing
pressure to “sort out the Maoris”, and war began.

By what right did the British, and later, settler governments, feel entitled to overrule
Maori custom and usage, and eventually phase it out? Was this just racism? Or an
assertion of ethnic superiority? Or ruthless power politics?

Actually, there was more to it than that. The British believed in the superiority of a
legislative sovereign over a proprietary sovereign. They adhered to the doctrine that
legislative sovereignty gradually but steadily would transform custom and usage into
statute. And if we to try and reconcile both Maori and English text according to
Article 33 of the Vienna Convention, this has to be taken into account.

This calls for legal archaeology. But while digging, we have to keep in mind that the
polar opposites in indigenous law are the tendencies either to be a-historical, or
historicist. We may either disregard history in an attempt to achieve some great
abstraction, or we can be totally absorbed in hermetically-sealed and ideology-driven
interpretations of the past. The proper balance between these two extremes when it
come to the Treaty of Waitangi has yet to be found.

Henry Sumner Maine, the great juridical hlstorlan defined sovereignty in his 1875
Lectures on the Early History of Institutions.”> For Maine there are two kinds of
sovereign power, those which legislate and those which do not. The latter are
executive and proprietary sovereigns, capable of enforcing civil order and upholding
customary law. Maine cited numerous Indian examples to illustrate this kind of
sovereignty.

* Pakeha men got a secret ballot in 1870, all Maori gained the secret ballot only in 1937, and Maori
only gained the freedom to select their electoral roll in 1975. Maori of more than half Maori ethnicity
were only allowed to stand as candidates for general seats from 1967, although they were not allowed
to register as general electors until 1975.

 New Zealand could easily have been partitioned among the European and Atlantic powers during the
1840s, just as Samoa was between Germany and the United States: the island of New Guinea was
partitioned three-ways, between the Netherlands, Germany and Great Britain, New Zealand may well
have been partitioned between Macori, Britain and France.

5 See http://www.blupete.com/Literature/Biographies/Law/Maine.htm, for further information.

b om
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However, a legislating sovereignty overwhelms all proprietary sovereigns with the
sheer energy of legislation, and reduces customary practice and village usage into
“customs of manors” or “local habits”.

This is why the formula “for the time being” appears in NZCA 1852, Article 71.

This is a good example of Victorian legal historicism in action. Like Anglo-Saxon
and Indian village customary law, Maori usage was to vanish before the legislation of
the new Sovereign. For some years, parallel structures could persist.

By Maine’s benchmark, Maori did not legislate. They had customary law. In the
minds of the 19" century jurists; this customary law retreated inexorably before -
legislation, as darkness is dispelled by sunrise.

This is not to say that to the British mind, Maori could never have legislated. The
Kingdom of Hawaii as already indicated, was a recognised nation state with a
legislating sovereign, Kamehameha 1.2

So whatever t/no rangatiratanga may have meant in the Maori language of 1840, it
did not mean a like power or capacity to legislate like his. The Maori signatories to
the Treaty of Waitangi were not in the business of altering customary law with
legislative acts as in Hawaii. Unable to accomplish what Kamehameha I and his
successors had achieved, Maori leaders were willing to become British subjects to

achieve the same end. ~—— N

What has taken place in New Zealand since 1840, is not assimilation, nor even
amalgamation. What actually began in 1840 was incorporation, the incorporation of
Xfakeha into Maori and Maori into Pakeha.

The Treaty extinguished Maori sovereignty, and constituted a single sovereignty.
What was intended was convergence of the two different kinds of subjects created

while New Zealand was a Crown Colony. The New Zealand mind has taken some G /

long time to accept and adapt to one standard of citizenship. 19" ce ury”
Governments ran roughshod over Maori because Maori were seen 4s - subjects,But not
citizens. We can only move forward — not on different paths but o path — by

fulfilling citizenship, W.

In any case our demography will defeat attempts to apply indigenous law from places
where populations are much smaller, or geographically defined.

Which means that in its own way, William Hobson’s description is almost right.
Even though we are not, even now, “all one people”, since 1840, we have been
becoming one. We were always meant to fuse our two versions of subjecthood into

26 This explains why Kamehameha I has his statue in the Capitol Building, in Washington, along with
other great legislators and jurists from history. Kamehameha was renowned from Washington to St
Petersburg. And in the Bay of Islands.

Kamehameha’s Law of the Splintered Paddle or Ke Kanawar Mamalohoe, was the first Hawaiian
enactment to protect people from violent assault in public places. Kamehameha expressly declared that
“old men and women and children may lie along the roadside and'not be molested”.
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w common New Zealand citizenship. Let’s not lose faith in New Zealand, now. It has
already brought us a long way.

j\ ._Maori “blood soil and language” nationalist arguments promise not a single remedy
i for Maori advancement, or for their country’s advancement. These arguments are 200 ‘f ’
(’ years old. New Zealand is in fact a post-nationalist response to racial coexistence. |/

/\[ ﬂ New Zealand will not continue “Onward” as our national motto used to say, by going
back to the duality of the 1840s to the 1860s.

It's against this background that we need a deeper debate about the principles of the ;ff
Treaty. Questioned in the House on the principles of the Treaty, Labour evaded
answers and then ultimately fell back on the 1989 statement by the Palmer . o
Government. This is no basis for the Attorney-General’s preference for judicial

activism to interpret the Treaty. Our judiciary is competent and intelligent, but they

breathe the same thin air as the politicians on Treaty issues. They cannot make ; ;

mature consideration without deeper, more open debate about the Treaty.

Unless more New Zealanders become aware of the content of modern Treaty

discourse, and where that discourse will inevitably take us, we are going to wake up )
( ' one day, and find that New Zealand has been reconfigured more or less as that shown 0\/
in the TV3 documentary “2050 — What if ... ”.

k/\ Then New Zealanders, Pakeha , Pacific and Asian, and Maori too — for most Maori ﬁ\/

nd

/\/ ﬁ . want to be ‘just New Zealanders’ — will ask “How could this have happeried.

. 7 the judges will keep explaining in their judgments, and fhie Miriisters will remain
/ m silent, the media will bite on the sensational aspects of
Zealander will be any wiser.

, and no ‘ordinary’ New

I admit that the New Zealand Government and the British Government before it, have f
been responsible for breaches of the quasi-contractarian dimension of the Treaty.

But the solution to the challenges that the Treaty presents to all New Zealanders, lies
. in a single standard of citizenship for all. And considering the Treaty’s original
" intent, I for one will not apologise for being proud of being a New Zealander.

I






Constitutional Advisory Panel ' -
C/o Ministry of Justice.

Wellington.
; : AUCKLAND .
(Submission § 7. ) April 27,2013,

NEW ZEALAND NEEDS A SINGLE STANDARD OF CITIZENSHIP FOR ALL:

To the Panel: Discussion points - "The Corruption of New
' Zealand Democracy -

A Treaty Overview."

This 12U page book, written by John Kobinson in Z20Ull, should
I hope be read by all twelve Panel members. His ¢ther book, 0
titled "Twisting the Treaty",etc has reached the book-shelves.

How the part—-Maori Panel members will view these books for

'reform' — will be absorbing to read. My research that ten

"tribes' are represented in the co-chair and five members,..

Ngati Tahu,Ngati,Porou,Ngati Awa, amongst a few. I note that
Leonie Pihama, lists three tribal backgrounds. _

I mention this, as an aside, that the Hipkins come from ¢
"tribes' in - Ireland, Staffordshire/Linconshire,( both

England,) and Scotland. Here, I must question why,... with so

much inter-marriage,...is it essential to cling to these 'tribal™"
trappings.? I am not being offensive,in writing this.

Getting my views across to the Homn C. Finlaysom, has not
been easy. As to be expected, I have considerable files to/from
this man,... who somehow,- shares the dual role of ATTORNEY-
GENERAL, and MINISTER FOR TREATY OF WAITANGI NEGOTIATIONS.

(a) To quote from John Robinson's book is impossible,However,
his (Page 1) includes this: "We hold these truths to be
self evident,that all men are created equal."(you know where,USA)
And: " Article 3 of the Treaty of Waitamngi constitutes a guar-
antee of legal equality between Maori and other citizens
of New Zealand. This means that all New Zealand citizens are
equal before the law."”
Dr .Robinson's book, expands on the Musket war era, a subject
that is taboo among Maori activists,... and the 'politically
correct' would-be- pakeha- academics, who have over-ruled Media.
On page 82 the Author asks,.."What is racism. ?% He rightly
says it is racism for Hone Harawira, to talk of 'White mother-
fuckers.' It is not racism for Dr. Brash to focus on the danger-
OUS DRIFT TOWARDS RACIAL SEPARATISM in New Zealand"
This book, is critical of how NATIONAL's Mr. Finlayson has
trampled over the democratic rights of New Zealanders.

R P L

(b) Attachment: A reply from the Minister dated 3rd April 2012
) regards the Ngati Whatua Orakei Settlement. :

Can the Panelplease tell usfwhat the word "TREASURES" means.?

The word '"ownership' has now reached ludicrous, or ridiculous

levels lately, ...o0f do Maoridom own the water. ? I never got

a reply, but I pointed out, - if certain iwi own the rivers,. do

they also own the rain that fill the rivers, or the smnow on

the mountains, or the clouds above, that form the raim.?

