Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa©

Indigenous Peoples of Aotearoa Representative,
C/- 151 Champion Street,

Porirua, Wellington.

Aotearoa (New Zealand).

E-mail: ngakaitiakioteika@gmail.com

Phone: 027-441-6606

Tuesday 28 June 2016.

Victoria Tauli-Corpuz.
United Nations Special Rapporteur on Indigenous Peoples Rights,
The United Nations.

RE: The Indigenous peoples of Aotearoa Representative, Nga Kaitiaki o
Aotearoa®©, make application to the United Nations.

Tena koe Wikitoria, nga mihi mahana ki a koe—-warm greetings to you Victoria,

This Notice by Written Communication is from Nga Kaitiaki©, for and on behalf of the indigenous
people of Aotearoa. There are five parts:
1. Application to the United Nations;

2. The affects and effects of TPP and the TPPA on the indigenous people of Aotearoa;
3. Nga Kaitiaki©, who we are;

4. Presentation to the U.N. of Nga Kaitiaki© claims and cases against:

(a) Present New Zealand P.M. John Key and National Government, including the Attorney General
Chris Finlayson, MFAT Ministers, Murray McCully, Tim Grosser and Todd McClay;

(b) Previous P.M. Helen Clark and Labour Government;

(c) The Crown;

(d) Governor General Mateparae, Queen Elizabeth Il Representative in New Zealand; and

(e) Governor of the Federal Reserve Bank of New Zealand Graeme Wheeler.

5. Attachments to Notice:
(i) Explanation of differences, e.g. Aotearoa and New Zealand, Maui and Maori.
(i1) Interpretation of terms;
(iii) Reference documents.



1: The Indigenous peoples of Aotearoa Representative, Nga Kaitiaki o
Aotearoa®©, make application to the United Nations:

(a) For the recognition and acknowledgement of the Maui people, the Indigenous People’s of
Aotearoa, and our sovereign rights of self-determination, self-governance and political
autonomy;

(b) To be invited to join, and take our rightful place, representing the natural persons, the
living, breathing, indigenous peoples of Aotearoa in the United Nations; and

© For the assistance and guidance to present our cases in urgency to The United Nations
General Assembly, and, or, to any other Court that has the authority and jurisdiction to deal
with our constitutional issues. These are presented in Part 4 of this Notice.

2. The affects and effects of TPP, TPPA and all other current treaties and

agreements.

I am writing on behalf of Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa®©, the indigenous peoples of Aotearoa, to bring
to your attention the seriousness of the Laws, Acts, Statutes, and actions of previous and present
governments of New Zealand, including the Foreshore and Seabed Act, Treaty of Waitangi
Settlements, the TPP (Trans Pacific Partnership), TPPA (Trans Pacific Partnership Agreement),
RCEP (Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership), the TiSA- (Trade in Services Agreement)
and all Free Trade Agreements, due to the affects and effects that it will have on the indigenous
peoples of Aotearoa, and New Zealanders alike, who will bear the social, economic and cultural
consequences of this Agreement.

The New Zealand governments have been instrumental in getting the TPP and TPPA off the ground
and both have been negotiated and signed off by the New Zealand government alone.

They have refused to acknowledge or recognise us and have failed to consult and actively engage in
good faith with us. The entire process has violated our sovereign rights. We have been sold-out by
the TPPA sham.

The Waitangi Tribunal decision on the TPPA was: “the New Zealand Government’s blanket refusal
to release documents about TPPA was unlawful.”

Presently there are further Treaties, namely the RCEP- Regional Comprehensive Economic
Partnership, and EFF-Electronic Frontier Foundation Agreements, TiSA- Trade in Services
Agreements, and other FTA- Free Trade Agreements which are all being negotiated behind closed
doors without our active engagement or participation.

Our concerns with the Trans Pacific Partnership Agreement.

* The Treaty exception is limited in scope and relies on the good will of the government to
protect Maui rights, which repeated Waitangi Tribunal reports show it has failed to do.