. FRRRERRRERE
(c) Attachment: The letter I wrote dated March 18 2012, -
- DEMANDS FROM AUCKLANDERS OF ANGLO-WHATUA DESCENT.
Here/%gf thg‘first time I question, how do these people qualify
' ’ )

-~

for 'Special treatment+!
DHN HIPKINS






Office of Hon Christopher Finlayson

Attorney-General
Minister for Treaty of Waitangi Negotiations
Minister for Arts, Culture and Heritage

U APK T
Mr John Hipkins

AUCKLANL

Dear Mr Hipkins
Ngati Whitua Orakei Settlement

Thank you for your-letter dated 18 March 2012 regarding Ngati Whatua and Mr
Chapple’s piece in the Devonport Flagstaff.

When the Treaty of Waitangi was signed, the Crown guaranteed to Maori the
continued ownership of their lands, forests, fisheries, treasures and other properties
for as long as they wished to own them. Unfortunately the Crown has not upheld
that promise over time, and Maori lost much of their property through Crown
breaches of the Treaty. To redress that loss, and rebuild the relationship between
Maori and the Crown, the Crown established a process for settling historical Treaty

claims.

The policies around Treaty settlements balance the interests of all New Zealanders.
The redress typically represents far less than the real value of those losses because
the Government also has to recognise the wider interests of New Zealand society.

With this in context, 'm sure you can appreciate why this government remains
committed to completing durable and fair historical Treaty settlements.

Yours sincerely

-

R AR

Hon Christopher Finlayson
Minister for Treaty of Waitangi Negotiations

Private Bag 18041, Parliament Buildings, Wellington 6160, New Zealand. Telephone 64 4 817 6808 Facsimile 64 4 817 6508



TO; C.Finlayson. L
COPIED: Information of:- and

18/3/20172.
N.Z. FIRST: U.PeterB/R.Prosser/A.Hilliams. Fax{Ph; M
LABOUR: D.Shearer/C.ERobertsonﬁP.Horomia/C.Hipklns. :
NATIONAL: J.Ross/H.Barry/C.Calder/W.English/G.Brownlee g
P.M. John Key.
UNITED FUTURE: P. Dunne. ; |
MEDIA: Paul Holmes/James Griffin (NZ. Her ald) ﬁ
N.Z. Listener Jane Clifton. Devoqport Flagstaff. |
AUCKLAND COUNCIL: Jeanne Hutchinson DDevonport- akapuna ;

Local Board.

DEMANDS FROM AUCKLANDERS OF ANGLO-NGATI WHATUA DESCENT.

Mr. Finlayson, please take the time to read this excellent
Letter, from R. P. Chapple, published this week in THE
DEVONPORT FLAGSTAFF, a tocal paper that has won many awards
for Community Involgment.

This correspondence sums up many points that I have made in
the past to M.P.'s about the flawed Treaty of Waitangi
settlement process, and how New 7ealand is a tragically
divided Nation, over racial matters.

Reuben repeats the views of thousands of New Zealanders who

are dismayed by the actions of past Governments,... namely
regards ETHNICITY.
Quote: " There is no longer a separate "maori” ethnicity,

as there once was in 1840.Al11 those claiming to be
"Maori™ today have at least some European ancestry, but have
chosen to completely REJECT one set of ancestors for a "Maori”
cultural idemntity."”

1 wrote to Richard Prosser on the 13/2/12, as to what

happened to National's ONE RULE FOR ALL, that was their

theme while® in Oppositiom. You/others were copied.

T have suggested to N.Z. First,...please tell Aucklander's

the following,... how many of our citizens count themselves

as tribal members of Ngati Whatua. 7 Can we research just

how these people qualify. ? What is their breakdown of
bloodline,...1/4th; 1/8th; 1/16th; 1/32nd; or even 1/64th.? ﬁg

Bill English on the 7th May 2002, made stromg statements to
make N.Z. a better place, a single standard of citizenship for
all, and to do away with "raced based® Legistatidar for both
Health and Education, He also highlighted the fact that prior
to 1840 Maori were warlike,.. the Musket Wars era, with
bloodshed/slavery/ and canpnibalism,

Chapple's Letter spells out the errors of the past under

Lange onwards; that includes Michael Bassett, Shipley, Mr.

Doug Graham and Margaret Wilson. Here he also highlights

the 1986 ACT, and the flawed opinions of 5 judges in 1987.

The nomsense of iwi's clinging to tribal roots is best

explained for the rest of us,non~part-Maori folk is to

add "Ngati” to our tribal backgrounds, mine came from

England, Staffordshire. # : e
I would appreciate a reply. o v . . C}“
-~ John Hipﬁins

Note, my right arm is inplaster.  @yoary Staffordshire
. @ ’ ! r ®

, My Wife will p.p. my
.signature.



7. HipKins
A "OPEN LETTER" TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE NATIONAL PARTY:

TO: Peter Goodfellow.President. N.Z. Natiomal Party. ApriléIZ 2011
COPIED: : :

Government: Mr. J. Key,PM. W.English.(Deputy) G. Brownlee.
C. Finlayson. A. Tolley. J-L. Ross.
Coalltlon Partners: J. Boscawen and P. Dunne.(I have not

copied the Maori Party,- they sadly view criticism as
Sean: N.Z. Natiomal Party, Greenlane. Ziggks for

WIAT WITTT WMATTNMAT 1 DT ammnbpwll D TnD f NI DT 7 'rlnn

This is the first time I've writtem to.t
Sadly, in writing directly to MP's oné seldom receives an honest
reply. As a long-time National voter, I want to record that I

fully endorse .. . ACT's July 9th Ad. 'FED UP WITH PANDERING TO

MAORI RADICALS.?" I cannot understand why Natiomal, - after 9

years im Opposition, and with a sizable mandate from the 2008
Election, have not tackled and resolved problems related to stop

the dlvlslon and b1tterness that is clearly ev1dent in N.Z. Lﬁ“ﬁr@
k e -rd—w - ; = - AT ‘ZD[)

( Z Vo720 NAZWAL" [_/j?' )
Nor can I understand that, or why, Maori want a separate Rollifer
racial reasons, - when they would be better represented on the
General Roll. It is not necessary to quote here the 13 points
that ACT listed to satisfy the demands of the Maori Party, how-
ever ... the hypocrisy of what Mr Key's leadership is, ALL the
points made by Dr. Brash, John Boscawen,were indeed echoéd by
National, when they were in Opposition. But, now in Govermment
they are dictating policies that will NOT achieve a desire for
New Zealand to be 'ome people.’

In this short space, let me quote what was promised in the past:-
(1) Bill English:N.Z. Centre for Public Law, May 7, 2002.

"the Treaty created one sovereignty, one common c1t12ensh1p,!
."Maori had been devasted by more than 2 decades of musket wars"
.entire areas wereethnlcally -cleansed"..."the Treaty extinguis;

hed Maori sovereignty!... "what began in 1840 was the incorp- '
oration of Pakeha into Maori and Maori into Pakeha,” Finally;
Bill said: "the solution to the challenges that the Treaty
presents to all New Zealanders, lies in a single standard of
citizenship for all."” No different, to what ACT says now.

P

(2) Gerry Brownlee: "National's Treaty Policy, April 22 2005.
"There is a dangerous drift toward racial
separation”. . .National believes the Treaty granted rights to all
New Zealanders, not just Maori," "remove inappropriate refer-
ences to the 'principles' of the Treaty from legislation"
"remove race based funding from education, and health,"”

"Maori in particular are to stop looking back  and start
moving forward,".,.. "state assistance should be : 1 on need,
not race"....." Abolish Parliament's Maori seats, established in

1867, they were intended to be temporary."”

t3).Peter Dunne: (Herald, March 8,2004.)"the only way forward is
to create a new founding document.”" "Don Brash has said

what middle New Zealand has been_afraid to gay":° "ithat Maori
should no longer receive special treatment."

(4) Chris Finlayson: To me August 30 2010. "The Government re-
mains committed to Treaty settlements,we believe they are just
and contribute to the welfare of all who live in N.Z. I do not
propose to correspond with you further on this matter."”

(5) Jami-Lee Ross: Maiden speech April 6 2011: "there is
absolutely nothing wrong with saying that all New Zealanders
should be treated equally. He iwi tahi tatou,we are all one
people." So, why should Joris De Bres, today, question ACT's
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Constitutional Advisory Board. _

C/o Ministry of Justice AUCKLAND
Wellington. 29 April, 2013,
(Submission # 8)

NEW ZEALAND NEEDS A SINGLE STANDARD OF CITIZENSHIP FOR ALL:

To the Panel: Discussion: The Treaty has been milked long enough.

We are up to the Letter "G" - Garth George,and Peter Goodfellow

(a) Attachment: Dated 9 July 2009, this hard-hitting contribut-
ion to the N.Z. Herald, - . I hope will
engage conversation within the Board. His main points are:

* "When will the taxpayers be freed, from having to watch
hundreds of Millions of public Dollars being shovelled at

Maori"

® Again, we are reminded that part-Maori make up about 15%.

# "When is this money going to be spent on other things like
Health, Education, and infrastructure"

# Why, and this is a new subject for this Submitter, -"why
after a quarter of a century of Maori tribes acquiring this

vast wealth, MORE THAN 50% OF OUR JAIL POPULATION ARE MAORI:

POVERTY IS ENDEMIC AMONG MAORI: TILLITERACY AND INNUMERACY ARFE

RIFE AMONG YOUNG MAORI,....AND CRIME,VIOLENCE AND CHILD ABUSE

ARE MORE OFTEN THAN NOT PERPETRATED BY MAORI. ? "

i Mr. George continues: "Why do Maori claim the exclusive
title of tamngata whenua,(indigenous
people of the land), when the same applies to most Pakeha whose
parents/grandparents/ and often great-great-grandparents were
born here. ? Will the Board discuss this, with six of the
Panel part-Maori.? And, will the Government listen later.?

333K H R

(b) Attachment: The letter I wrote to Mr. Goodfellow,President
of the Natiomnal Party, April 12 2011.

Written before this crucial Election, I made a plea - asking -

What will National's Platform be for "ONE RULE FOR ALL"™ 7.

Silly me. A8 happens, I did not get a reply, and that I feel is
because the Government were 'stitching up' deals to

win the part-Maori votes.

How times have changed since National were in Opposition. Mr.

Key's Secretary in Helensville said/about this turnaround:-

"Oh,but times have changed."

*® I will not quote W.English, but read what Gerry Brownlee
said in 2005, the year they could have won:-

"THERE IS A DANGEROUS DRIFT TOWARD RACIAL SEPARATION;...NATIONAL

BELIEVES THE TREATY GRANTED RIGHTS TO ALL NEW ZEALANDERS,NOT JUST

MAORI.  The balance of what Gerry said is included in(2) here.

* Peter Dunne:(Herald March 8,2004)....the only way forward
is to create a new founding document,...
"Maori should not no longer receive special treatment."”

* The Hon. C. Finlayson, wrote to me: ™ I do not propose
to correspond with you further on this matter."

And that, is the way this Minister treated the public over the

deal he gave Ngati Whatua Orakei, in 2012,..over the Navy land.

John Hipkins.

e






Constitutional Advisory Panel
C/o Ministry of Justice WELLINGTON.

( Submission # 9.)

April

AUCKLAND

28,2013,

NEW ZEALAND NEEDS A SINGLE STANDARD OF CITIZENSHIP FOR ALL:

Discussion:‘

To the Panel:

(a)

to J.De Bres,
I concluded my

Attachment:

£

Dated November
Race Relations Commissioner.

'Heading',..(Has,

175 2009

R i VY

Mr. Harawira)-

Hone Pani Tamati Waka Nene Harawira:

I am enc1051ng,

L L el 4 wiuveco

( Four pages.) Note -

DONE US A FAVOUR.?

The main points, of my Letter are:- (Under Paragraph Headings)

a

* Quoting

but History is dead,
his victimhood and anger.

Jim Hopkins, (2):

and gone"” Jim thanks

"We can all dredge up grievances,

Hone for sharing

I agree with his summing up,..."Some-body,

E ' did'nt know did something awful to somebody else I did'nt
know.
* (6) In "The Musket Wars"™ by R. Crosby, I include the fact

that about 50,000 to 60,000 Maori tribes—people,
or forced to migrate. This book is very gory.

killed/enslaved,

* (8)

us that Mr.
'someone else'!
kaupapa,,
people,
The Panel,

Harawira
is always to blame.
that they teach grievance/ that Maori are the
And he talks about child abuse:

why are these children's names locked

vested with privilege.
should discuss,

Michael Laws,(Sunday Star-Times)
raises the issue of
cites the

1"

Michael

were either

points out to
HATE, - that
kura
"chosen'

into New Zealanders mlnds,...Wltka/Whakarura/Te Hira Grey/Lilly
Blng/Ngatl Kahui and Glassie. ?

® (9)

and that this
avenge etc
* (10)

Party,

accept say a

Shane Jones is reported,
is racially divisive.
Pakeha Party, or "Asian Party".

I agree,..

Editor Pamela Stirlimg highlights 'Double Standards'
MP sees himself as a guerrilla agent,out to

"that in his view the Maori
would Maoridom

Despite this Letter to the Race Relations Commissioner,(and those
we have not progressed one iota.

copied in Parliament),,,

* Titiwai Harawira:

Some years ago I heard
this wo. man,say,on

her talkback, - "we
never wanted those
'pink—-faced-Poms in
our country." Those
messages send out a
strong message of
hate to Maoridom.

Fedb et

Copied here, a 'self
explanatory' I had
published in the
DEVONPORT FLAGSTAFF
June 17 2011, - re
Ngati Whatua,being
handed Navy Land,

3 3 340 30 90 36 36 3 30 36

June 17 2011

Your, June 3 “Defence cuts etc” item
makes Interestmg reading. Only time will
determine whether' this decision - by the
government to benefit some part-Maori
Ngati Whatua ‘Trifbal resident here, is in
fact a welcome decision ‘for those of us
who do not share this favoured blood-line.
Today’s $150 million housing valuation for
the 365 houses. ..owned by the Crown, was
T presume funded by earlier gEnerations b}f
all our ancestors” taxes.

Both Bill English, when in opposition
(2002) and more recently the newly elected
National MP for Hunua, Jamit Lee Ross,
have strongly argued for - “One Rule For

All”. This view was recently confirmed by

aa TV poll that 81% of us do not support

. separate ‘privileges’ for Maoridom. Dr Don

Brash will canvass this argumcnt in the
November election.

My logic questions the government’s
~decision to-pass on.this wealth — on a plate

. — to a unspecified number of claimants

Should Navy land and housing go to ...aori?

both National and Labour will not address,
is the ethnicity factor of what constitutes
being Maori actually is - thus defining a
person for special privileges.

The ‘argument ‘feeling Maori”® for a per-
son of mixed heritage is just not fair or right.
The words tribe/tribesman. tribeswomen are
defined as a ‘a member of a tribe in a non-
industrialised society’! Hardly relevant in
2011. Also in a recent census, 12 % of those
on 2 Maori Roll did hot know which ‘tribe’
they came from, (Inter-marriage etc).

The economy now is in its worst state
for‘decades. Debt levels are horréndous,
of course not helped by the Canterbury
carthquake etc. This decision by the govern-
ment reminds this resident of the quote by
H.L Mencken: “ For every problem there
isa solutmn that is neat and simple - and
wrong.”

John Hipkins






Submission # 9/ cont. 2

(b) Ngati Whatua o Orakei Corporate Ltd: (Level 6 99 Queen St

Auckland Ph 09 3361670 )
Last year, in under-taking some research, I spoke to the

Registrar, ( lady) as to the,... size of the tribe, (ie Member-—
ship),... how they went about the actual legitimacy of ascertan-
ing the applicants background re their tribal roots.

I could not get a satisfactory answer, but,...when I mentioned
LildL LHe Ldand 11 UOWH=—LOWL AUCKLIdUW, Liey nave oW, UusLom s oL,
Railway yards, and Leased land at The Strand)... I was told:
"That is where we used to grow our vegetables, and,fish."

Perhaps the Panel can advise, just how is the criteria set. ?

(c) Attachment: Brian Rudman: August 4 2010:" Hone sends a
- Message - from a dark past.”
Main points to include here:

* The MP for Tai Tokerau's 'latest anti-Pakeha'comments ,no
longer cause outrage, just bemusement,
#* Brian then quoted Donna Awatere,—-declared in the mid-1980's

this: " This country is Aotearoa,it is ours. White people
of any gemneration have no business being in this country."”

* Donna added: "we can never have biculturalism,... because
the Pakeha,with their built-in hatred towards other cultures
will never allow it."
¥* Ethnicity factors... the unanswered challenge:
Brian wrote: In the 2006 Census, 42.6% of the 565,329
people claiming Maori ethnicity, also claimed shared
European ethnicity. (These are questions I have put to the
Hon. C. Finlayson, but he refuses to comment.)Brian added:-

"Another 7% of Maori said they were part 'Pacific peoples' 1.5%
had Asian blood and 2.3% added "New Zealander"
* Brian continues,.. and this is dimportant,.. that Tariana
Turia in 1944, that at the age of 14 she found out that
her Father was an American soldier, " and has pever been'com-
fortable with her American lineage. I mention this,not to be
nasty, but to question why part—-Maori think that their tribal
roots, dominate their claims.? Could it be the $$$$ signs.?

. AL 3L AL AL 88 AL AL AR A8 MK, AL
e b b o R R R SR bR R R R

Jim Hopkins, N.Z.Herald November 13 2009: I will quote only this.

To Mr. Harawira,.. All history is dead,Hone.It's over.The awful
thing about history is that you can't change

it. But, the wonderful thing about history is you can invent it.

And keep on inventing it.There isn't one history,Hone, there's

a thousand.

Perhaps, in their deliberations, the Panel may read this.

Several times.

Ek o e L L R R PR LR R R

Last word.
April 25 2013, (N.Z. Herald) "HARAWIRA A RARE SIGHT IN HOUSE"

This man, has been absent for 49 of the 120 sitting days since
the 2011 Election. So, I have included this 'Attachment"

Will the Panel discuss this outrageous matter. Or, are we too
politically correct.
John Hipkins






& Iy Je fres. . Auckland. ¥
: . Race Relations Commissioner:
November

Phone/Fax:

A OPEN LETTER COPIED TO:

Maori Party: T.Tariana./P.Sharples./H.Harawira./Te Ururoa Flavell
R.Katene.
The Government: J.Key./W. English./S.Power./C.Finlayson./W.Mapp.
G. te Heuheu./ P. Bennett./ S. Joyce.
The Opposition. P.Goff./ P. Horomla / S. Jones.
ACT Party: R. Hide.