» The TPPA conflicts with Maui rights guaranteed under Te Tiriti o Waitangi and the
UNDRIP.



The Crown and New Zealand Governments commitment to indigenous peoples’ right to self-
government and political autonomy and their right to the recognition, observance, engagement
and enforcement of treaties, should have informed the negotiations of the TPPA and other
treaties and agreements.

* Because the TPPA has the potential to impact on hapu and iwi and their resources, it requires
informed consent, or at the least a robust bona fide engagement so Maui views are fully
incorporated into decision making.

* Despite the Wai 262 report saying the Crown’s policies and practices did not comply with
Te Tiriti o Waitangi, and too often came after decisions were made, there was no credible
attempt to engage in robust bona fide engagement with Maui before or during the TPPA
negotiations.

* “With each instrument that it signs up to, the Crown has less freedom in how it can provide
for and protect Maui, their tino rangatiratanga, and their interests in such diverse areas as
culture, economic development and the environment.” (Waitangi Tribunal, WAI-262, 2012).

» The UN Special Rapporteur James Anaya, on the rights of indigenous peoples singled out
investment chapters of agreements like the TPPA and investor-state dispute settlement as a
risk to our indigenous rights and a constraint on our ability to gain remedies.

» The TPPA’s economic model is based on trade liberalisation, monopoly rights to own and
exploit intellectual property, and privileged rights for foreign investors, and will not serve a
future Maui economic development agenda that is built around core Maui values, commitment
to environmental sustainability, and Tino Rangatiratanga.

» The TPPA leaves the rights and interests of Maui vulnerable to foreign states and
corporations who have no obligations under Te Tiriti o Waitangi or the UNDRIP, and who
will have a legal right to pursue their interests through private international mechanisms.

* The government has made far-fetched claims regarding the economic gains to New Zealand
and to Maui because of their significant presence in natural resource sectors of the economy.
Those figures are not supported by evidence and ignore the tangible and intangible costs of the
TPPA to Maui.

» The TPPA fetters the sovereignty of Maui, under Te Tiriti o Waitangi, and the UN
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP), and as a matter of social justice.

» Several chapters guarantee foreign states and their commercial interests the right to
participate in New Zealand’s domestic decisions, while Mauli, as tangata whenua have no
similar guarantees.

* Rights of Maui relating to Intellectual Property (IP), biodiversity, and environmental law and
policy, guaranteed through Te Tiriti o Waitangi and the UNDRIP, are significantly affected by
the TPPA.



* The IP chapter strengthens the rights of holders of ‘state-recognized’ intellectual property
rights, a form of intellectual property that will not protect matauranga Maui and the rights of
kaitiaki and has, in many cases, undermined those rights.

* Despite the Treaty of Waitangi exception, the provisions in the IP chapter will make it more
difficult for Maui to achieve changes that are necessary to protect rights and obligations of
kaitiaki in relation to matauranga Maui.

« Commercialisation of the matauranga associated with genetic and biological resources and of
the resources themselves, will compromise the kaitiaki relationship and once again put the
Crown in breach of Te Tiriti 0 Waitangi.

Further Trans Pacific Partnership and the Trans Pacific Partnership Agreement concerns:
The British “Crown”, Monarch of the Realm, have breached their obligations guaranteed in Te
Tiriti o Waitangi. The Representative for Monarch Queen Elizabeth Il in New Zealand Governor
General Mateparae and the Attorney General have both received Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa©
documentation. To date they have disregarded us as mere subjects and citizens of New Zealand
therefore we are also laying charges against them both which are presented in Part 4.

Failure by the present N.Z. National Government, the Ministers for Trade Tim Grosser and Todd
McClay, and Foreign Affairs Minister McCully, to consult and actively engage with indigenous

peoples, the hapu and iwi of Aotearoa, so they could exercise their indigenous peoples’ absolute
rights and sovereignty, in decisions that affect them.