Contrlbutors, The media: M. Laws.(S. Fimes) P. Sterling.
(Listener) 'Leader"Editorials, (Mr. Anonymous) N.Z.Herald./ Ta
Misa. (N.Z+-Herald.)/ J. Hopklns. ( N.Z. Herald) /P.Gower. NZH)

S0, HAé"ﬁbﬁE PANI TAMATI WAKA NENE HARAWIRA..DONE US A FAVOUR.?

People may say, the best way to handle the 'Harawira’Family, is

to do nothinggyor ignore them."But,"What's good for the goose,

is good for the gander". In our democracy I respect 'free
speech' and regard;: Hone's views accordingly. However recent
events of his, as a M..P. ... need to be challenged.

(D) Last week.I spoke to the Secretaries of both Mr. Key and

Mr. Goff..I suggested both men make a joint statement
strongly  criéticizing him for his behaviour,and submitted that
teference should be made to two Books - "The-Musket-Wars"(Crosby)
and "This Horrid Practice' (Moon)

Without wishing to embarrass, Mr. Harawira, the Maori Party,
(which I admire) or Maoridom in general, my plea was to point
out, in a honest and open manner,... that the history of"” theu“_
Maori ancestors, (of todays part-Maori) was not a great deal j
to be proud of,... under . the heading of GRIEVANCES
(2) It is a sad fact that history has 1gn0red aspects of

early events in New Zealand, which Maori activists always
ignore.This is best illustrated by quoting Jim Hopkins, (13/11) @&/
. ..that we could all dredge up grievances, BUT history is dead
and gone. Jim cleverly thanks Hone for "sharing his victimhood
and anger." About land that was 'stolen' he says: " Somebody T
didhttknow did something awful to somebody else I did'nt know a
long time ago when I was'nt there. And that makes me angry"
Jim concluded: "History is dead, we can't change it. "
And, before I move on to the unprintable grievances that Maori
perpetrated against other Maori tribes in the past, let me
remind addresses he closed his artié¢lejior with a challenge to
Mr. Harawira, he can reply, " Some of my best genes are Pakeha."

(3) My sincere commiserations are extended to both the Maori
Party, and all Members of Parliament. Theres is; in my view only
ONE action that can be taken, the same that applied to Mr R.
Worth. Mr. Harawira should be expelled from the Maori Party.

He sheuld not automatically seek a role as the Independent MP
for Te Tai Tokerau. ‘

A Bye-Election should take place for the constituents to decide
his future.

(4) The question of'Race Relations'is complex, especially with

factors of "Human Rights' I chose my Heading above
e Mot to antaginise Maoridom, but with a hope that
there would be a more open dialogue regarding the past






( 2)

events in New Zealand, that are seldom mentioned by
the media. .

Firstly, I refer +to Elizabeth -Rata.(Academic)-=She is a tough
talker on tribal issues, and believes that if New Zealand
continues on racial lines, it is a mistake. She wrote that
Maori revivals of ''retribalisation would back-fire. Her
research confirms the opposite of of what' she expected.

She added in her recent book: " Somehow our history. and g/
rhe=—plove—oi—*EIINICIPE Ims—an—ivon—grip— It—stifles—the 7
rigorous discussion that we need." (* My capitals)

Hence this letter.

(5) Saturday's Herald's 'Editorial® ( It annoys many that the
Editor claims it is not necessary to give credit to the

author.) was headed: A POINT THAT De BRES OUGHT TO

EXPLAIN. (Nov. 14.) Here they admit that Hone now has bigger

problems, with record numbers of complaints to you.

They confirm his style of protest is well koown. and

the real damage 1lies in damage Mr. Harawira has done

to his own people. They add that ' racism' is widely o

and wilfully misunderstood. As: you know, in their conclusion

of this "Harawira pantomine®, YOU should tell complain-

ants, WHAT RACISM REALLY 1IS,... to save your time, and

Taxpayer's money. :

To conclude., Am I a 'racist' in writing this letter,

Please tell me.

(6) The Books. For those addressees, that have not read

either, I strongly recommend- you do s0.

They both make grisly reading. In including this material

here, T am simply trying to compare the arguments

put to today's citizens,.. of ther 1land that was taken

by the white settlers from Maoridom,  TO THE

ATROCIOUS events 'that applied before signing of the Treaty,

The Musket Wars: A History of Inter —-Twi conflict 1806-1845.

By R. D. Crosby. (Reed) T

Of an estimatedd 100,000 - 150,000 Maori living here in: A
1810, by 1840 about 50,000 and 60,000 had been UU/
killed, enslaved or forced to migrate as a result

of the wars .This book is one of goriest books I've read.

Pa's were attacked by stronger warrier tribes, the victims

were slaughtered. the bodies cooked, or baskets filled with

meat to take home. But it is now History. Time to move on,

This Horrid Practice.By Paul Mcoon. Penguin. ,

Historian M, Wright reviewed this Book in 2008 wrote: " In this ;ﬁﬂ?
L

post- colonial age of penance for. the deeds of the past
British Governments we sometimes forget that the Treaty
of Waitangi and subsequent settlement of New Zealand by
Pakeha had one outcome that nobody has questioned since,

Maori stopped eating each other. "
It goes on. Not nice. Kai tangata - cannibalism had its
place in Maori culture horrified the British as early

as 1769.So0, this book is ©brave in it's concept, and the
Author handles the subject with care.

Again. I include this data, NOT to offend, but to
EMPHASIZE a legitimate comparison with the recent events
that Mr. Harawira'. has made, enraging all New Zealanders.
In detailing the above, I am not being derogatory to Maoridom.






(3)

(7) Don Brash - Previois Natiomal Leader.
I want to clear up a matter, that my MP Wayne

Mapp will recall., T wrote to Dr. Brash prior
to the 2005 election about Race matters and quoted “The
Musket Wars" He followed up omn this theme, "One law for
all", I was dismayed that  he did not elaborate omn
the reasons for his stance, ... as outlined. He was
wrongly pilloried after his Orewa speech for being
.Lab_;DL- I Saie CG ::I—IJ;A‘" o ."T:.._:... g caat TR tho
Election." I was right.

Mr. De Bres, however distasteful you have, in my view
a responsibility to'clear the air' over events before 1840,
The N.Z. Press will not do it. They thrive on
controversy. Especially, the Australian owned media.

(8) Michael Laws. Sunday Star- Times

In his October 25 issue, this man raises the issue ofc< YHATE'-

He highlights, as does Home,...that someone else is always

to .blame. He cites the local kura kaupapa. Their rendering ‘
of our history is often wrong. They teach Grievance. They. a o
support ideas or myths that Maori are chosen people, vested with {/
privilege. He talks about child abuse.

Mr. Key and Dr Sharples are reaching out trying to resolve
major problems in Maoridom. In stating these facts, Mr. Laws

in not being racist, as some 1in Madri sectors would

believe. He is speaking the truth.

Ask Paula Bennett. Why are these names on all New
Zealander's mindsz

Witka - Whakarura -- Te Hira Grey - 'Lilly Bing" - & s
Ngati Kahui - Glassie - Te Awa. ? b
Can Hone Harawira explain these statistics. ?

Michael in his November 14&h issue informs us that Hone

does not accept Caucus discipline. He writes that John
Key, ( unlike Helen Clark would have.) has accepted the
wrong advice, and has employed the 'shooing policeman
persona’ hoping the Maori Party will step in. He suggests
that you, the Race Relations Commissioner has handled the
problem too weakly.

Phil Goff, for once, has spoken out louder and
more homnestly than the . Government bench individuals,
The public deserve better, this state of bullying from
the Member of Te Tai Tokerau cannot be allowed to
fester.

(9) Pamela Stirling The Listener, this week.

She highlights "Double standards". It dis not
Hone Harawira's choice of words, but the BELIEFS
he expresses. She reminds us he is of Ngapuhi (and
not mentioned pakeha) affiliations. Bravely, they inform
readers,.. it's as tho' he considers himself not as an DL/
MP but as a guerrilla agent, out to avenge etc etc,
The Executive of the Maori Party, and other MP's on
both sides of the Chamber know this. )
But, that does not excuse your ,office a more
positive stance. (TheheHerald! confirmed that.)

(10) Shane Jones. (Labour List MP.)

In yesterday's 'N.Z. Herald" Shame attacks the Maori Party

as

i . s 2 .
racially d1v151ve,-comparing them to Dr. Brash






(49

Mr. Jones continued,.. " I am horrified that Hone promoted a
"Yictimhood culture" among Maori,.. where we know there's serious
problems, of gangs/violence/ drugs and child abuse, were all
blamed on History. He concludes that Mr. Harawira can't g/
be a respected Parliamentariang AND a 'staunch warrier'at

the same time.

(10) Tapu Misa, (N.Z. Herald, Nov. 16.)
This young lady wrltes 1nte111gent1y about the

08 - P P RO -1 'L-uﬁ
TEO T W a o A aaisas —epO—— ——— sl —_— ——

a them and us" mentality. She overlooks Hlstory as I have
highlighted about the inter-tribal Wars. Maoridom forget - about
the loss of 1land, - that they never bought the land, they walked
over the land, and were conquered by stronger warlike tribes
for their '"land!.Communities lived in fear. Remember alsc the
Treaty of Waitangi ' Tribal boundaries were drawn up after the
'"Musket War's era. Tapu writes that it is stupid EokblamécPakeha
for the-effects of colonisation,  as voiced by Hone and others.
She is uncertain that H.H. should be forced out of the
Maori Party. After recent events it is now totally hypothet=-:
ical how much support he enjoys,especially Auckland. Thus,

a Bye-Election would seem to be the better option.

(11) The Maori Party and separate Maori seats.

This, is a very subtle and delicate subject to broach, but

as a Race Relations person it does need to be discussed.
By the mere title of either 'Maori' Party OR ‘'Asian Party'
OR 'Pakeha Party",.. the ADJECTIVE used to precede a group is A
definitely 'racist'
I wrote +to Tariana Turia on May 26 2003, and in her reply,
(July 4th 2003) she replied, and I trust she does not mind me
quoting her -= six years later. ! She and I agreed
that all Countries/ societies have had a bloody history and
reasons for anger.( I avoid the word "grievance' and the word
'compensations? )
Inasfar as removing the Maori seats, and including Maori on
one general roll — which I support, -~ Tariana relevantly rep-'
lied.... "With regard to your desire to see the abolition of the
Maori seats in Parliament, it is my belief, and the policy of
this Government, that the Maorii seats ‘'should remain until
Smch time Maori bellewe seats a4are unnéecessary or desirable,
‘Consensus on this issue would be required before any change
could be considered and it does not appear that consensus
exists at this time.," ( That was in her role as
Associate Minister of Maori Affairs in the Labour Govt.)

(12) Conclusion,

For the reasons I have outlined to addressees,there
should be debate about the future settlement process
within the recommendations of the Treaty of Waitangi Trib-
unal. ..the reason Mr. Finlayson is copied. I have argued with
"Dr. Mapp, that the continued policy of Maoridom blaming
the white settlers for injustices is wrong, and the more
money that is distributed from Taxpdyer Funds in ﬁ/
compensation, will only erode Maori pride and 1lead to more :
crime based on a ‘'dependancy attitude' Perhaps that's the
reason many in Maoridom now live in Australia. ?

Mr. de Bres, your role is not easy. In your reply to
me, please COPY the addressees listed.

As you said Joris, we need dialogue, not sticks.(Herald,yesterday)
i W ]

<

JOHN HIPKINS
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Constitutional Advisory Panel.

C/- Ministry of Justice WELLINGTON. AUCKLAND
( Submission # 10 ) April 30, 2013.

NEW ZEALAND NEEDS A SINGLE STANDARD OF CITIZENSHIP FOR ALL:

To the Panel : Discussion: The perpetuation of Treaty claims:

For the Panel's deliberation, I will repeat, in full, a Letter
to the Editor, to the N.Z. Herald, by Peter Clapshaw,Parnell.

" - o
A Ak AT S L S LA - O p e L L=y e NS e s g

TREATY CLAIMS (The highlights are mine.)

The revelation that Treaty claims 'settled'since 1994 have cost
$1.22 billion raises important questions.

When is a claim finally "settled", with no possibility of a
further bite at the cherry.? How many still remain to be
considered.?

What evidence is there of any trickle-down benefit to the
average Maori from the multimillion-dollar settlements.?
Regrettably,it is not reflected in education,health and socio-
economic status,where Maori are significantly over-represented
at the lower levels.

It is alarming that Ngahu Tahu and Tainui, which have each
received $170 million, have claims to 16% and 17%,respectively,of
the value of all settlements over a total of $1 Billion. We have
been ill-served by overly liberal politiciams in charge of the
settlement process.

Perpetuation of Treaty claims cannot be afforded economically
and socially it is a disaster by maintaining a system of racial
separatism that should have no place in New Zealand.

Peter Clapshaw,Parnell

AR R
(a) Attachment:

A Letter I wrote to the Prime Minister, dated 15/4/2012,
seeking a reply which was: (Dated 4 May 2012,..) Dear*Mr.
Hipkins, "On behalf of the Prime Minister,Rt.Hon John Key,thank
you for your letter dated 15 April 2012 concerning the Treaty
of Waitangi.

Thankyou for taking the time to write to the Prime Minister and
share your views.L.Diehl EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT(Correspondence Unit)

That is it. And, that, with a few exceptions is the usual reply
New Zealanders get from their elected representatives.
IT IS NOT GOOD FENOUGH, it is not what Democracy is meant to be.

) FREERRRRERLSY
One or two points:

(and without repeating my other Submission items.)

* I try to point out that Maoridom prior to and after 1840
were better treated under the British,than any other
European country such as the French/Dutch, etc.

¥*® I point out that the ancestors of todays part-Maoridom
were savage warriors,|9nd benefited by the Treaty. .
* I quote Winstomn Peters, close down the Waitangi Tribunalt

~John Hipkins
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. 7. Hiphgns
TO; Rt.Hon. John Key.

COPIED. For Information/Comment . : - Auckiana
All National Caucus Ministers. 15/4/2012.
## North Shore M P'g: C.Calder/M.Barry/A.Williams.
Christopher Finlayson. Simon Bridges J .L.Ross.
Peter Clapshaw,Parnell.
Editorials. N.7. Herald. The N.Z. Listener,

N.Z. NEEDS REFORM TO COUNTER A DRIFT TO "SEPARATISM" HERE.

pelow, with Peter's permission I'm passing on his excellent Lett-
er published in the "Herald' 14/4/2012.

After rereading John Robinson's Book THE CORRUPTION OF NEW ZEA-
LAND DEMOCRACY A TREATY OVERVIEW, I am satisfied that the Natio-
al Government is failing miserably, in supporting 'Separatist
Claims”', following the Treaty of Waitangi's flawed handling of
grievances, and I would make these points:- :

# Inter—tribal wars Prior to 1840 killed between 60,000 and
80,000 iwi, plus torture,slavery and cannibalism - never spoken
of by todays part-Maori, :

* The Maori at that time,after 1840, were better treated under
the British; that would not have been the case under another
power from Europe, the French, Dutch, etc.

*  The killings stopped after 1840, yet today's part-Maori
descendents s Whose ancestors were savage warriors, benefit by
the Settlement's pProcesses.

* Michael Bassett, in the David Lange Government, now admits
that the self-serving Treaty of Waitangi Tribunal should never
have been formed.

* Events here with Ngati Whatua,dictate that National voters

## in 2011, have reached their limits of patience with C.Finlayson.
(The reason I have copied our three North Shore MPR's.)
* Mr. Doug Graham erred in his decision re "Relativity Clauses”
giving further riches to greedy tribal claims,
This Natiomal Government supports HYPOCRISY:
(The act or practice of simulating or feign+
e ing to be one is not.) To explain:-
Treatv olaire National, in Opposition, preached "ONE RULE
kbt :g?i!!!gm_,aims . FOR ALL" and "EQUAL CITIZENSHIP".
, ‘settled” si ve cost $1.22

stions. Now, they pander to the Maori Party, ONLY "

onisac ly “settled", to win su rt in Parliament, from "Coalit-
> Possibility ofa further bite at ' pport in Parliament, om a "Coali

i

with n ility.c X
the gheqr;y? Hov'v_many.s.tjl_l remainto 1 c_m Partner"
“be conside R §iae Finally, Mr. Key,..what constitutes "Being

Po

ettlement process, :
etuation of Treaty ofaims

Maori"™ ? Problems of ETHNICITY have been art—
fully dodged by this National Government, - a
point' I've asked Simon Bridges to address.

Winston Peter's sometime back said that the P
Treaty of Waitangi Tribunal needs to close ‘down
and replace. with a Commission of Enquiry.

) From the Prime Minister's Office, I would like
tal of §1 a4 common-sense reply, not the usual ack. Events
erved by here in Devonport to Mr Finlayson re NGATT

in charge of WHATUA, will confirm he will not get his way,
There is a better democratic way to make New

eral politicians |

Gﬁﬁmmﬁéﬂﬁmaﬁmmmmwmmam: Zealand a . place to live,

w&mHthawwaamymmmmmg We need urgent Caucus discussion,... to avoid

asystem of racial separatismthat

the present drift to separatism. Peter Clap-

sh’O!‘A'dr;averr:o‘lilf;g‘i;“awewZea'a"d' . shaw's Letter is "spot on' It ig time to act,
Peter Clapshaw, | U

John Hipkins.






Constitutional Advisory Panel

C/o Ministry of Justice Auckland
Wellington May 1, 2013,
(Submission # 11)

NEW ZEALAND NEEDS A SINGLE STANDARD OF CITIZENSHIP FOR ALL:

To the Panel:Discussion subject: Do Maori carry a warrior gene.

(a) Attachment: From the N.Z. Herald, ( 5 March 2007 ) by
Jon Stokes."Scientist defends 'warrior' gene.

In forwarding the. Sabmissions to the Panel, here, I must pause,
to record. that I am net beimg too censorious over all matters
pertaining to part—-Maoridom problems that the Panel will be faced
with. I am not, however, I am a firm believer in 'homestyzand
openness at all times.’

For the Panel's records, the main issues in this Article were:-

* Dr. Rod Lea, a genetic epidemiologist claimed that Maori
carry a - warrior geme; that makes them more prone to violent

and aggressive behaviour. -

¥* Dr. Lea told an international conference in Brisbane that
there was an over-representation of 'the monoamine oxidase

gene (dubbed the -warrior' gene) in Maori men.