Loss of sovereignty, democratic rights, and lack of transparency;

N.Z. Governments refusal to provide any documentation or text, on account of the TPPA being
“secret” and that it was too complex.

They can’t assert, on the one hand, that consultation has occurred, and then on the other hand refuse
to divulge anything on the grounds of secrecy;

Would impose punishing regulations that give multi-national Corporations unprecedented rights to
demand taxpayer compensation for policies they think will undermine their expected future profits
straight from the Treasuries of participating nations;

Would push the agenda of PHARMAC in the developing world to impose longer monopoly control
on drugs, drastically limiting access to affordable generic medications that our people have become
dependant on;

Would undermine food safety by limiting labelling and forcing countries like Aotearoa to import
food that fails to meet its national safety standards, in addition to banning “buy local” preferences;

Would impose investor protections that incentivize off-shoring jobs through special benefits for
companies;

The rights of future Governments and Councils to make policy will be constrained and which will
have a major impact on us.



Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa®© have sent a Notice by Written Communication to MFAT,
informing the Ministers of who we are and our status, standing in law, applicable law and
jurisdiction. That we the tangata whenua have not joined the Trans Pacific Partnership, that
they have not consulted with us, and have not yet obtained our free and informed consent or
mandate to negotiate on our behalf.

They had not released any documentation on the T.P.P. or the T.P.P. Agreement to us
therefore they could not sign to any Partnership or Agreement on our behalf.

They have disregarded Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa© documentation including the notice by
written communication, and have continued on regardless.

The TPPA contract is not binding on Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa®©, representing the indigenous
people of Aotearoa, in fact all contracts, treaties and commercial agreements entered,
negotiated and signed without our full participation, and robust and bona fide engagement as
recognised and guaranteed in Te Tiriti o Waitangi are void and unenforceable at law. Hence
we present our Claims to you.

Under Common law, all contracts must be entered into, knowingly, voluntarily and
intentionally by both parties or it is void.

If it’s not full disclosure, it’s not an agreement. If it's not an agreement it is not a contract
enforceable at law, and in fact it is fraud, malice, deceit, undue influence and mistake.

These are the characteristics of a common law contract. There is another, it must be based on
substance.

Federal Reserve Notes are not substance but worthless, ink-on-paper, permanently, unfulfilled,
irredeemable, corporate promises to pay, fiat, F.R.N. Scrip.

There is no valuable consideration, substance, for the indigenous peoples, in exchange, for all

resources, (including S.O.E.’s-State Owned Enterprises), the lands and territories of Aotearoa.

Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa© have on the 14" of March 2016,“hand delivered” a Notice by
Written Communication to the Reserve Bank of New Zealand, enquiring as to who authorised
the use of our intellectual property “Aotearoa,” on their newly issued currency of New
Zealand? There has been no reply as requested.

This is another case that we present to the Court for a decision.

TPP and TPPA and all current contracts and commercial agreements, conflicts with the indigenous
people’s rights, and the British Crown “Monarch of the Realm,” obligations to Te Tiriti 0 Waitangi,
as well as the UNDRIP.

The UNDRIP has been formally endorsed by an overwhelming majority of U.N. member states.
Canada, Australia, New Zealand and the U.S. voted against the UNDRIP in the General Assembly,
but later reversed their position and endorsed it as a fundamental document on the human rights of
indigenous peoples. This prior commitment entered into in good faith should therefore have
informed their negotiations of the TPPA.

The Right to free, prior and informed consent (FPIC).
The Right to Free, Prior and Informed Consent comes into direct conflict with the TPPA, especially
the Investment chapter, when it privileges rights of foreign investors over indigenous rights.



Section B of the Investment chapter allows foreign investors from TPP countries to enforce the
special rights they are given under the Agreement through offshore ad hoc arbitral processes.

The fundamental objection is that ISDS-Investor-State Dispute Settlement lacks the characteristics
of a credible and independent legal process and effectively supplants national judicial processes as
the appropriate legal forum for a privileged class of foreign investors. Investment tribunals are still
ad hoc with the ‘Judges’ selected by the parties. The TPPA says there will be a code of conduct for
arbitrators, but is not required until the agreement comes into force?