* Worth quoting,the last paragraph,....Dr. Lea said that it is
‘ o well recognised that
historically Maori were fearless warriors, and indeed,reverance
for the "warrior' traditiom remains a key part of Maori cultur.e
today. He added, New Zealanders take obvious pride in, especi-.
ally in the sporting context. A difficult item for the Panel. ?

ki el b b b R o

(b)‘ Attachment:

I add this as an example, and discussion point,... N.Z. Her-
ald, April 19 -2013, CALL FOR NEW WAYS TO REFORM FELONS:
The 2002 XILLING OF PIZZA MAN MICHAEL CHOY,... by six, (and
correct me if I am wrong) part-Maori killers was a heinous
unimaginable crime by one female and five males. Was
there a connection with my attachment above. What was the motive?
Could it have been hate, based on the fact that the victim was
Asian.?

The full names of these six felons,..criminals,delinquents,are:’

MARIA WHATARANGI RAWIRI
PHILLIP KAUKAST

JOSEPH  KAUKASI

RIKI RAPIRA

ALEXANDER TOKORUA PEIHOPA
BAILEY JUNIOR KURARIKI

All have now been released, despite two of them were convicted
of murder ( Rawiri/Peihopa) - the balance -'manslaughter, -
reignites criticism of the justice systemn.

Will this Panel discuss this call for harsher sentencing. ?

J. Hipkins






Constitutional Advisory Panel
C/o Ministry of Justice. AUCKLAND
WELLINGTON. May Ist, 2013.

(Submission # 12 )
NEW ZEALAND NEEDS A SINGLE STANDARD OF CITIZENSHIP FOR ALL:

To the Panel; Discussion Subject: Haka hoohaa and powhiri slur.

(a) In the November 7 1999 “group of Letters to the Editor &f,
Sunday-Star Times,, after the All Blacks lost to the French
Team, you would have read this letter of mine, - they titled it:
HAKA HOOHAA

"They lost. Big deal, it's only a game.Thinking

New Zealander's will admire the French team and

the way they turmned their backs on the haka.

Why should'nt they.? The haka is warlike. It's

history — so forget tradition and let's hope the

NZRFU will stop placating a minority group and

admit the haka should go. Permanently. John Hipkins

For years, the arguments have been for and against the haka

on the Sport's field; or in 'welcoming' overseas guests from
the likes of President Bill Clinton and a range of others.
Personally, I crimge. It is not a welcoile, for heavens sake

it dis,or was a war Ccry.

Arr:. ive in the south Pacific,...Papeete/Tonga/Samoa/Rarotonga

Fiji ' and we are greeted with

smiles/singing/ and laughter. Not so .the Haka,it is just
the opposite. d

The public's concensus, is that the haka is overdone, not only
on the sports-field, » but at funerals,... opening of new civic
buildings,...at rallys for (Helen Clark's) "wreckers & haters"
(chanting) 'honour the Treaty' - I hope I have made my point.

R A SR

(2) The recent visit of Danish MP Marie Krarup: o
In the short space I have these r %H%mmgﬁﬂﬂﬂﬁhﬂ@ﬁ
three letters to the Sunday-Star-Times of _ngﬁfmmm th

April 14,2013, sum up perfectly my views and
that of the silent majority. '
Also note my 2Ad = Submission regards the
AUCKLAND COUNCIL FiRSBT  Meeting 2010.

The panel will have to accept, that
minority groups should not get their way.

. welcomed by j
fellow dres does

neither and gi p iy |

that'New Zealan

| progressediover

I 'am not putti

i slur
ws of Danish
tesque’ sl

eheoi i
e

- Maori-related customs but making
Ed but mal

PLmtive parts of it representative
Jan official ‘ceremonies does not -
help promoting the positive and

P ans0me DCODIAY potential aspects of today 4
thelr own time and space then dom and New Zealand'e sofiely 1 |
! that's their busml ssTisuppose, but + our democracy, however. there .
Titgetiahasbenome | Guedapeeact hoves thre
somethingilatounown, .o without it being followed by
governments seem to think is accusations of racism, | -
appropriate as a welcome to His Admiraal, Oholg—

official occasions.
Bill Daly, Glen Eden






Constitutional Advisory Panel,
C/o Ministry of Justice. Welllngton

# 13 -)

(Submission

AUCKLAND.
May 2,

2013

NEW ZEALAND NEEDS A SINGLE STANDARD OF CITIZENSHIP FOR ALL:

To the Panel: Discussion subject:

For many reasons, 1 am struggling
as to how present - many thoughts in
a common—sense way to address,what
I see as a possible degree of
inconsistency - regards this List
of iwi guidelines, ...not for
ethnic group reasons, (for the

5 March,2013 Census,...)but for
the fact that the guidelines

only refer to ome section of

our, population, - part-Maoridom.

If the Advisory Panel are to
progress the main theme that will
emerge from Submitters like myself
the final summing up will be that
"We are all New Zealanders", or as
in all my 'Headings' New Zealand
needs a 51ng1e standard of C1tlzen—
ship for all.

9 & 8

And that includes todays,
Maori.

part-

‘Because my ancestors arrived as
colonists, im 1862, and 1884, I
have factitiously referred my

iwi, as Ngati Staffordshire,
because the Hipkins family

came from Repton, near Birmingham.

point,

‘total of 100 iwi,
from different regions of New
Zealand. With inter-marriage

many of today's part-Maori

provide several tribal iwi

groups, that are in their famllles
combined (male/female) past.

Many do not know their iwi,which
has been confirmed in ethér
The
European discovery,

And that is my
Here we have a

not 'fixed'

should other New Zealanders 1list the
tribes’® came from

Should those from China,

they can trace their ancestory. Chlna

12.
"TRIBAL",

Netherlands have
The words "TRIBE",

Twi

I

A

{
i

or The Netherlands,
22 Provinces,

-"Politically

correct' data.

List of Iwi to help answer question 15
This list is a guide only. All iwl names are counled even if they are nol listed below.

Te Tal Tokerau! Témaki-makaurau
(Northland/Auckland) Region (1)
Te Aupbur

Ngali Kahu

Te Kawarau

Ngatl Kurm

Ngapuhi

Naapuht ki Whaingaroa-Ngall Kshu ki Whaingama
Te Rarawa

Te Roroa

Npal Takolo

Ta Urf-o-Hau

© Ngafi Wal

Ngati Whatua Total 12
Hauraki [Coramandel) Reglon (2}

*Ngati Hako

Ngati Hei

Ngall Maru (Haurakl)

Ngali Paga

Palukirikiri

Ngali Porou ki Haralaunga ki Matacra
Ngall Pokenga ki Waiau
Noall Rahir Tumulumu
Mgt Tal (Hauraki)

Ngati Tamatera

Ngati Tara Tokanui
Ngall Whaneunga

Waikato/Te Rohe Patas

(Waikato fKing Country] Reglon (3)
Ngali Haua (Waikato)
Ngali Manfapoto

Ngati Raukawa ikalo)
Welkalo ta kotnl 4

Te Arawa | Taupd (Rotorua/ Taupb) Region
Noali Pikiao (Te Arawa)

Mgali Rangllaaorere (Te Arawa)

Ngali Rangliihi (Te Arawa)

Mgall Rangiwewehl (Te Arawa)

Ngéll Tahu-Ngatl Whaoa (Te Arawa)
Tapulka (Te Arawa)

Tardwhai (Te Araws)

TGhourangi (Te Arawa)

Ngall Tawharetoa (Te Arawa)
Uenuku-Képako (Te Arawa)

Waitaha (Te Arawa)

Ngati Whakaue (Te Arawa) Total 12
Tauranga Mozna [Mitaatua

{Bay of Plenty) Regian )
Mgati Awa

Ngati Manawa*

Total 12

Ngali Pikenga

Ngailerangl

Ngatl Ranginui

Nga| Tal (Tauranga Moana/ Malaatua)
Tohoe

Whakatthea

Te Whanau-a-Apanul

Ngati Whare Total '10

The total for all 11
regions is 1007iwi"

cenéus results.
- Batemans NZ Encyclopedia informs us that at the time of the
there were 50 dwi.

These tribal

Toranaki Reglon 6)
Te Aliawa (Taranaki)

Ngéll Man (Taranakl)

Ngaii Mulunga (Taranaki)
Nga Rauru

Nga Ruahine

Pakakah!

Ngali Ruanui

Ngali Tama (Taranaki) .

Tangahoe .
Taranaki Total 10

Te Tai Rawhili {East Coast) Region (7)
Te Aitanga-a-Mahakl

Ngati Porou
Rengowhakaala

Ngal Tamanuhly Total &

Te Matau-a-Maul/Wairarapa

(Hawke’s Bay/Walrarapa) Reglon (8)
Ngé&ll Kahungunu ki Heretaunga

Npall Kahungunu ki Tamakinui-a-Rua
Ngali Kahungunu kI Tamatea

Ngali Kahungunu ki Te Walroa

Ngatl Kahungunu ki Walrarapa

Ngall Kahungunu ki Te Whanganui-a-Orctu
Rangitane (Te Matau-a-Maui /Hawke's
Bay/Wairarapa)

Rongomaiwahing (Te Mahia)

Npall PAhauwera

NgallRakaipazka (Total 11},
° Whanganui/ Rangltikel Region (9)
Ngali Apa (Rangitfkel)
Te Ali Haunul-a-Paparang|
Ngall Haua (Taumarunui)
Ngal Haulli (Total 4)
Manawatil/ Horowhenua
?’z whanganm-a Tara (1 E{
eglon

Te Atlawa (Ts Whanganui-a-Tara rWeHIngtan]
Te Atlawa kI Whakarongolal

Muaidpoka

Rangllane (Manawali)

Ngall Kauwhala

Ngall Raukewa (Horowhenua/Manawati)
Ngéli Toarangslira (Te Whanganul-a-Tara /
Wellington)

Noall Tama ki Te Upcko o Te lka

(Te Whanganul-a-Tara/Welllnglon)

Te Walpounamu lWharEk“aEr‘? 1 A0

(South Island/Chatham {slands} Ragion

Ngall Apaki Te Ra To 1

Te Allawa (Te Walpounamu ISnulhqéana)

Ngati Koata

Ngatl Kula

Kati Mamos ?

Moriori & -

Ngall Mutunga (Wharekaurl/ Chatham Isfands)

Rangitane (Te Waipounamu/ South Island)

Ngatl Rarua

Ngai Tahu/Kal Tahu

Ngali Tama (Te Walpounamu/ South Island)

Noati Toarangatira (Te Walpounamu/ South

Island)

Waltaha (Te Walpounamu/ South Istand)
Total 11

areas were

Counties,

has

lTRIBESMAN“,"TRIBESWOMAN",

s« 1if we compare them to say in the United Kingdom -
that their

Shropshire/Yorkshire/Lancanshire/Essex etc.
list the Provinces

The

ARE IN MY

view,(2013) -obsolete/antiquated/archaic. Yet,
Maori cling to "tribal roots." ? Can the

over-use of the word trib

A Hinkine

why do part-
Panel resolve the
"= t-days rural/urban areas,

?






Constitutional Advisory Panel. - Y
C/o Ministry of Justice.Wellington. AUCKLAND '

May 3, 2013.

Discussion Subject:
What has the Waitangi Tribunal achieved.?

(Submission # 14.)

We are, in New Zealand ‘especially fortunate that the Press,
generally have very high standards in the calibre of
WY s

expertness that is nrovided hv coantrihntore +n +ho W1 nee___
to the Editor"

Here is one from Malcolm Bailey,Albany dated August 5 2012, to
the "Sunday Star Times. (Their: 'WINNING WORDS" )

The frustration,.. many of us share,... is that Government's
( of either Party ) generally choose to ignore public opin-
ion. That this, Constitutional Advisory Board, has been set

up is encouraging. Only time will tell; The Letter:

WE ARE RACTALLY DIVIDED:

Mr. Bailey is right, and
if it is of any help,here's
my view to the Panel:-
# T would ponder;is the
Prime Minister and his
caucus aware of the public
view that race relations
are ‘worsening. and why.?
*# T repeat, a Nation
cannot prosper the way
New Zealand is divided.
This country is sadly split,
Part-Maori/the rest of us.
# What is frustrating now
about Natiomal,I repeat;
that in the 2002 and 2005
Elections, they preached,-
a policy of "ONE RULE FOR
ALL"™, '
* Tn an earlier Submission
T quoted Bill Emglish,
"WE ARE ALL NEW ZEALANDERS"

% I believe that Mr Key,has
wrongly gambled that hav—
ing Sharples/Turia/Flavell
(Who only see their views from the Marae) - as 'partners' will
~see National in opposition next year, facing a Coalition.

* Yet, Mr. Key took on the Prime Minister's role,promising
to"make a difference." If Mr. Key, wants to improve

Race Relations in New Zealand, - for all of us,...he needs

to listen. This means, investigating, and perhaps closing down

the wunpopular Treaty of Waitangi Tribunal. _ '

* .He could, as promised by Mr. English,- dismantle part-
Maori race-based Departments for Health/Education and Law etc.

* National, needs to educaté . the nation as to why urgent
reforms are necessary. Theéy need to bring out in the open
problems of ethnicity,that "feeling Maori' is unacceptable,

% 1In short,- he should stop pandering to part Maori activists
and part Maori academics )

-J. Hipkins






Constitutional Advisory Panel. )
C/o Ministry of Justice. Auckland
Wellington. : May 4, 2013,

(Submission # 15) Discussion Subject: Cultural Competency idea.

Sometimes we believe in miracles. The Panel may remember that in
2011, the Maori Party convinced Anmne Tolley, the then Minister of
FEducation, to introduce a Cultural Competency Programle which

e oy o -...'I"I.. e DU R S - s s nn-..-.-..-'l....-;._.._ N ——
- - - = - - - & — - === -——

ethnlc m1nor1ty.

That was the phrase,... plus other quotes to follow,.. written by
Michael Laws in the Sunday-Star. Times, 12/6/2011. I wrote to

the Minister,(copied P. Sharples/J. Key/w English/C. Flnlayson) to
discuss this outrageous idea with Caucus.

The outcome was, the Minister was replaced, and the concept was
tossed out by the Government. I raise this issue, for the

Panel to discuss,,how this compulsion would have generated
considerable resentment from teachers.already burdened with an
overloaded curriculum.

The part-Maori members of the Panel will be surprised to read
that Dr.Pita Sharples, felt justified with this plan, because

he had "visited a school, and they did'any even know their local
iwi. " . ( Law's added, — "One can understand how that must
vitally affect the grades of struggling Maori students.")

The others points that Michael Laws made to his readership:-

* Belief of the 'Taniwha:

"What happens when the cultural beliefs of the few begin to
affect the many. ? "

; General: ,

* "We have ©become excessively sensitive to the expectations

of the minor treaty partmer, because we have a rat-nibbled

relic that imposes itself upon our present, and seeks to
control our future. " :
" . ‘
The Treaty acts as an impediment to true natiomal unmity,

and is a ghetto blanket for Maori." -

i

# " But,... it has become something else in the past decade.
It demands, that we respect what we should not.
That we suspend rational judgement, because some
Maori suspend theirs.

" There is a new demand upon the teaching profession that
they accord the MAORI LANGUAGE AND CULTURE a primacy
that is accorded none other."

REERRERR
There were. other points I made in my letter to the Minister:

-

(a) Tn comparing Maoridom's GRIEVANCE INDUSTRY "CLAIMS":-

(A clumsy comparison, I know,..) I wrote: "My Father was

gassed by the Germans in yorld War One.... My uncle, aged 33
was killed by the Germans in Libya 1941.For New Zealanders
there is no grievance industry for these historic events."

I wish the panel well. John Hipkins.






Constitutional Advisory Panel

C/o Ministry of. Just%ce Wellington. SRR A

(Submission # 16.) May

2013.

NEW ZEALAND NEEDS A SINGLE STANDARD OF CITIZENSHIP FOR ALL:

To the Panel: Discussion Subject: The Maori Land Act, - 1993:

Nine years ago, this self-explanatory

Tot+tt+ror From mvealf woo nuihlichad 4n

the N.Z. Listener ( 8 May,2004.)

It was in response to an article from
Mark Revimngtom,... note in the first
~paragraph I wrote: -" he ignores two
important factors,but given time will
lead to the Treaty of Waitamgi being
scrapped and,longer term a NEW
CONSTITUTION replacing the Treaty of
Waitamgi (spoken of as the 'founding'
document.) "

The first poiht - mixed ethnicity;

The second overlooked item, - that
the History of N.Z. did not start
in 1840

In promulgating this 2004 letter, I am
asking the Panel to readdress how a
person can relate as being 'Maori’'.

I wrote that these/those problems can’
be traced to the Maori Land Act 1993
and the Treaty of Waitangi Act 1975,
repeat 1975,... 38 years ago.

The argumants. I used then, regards
bloody, territorial wars,will not be. .
repeated here,... and I have raised
these sad facts of our history,in
other submissions.

Fe SRR F R

In the remaining space, for the Panel

I am referring to another Michael Laws
contribution, Sunday-Star-Times,25th
of October, 2009, titled:- :
"Maori "racism' creates culture of
failure we should not accept."™ Points:

# In referring to Johm Balance, he

wrote that he was a compassionate
Premier, and a paternalistic mnative
affairs minister, but for some reasons
he is seen by some Maori as a provincial
pariah, an unscrupulous land grabber
who ensured indigenous misery.

GRPyrY

i wmﬁﬁhaiﬁ?ﬁJQ“

I/

Laws wrote,"It is a perception wholly at variance with the facts. "

% Michael Laws, asks readers,..where does the 'hate' come from.?

He says the answer"is the local kura kaupapa,

their New Zeal--

and ‘'history' is hopelessly skewed and often wrong."

John Hipkins






Constitutional Advisory Panel.
C/o Ministry of Justice Auckland
Wellington. May 6, 2013.

~(8ubmission # 17 )
NEW ZEALAND NEEDS A SINGLE STANDARD OF CITIZENSHIP FOR ALL:

To the Panel: Discussion subject:What is spent on te reoﬁﬁuﬂding?

Tn +hio Guhrn-nn-rnnfﬂ-17\ — T want the Panal tan farctie an haw murh

of all New Zealander's Tax-take is directed to part—Maori
organisations,.. with the view-point that Government should look
at merging many of _

these Government Depart-

ments.That makes sense for

the fragile/debt-ridden

economy. ‘

(a). te Wiki o Reo Maori
MAORI LANGUAGE WEEK.

This cutting from the N.Z.

Herald is dated 26/7/2010.