Article 32 of the UNDRIP says:
States shall consult and cooperate in good faith with the Indigenous peoples concerned
through their own representative institutions in order to obtain their free and
informed consent prior to the approval of any project affecting their lands or
territories and other resources, particularly in connection with the development,
utilization or exploitation of mineral, water or other resources.

When in the course of human events, it becomes necessary for one people to dissolve the Political
Bands which have connected them with another, and to assume among the powers of the earth, the
separate and equal station to which the laws of nature and of which nature’s God entitled them, a
decent respect to the opinion of mankind requires that they should declare the causes which impel
them to the separation.

“We hold these truths to be self evident that all mankind are created equal. That they are endowed
by their Creator with certain absolute, inalienable, unbroken and enduring rights, that among these
are life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness. That to secure these rights Governments are instituted
among men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed, that whenever any form of
government becomes destructive of these ends, it is the right of the people to alter or abolish it and
institute new government, laying its foundations on such principles and organising its powers in
such form as to them shall seem most likely to effect their safety and happiness.”

When a long train of injuries, abuses and usurpations, pursuing invariably the same object, evinces
a design to reduce them under absolute despotism, it is their right, it is their duty to throw off such
government, and to provide new guards for their future security.

Such has been the patient sufferance of the indigenous peoples of Aotearoa and such is now the
necessity which constrains us to alter and replace our present systems of Government.

Due to the continuing abuses, injuries and usurpations by New Zealand’s Governments, including
and culminating in 2016 with the signing of the TPPA by Prime Minister Key and National
Government, which has been rushed through the MFADT (Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade)?
Select Committee process with stealth, to the First Reading in Parliament, though the people of
New Zealand opposed the Agreement by 39% to 26%, as of right, Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa© have
begun to unite the indigenous people of Aotearoa, to initiate and advance our collective sovereign
positions, to the establishment of a Sovereign Aotearoa Government

In the words of Justice David Baragwanath-“Tikanga Maori, in a broad sense, is the body of
rules and values developed by Maori to govern themselves.” (Attachment No. 5).



3. Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa®©.

I begin with these three maxims:
The principle part of everything is the beginning;

Truth is the first cause. It is what is found and what has to be found for the resolution of any
dispute, and the determination of an assessment phase in commerce as to who owes what
and why; and

All truth is subjective. Only each free-willed being possesses the right, duty, privilege and
capacity to state one’s own truth in accordance with one’s unique nature, perspectives and
priorities. As per maxim of law- “The order of things is confounded if everyone preserves
not his or her jurisdiction.

I go by the appellation David James Nepia Swinton©, Common law Copyrighted Property.

I am a sovereign, natural person, David James Nepia of the Heremia-Swinton family of Te
Whanau-a-Maruhaeremuri hapu, a sub-tribe of Te Whanau-a-Apanui, from the eastern
geographic region of the northern Island Te Ika-a-Maui, Aotearoa.

I am a sentient, living, breathing, flesh-and-blood man under the laws of Almighty God, as
distinguished from an artificial legal construct ens-legis, and is neither a surety, nor an
accommodation party, for any juristic person, being of sound mind and over the age of twenty-
one, whose advocate is Emmanuel, the Christ of Nazareth, reserving all rights, and who has no
bar attorney, is without an attorney and having never been represented by an attorney, and not
waiving counsel, knowingly and willingly declares and duly affirms, in accordance with law,
in special visitation, in good faith, that all facts and statements are of my own first-hand
knowledge, and | do solemnly swear, declare, and depose that | am competent to state the
matters set forth herein, that I have personal knowledge and belief of the facts stated herein,
and all facts stated are true, correct, complete and certain, mark my words.

I pledge my unlimited liability- the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth so help me
God, on the veracity, relevance, accuracy and verifiability of everything that I assert.

I confirm that | am stating my truth in the capacity of being a living, biological being, and not
as a corporate fiction functioning in limited liability.

I was nominated and appointed “Kaitiaki” of Aotearoa- “Guardian of the lands and territories
of Aotearoa, (God’s lands of inheritance to Maui), and of its peoples autonomy”, on the 28"
October 2003, at Te Tii Marae Waitangi, Te Ika-a-Maui, and was stationed at the Native
Assessors Court Building in Whangarei. | was also a member of Nga Tikanga Law Society at
the Native Assessors Court in Whangarei.

Nga Kaitiaki: 0 Te Atua; o Aotearoa; o Te Ika-a-Maui; o Apanui Waipapa me
Hinemahuru; o Te Whanau-a-Apanui; and Whanau-a-Maruhaeremuri®©, also referred
to as Nga Kaitiaki©, is Common Law Copyrighted Property and | am the Representative,
Agent and spokesperson for Nga Kaitiaki®©.

Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa© are the indigenous, tangata whenua, first nation peoples of
Aotearoa, the “kaitiaki,” the collective guardians and trustees of Almighty God the Creator, of
all resources including all minerals and water in the earth, everything in the sea, everything on



the ground, and including the airspace, out to the International boundaries of the lands and
territories of Aotearoa.

Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa®© further assert the right to own, control, manage and develop our
ancestral lands and territories, waters and all resources that are inextricably linked to our
survival and to the preservation and further development of our knowledge systems and
culture for the benefit of present and future generations of the hapu, the owners, their families
and their descendants, and to ensure that the sacred, ceremonial and culturally significant sites,
areas, and practises of the hapu on the lands and territories of Aotearoa are preserved,
respected and protected from destructive and exploitive development.

Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa© further assert our indigenous peoples rights of self-determination,
self-governance and political autonomy over all resources, of the waters, lands and territories
of Aotearoa.

The Waitangi Tribunal has summarised the “kaitiaki” perspectives in relation to ‘bio-prospecting’
as follows:

Bio prospectors should not use maatauranga Maui (Maori) about taonga species without the
consent of Kaitiaki.

The Kaitiaki relationship with taonga species is so all-encompassing that it amounts to
ownership of the genetic resources of that species. The result, claimants said, is that no
exploitation of those resources should be allowed without Kaitiaki consent.

Bio prospectors should not use taonga species if such is inconsistent with ‘tikanga Maui and
therefore damages the kaitiaki relationships with those species. Kaitiaki claim a right of
veto over use in order to protect their relationship.

In exceptional cases, the Kkaitiaki relationship is so special that it extends to both the genetic
and biological resources of the taonga species. They therefore claim ownership of each of
the living examples of that species within the traditional territory of the Kaitiaki hapu and
iwi.

The Right of Indigenous Peoples to self determination.

Indigenous people’s advocates, particularly those from the so-called CANZUS States-(Canada,
Australia, New Zealand and the United States of America) sought extensive rights relating to self-
determination, self-government, free, prior and informed consent (FPIC), treaty rights and historical
redress.

Under the U.N.-led decolonisation programme, over 70 colonies and dependant territories or
“peoples” acquired independence. Consistent with the common Articlel of the International
Human Rights Covenants, Indigenous peoples of the CANZUS States argued that as prior sovereign
“peoples” who had entered into Treaty’s with Great Britain (excepting Australia), they too were
entitled to the right to self-determination. Most indigenous advocates did not seek full
independence. But what was important was the option of independence should indigenous
peoples and the state fail to negotiate fair terms of co-existence within the modern state.

Therefore, the final version of Article 3 is the linchpin of the Declaration:



“Indigenous peoples have the right to self-determination. By virtue of that right they
freely determine their political status and freely pursue their economic, social and
cultural development.

At no time may a people be deprived of a means of its own subsistence.”

Due to the continuing abuses, injuries and usurpations by the Crown and New Zealand
Incorporation’s Parliament and Government on the indigenous peoples’ of Aotearoa,
Nga Kaitiaki© are now forced to take action.