Here, it is reported by

Yvonne Tahana, — that only

7% speak the Maori lang-

uage confidently.

I do not have the latest 7 Co rw* it !annwWEhﬁth
statistics, since 2010, of
how much the Government
spends on this project,

but the non-Maori citizens
have been vocal in their
anger: many suggesting that
this (then) estimated $250
Million, could have come out
.of the generous Waitangi
Settlement Funds to Maori.

£3

The reporting here is self
explanatory.

R TR R Vo R PR TR PR T V)

(b) AUCKLAND COUNCIL's
Maori Statutory Board is
UNELECTED, and . the
subject of a separate

Submission.
BRI RSR

(c) Separate Government Departments for PART-MAORI people:

MAORI COMMUNITY SERVICES ...MINISTRY OF MAORI DEVELOPMENT ....
MAORI LAND COURT ...MAORI TELEVISION ...MAORI TRUST FLATS ...
MAORI WOMAN'S WELFARE LEAGUE ..TE PIRITI SPECIAL TREATMENT UNIT
WAITANGI_TRIBUNAL _ OFFICE OF TREATY SETTLEMENTS .. PUAWAITAHI
SPECIAL SERVICES (Central Auckland) KOROWAI MANAAKI YOUTH JUST-
ICE North Residence, and WHAKATAAKAPOKAI CARE AND PROTECTION |
Residence.(Child Youth & Family) TE PUNI KOKIRI Takeover's
Panel. (A1l from the 'Phone Directory) '

J. Hipkins
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(Submission
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NEW ZEALAND NEEDS A SINGLE STANDARD OF CITIZENSHIP FOR ALL:

Tq the Panel:

Discussion noints:Panl Moon's

This Horrid Practice

"ORAL HISTORY FOR THE STRONG OF STOMACH.

N THIS post-colonial age of pe E ance
I for the deeds of past British

governments we perhaps forget that
the Treaty of Waltang'l and subsequent

E settlement of New Zealand hy: Pakeha ‘had’

.one outcome that nobody has quesﬁﬁned
since.’
Maom stopped eating each other.
Lord Normanby, formii atinghi
instructions for the first, €rnor,

- Wﬂham Hobson, ordered 'him to'crush the

“savage practlses of hum rifice and

cannibalism”. Hobson, clanfymg the point,

responded by asking whether he was
“authorised to “repress these diabolical
acts by force”, '

The fact that kai tanga a- canmbahsm

~ had its place in Maori culture horrified
the British as early as 1760, when James

Cook found evidence, They were shocked,

obfuscation. Yet how else can we really
think about a subject that lies'so far from
our own cultural norms‘? That’s
particularly so when we think about
Moon’s conclusions. Cannibalism, he tells
us, was “fundamentally a moral act” to
pré-European Maori:

Moon disputes:the traditional Pakeha
idea that Maori canmbahs_ wasa | -
symbolic way in which mana couldbe
consumed, among other things
to Moon, settler observers
own prejudices, misunderstood what
Maori were dumg Maori, for their part,
explained their practlces in terms they

. hoped the missionaries mlght understand

or accept.

The reahty, Moon suggests, s that
although clad in mythology and ritual,
cannibalism was also, at times, a practical

The/dissonance was as Pau] Meon puts it,
the “most abrupt rupturing of humanity
between the civilised and the barbarian”.

Moon’s new book This Horrid Practice:

: Ltudy of Maori cannibalism in all its
:soc1al'and cultural meanings, is a braye |
look at a topic that, to date, has been
largely off the historical menu. And that’s

not surprising. Cannibalism is so foreign
to western society, so ;evoltmg in its

' coneept, that it is diffictilt to even think
about the idea.
~ Moon handles his subject with
extraordinary care. He quotes Kimble
Bent’s nauseatmg descrlptmn of Maori
cannibalism in action along with a few
.general early accounts: But-other than
this, his text is abstract; he discusses the
practice as a social and philosophical
concept, slicing and dicing the idea from

THIS HORRID
. PRACTICE
By Paul Moon
Penguin, $40
4 Reviewed by
- Matthew Wright

.matter in pre-European days.

He also argues that by 1840, even as
the treaty was being signed, the practice
was in its “death throes”, Europe was one

‘agent for its extinction, jalthough Moon is
_probably:right to say that Maori culture '

was not so easily: ehanged the underlying

symbohsm emerged in other areas.

To me his conclusion raises an obvious

question. Were Maori changing anyway?

How much did the so-called “musket
wars” 0f 1810-40 a contribute tothe shift?

This Review was published in Septembér 2008.

discussion,as

«s.in the first para,...

£l

I quote:

every angle. It was practlcal ritual,
<cultural, its origin'buried in Maori
'creatmn mythology Even kumara, Moc
ireveals, was a symboho ‘metaphor for
human flesh,

This is history as ‘concept; lnstory as
meaning. His text provokes, he spurs
thought and emotion without wallowin,
in luridness. At timeg this approach car
be mnntentmnaﬂy w1tty one chapter
describes the “anatemy" of Maori |
cannibalism. And of course the term “o:
legacy”; meaning spoken history, g gains
‘quite other dlmens: on in context of
Moonls toplc i

For all that, his: audxence is not the
‘casual reader; his ment remaing
staunchly academic. Care for afew “mt
generational epigenetic'traits”, anybod:

We may decry such boffin- headed

Moon has also missed some historical
points, He discusses the late-1860s revival
of cannibalism by Titokowaru, but doesn’t
explore why. The Ngati Ruanm chief
intended to terrorise the Pakeha
community and draw power from a
revival of Maori traditional yalues.

These issues aside, Moon’s book is a
remarkably dispassionate gnd thorough
(discussion of one of our strengest cultural
taboos, one that stands at the sharp edge
of the early settler'age interaction
between Maori and Pakeha. His text is
dense, abstract and provoecative. And
those with a strong stomach may wish to
deyour the ‘contents in a smgle sitting.

W Historian Matthew Wright's boak about the New
Zealand Wars, Two Peoples, One Land, is published
by Reed (Raupo).

I include it for
" we forget that

the TREATY OF WAITANGI,and subsequent settlement of New Zealand

by Pakeha,

Maori stopped eating each other."

Definition of GRIEVANCE,

the Panel:-

going

Do present part-Maori-iwi,
other part-maori- iwi- tribes, that .
Claim/Settlement process,...tribe against trlbe. ?

ness"

had one outcome that. nobody has questloned since,

"that which causes grief or uneasi-

My gquestion to

have a grievance to any

warrants i on-—

J. Hipkins






Constitutional Advisory Panel.
C/o Ministry of Justice Wellington. ATUCKLAND

(Submission # 19) ng 6, 2013.

NEW ZEALAND NEEDS A SINGLE STANDARD OF CITIZENSHIP FOR ALL:

. To the Panel: Discussion Subject: Race-based representation:

Attarbmente Froam the N 7 Hnrq'lﬂ' a rantrihntdinan -f-"vnm s PO |
Goldsmith (14/2/2011) .."RACE BASED REPRESENTATION
IS A BACKWARD STEP."

This National LIST MP asks 1mportant questions which I pass
on to the Panel for discussion.

I agree with all the arguments that are now placed on the
files for the Constitutional Advisory Panel.

What Mr. Goldsmith is writing about is the Government's
introduction of separate Maorl seats, on AUCKLAND COUNCIL.
It is undemocratlc ‘

His major items for discussion are:

* For the Panel: "What can be more divisive tham a
approach that singles out one group

in a city to give them a substantially
more influential voice than everyone
else. ?2 "

Questions:

(1) Why is the new Mayor so determined to elevate the
importance of race. ?

(2) What is to be gained by breaking our democratic principles
to give votes on Council committees to unelected and

’"ﬁﬁaccoﬁntabie Maori appointees N

(3) This group will -make decisions +that require the forcible
taking of money from Ratepayers.

(4) He concludes: New Zealand needs to think very seriously
about where it is going with its special treatment for
MAORI...... no good can_ come out of it.

) i g b oo

Bernard Orsman, NZ Herald,Dec. 1,2011.

To the left, for the records and Panel
information data you would have read in

his contribution,..Iwi board wants city

to cough up $295 Million. ,

I am unaware if these figures are valid
now,. One councillor opposed the funding
because he did not believe imn the Maori
Board. Bernard quoted Maori Board Chair
David Taupiri, WE ARE SEEKING 3% OF THE
COUNCIL'S BUDGET FOR 10% OF THE POPULATION.
He added, this:- The funding request was
a "foresight' of Parliament, to emsure
Maori were recognised in the Super City.

f The Mayor said, the Board was doing what it
t ; i"g:;' ggr'iﬁa :.’Jﬂ%rﬁga; (hz.f?a’.%ﬁgﬂgaeon;:ems) was mandated to do,.......

1" knowledge) ‘ :

- ' | - ~ohn Hipkins






(10)
The submitter included the following published material which was removed for copyright reasons:

e NZ Listener—11/4/13, ‘Powhiri — Phooey’, by Bill Ralston.
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e NZ Herald — 25/4/13, ‘Harawira a rare sight in the house’, by Claire Trevett.

e NZ Herald — 9/7/13, ‘History repeats when it comes to claims’, by Garth George.
e NZ Herald —4/8/10, ‘Hone sends a message from a dark past’, by Brian Rudman.
e NZ Herald - 5/3/07, ‘Scientist defends warrior gene’, by Jon Stokes.