My Common Law Copyright Notice, Affidavit, and Notice by Written Communication have
been forwarded by “Registered Mail” to the Governor General and Attorney General.

They have both been given notice of my sovereign status and position, and that of Nga
Kaitiaki o Aotearoa©. To date there have been no rebuttals by counter-affidavit as requested.

Treaty of Waitangi Settlement Negotiations.

The Treaty Negotiators for and on behalf of the hapu and iwi of Aotearoa, are Crown, New
Zealand Incorporation, government, constituted, statutory recognised and acknowledged
entities.

Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa®© have disclaimed all: F.O.M.A.-Federation of Maori Authorities;
MILFG-the Maori Iwi Leaders Forum Group; Maori Congress; Maori Council; Maori Trust
Boards; Runanga Incorporated Societies; Trusts; and all other artificial, corporately coloured,
Maori statutory recognised and acknowledged entities, as being agents, or representatives for
Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa© and do not recognise or acknowledge these artificial, fictitious,
juristic, corporate entities, their institutions, associations, decisions or their actions. Their
agreements, treaties and contracts are not binding on Nga Kaitiaki®©.

As per maxim, ‘There is no agreement, contract or Treaty that will ever be honoured or have
any lawful effect where the same party signs as both the first and second party, for they are
both of the same origin,’ i.e. the Crown entities listed above cannot sign on behalf of the
Crown to the Crown.

The ten foundational maxims of commerce from which all codes, laws and statutes are derived
and based upon:
1. A workman is worthy of his hire. Maxim of law- “It is against equity for freemen
not to have the free disposal of their own property;”
2. All are equal under the law. Maxim of law-“No one is above the law. Commerce
by the law of nations ought to be common and not to be convened into a monopoly and
the gain of a few;”
3. In commerce truth is sovereign. Maxim of law-“To lie is to go against the mind;”
4. Truth is expressed by means of an Affidavit;
5. An un-rebutted Affidavit stands as the truth in commerce. Maxim of law-“He who
does not deny admits;”
6. An un-rebutted Affidavit becomes the judgement in commerce;
7. A matter must be expressed to be resolved. Maxim of law-“He who fails to assert
his rights has none;”
8. He who leaves the field of battle first loses by default. Maxim of law-“He who
does not repel a wrong when he can occasions it”;



9. Sacrifice is the measure of credibility. Maxim of law-“He who bears the burden
ought also derive the benefit”; and

10. A lien or claim can be satisfied only through rebuttal by counter-affidavit point for
point, resolution by jury, or by payment. Maxim of law- “If the Plaintiff does not
prove his case the Defendant is absolved.”

TE TIRITI O WAITANGI, 1840.

This is the Waitangi Tribunal Report, dated the 14" of October 2014, from Judge C T
Coxhead, which states:

“We have concluded that in February 1840, the Rangatira who signed Te Tiriti did not
cede their sovereignty. That is, they did not cede their authority to make and enforce
law over their people or their territories. Rather they agreed to a relationship: one in
which they and Hobson were to be equal- equal while having different roles and different
spheres of influence. In essence, Rangatira retained their authority over their hapu and
territories, while Hobson was given authority to control Pakeha.”

Te Tuarua (Article Two) of Te Tiriti o Waitangi, the Maui (Maori) people gave to Queen
Victoria, the English Crown Monarchy of the Realm, (not the Crown Corporation of London
City), the pre-emptive right to purchase lands, or the right to refuse, to the sale of any Maui
(Maori) land of Aotearoa, however, no Maui, (or Maori), have done that, and to date, the
Crown Monarch of the Realm, Queen Victoria, her heir and successors to Queen Elizabeth 11,
have not purchased one inch of soil in Aotearoa.

The 1852 New Zealand Constitution arose from Westminster Parliament, to provide
authority for the Colonial administration to govern on Queen Victoria’s behalf.

January 10 1920, New Zealand became a foundation member of the League of Nations, the
forerunner of the United Nations.

Membership of the League of Nations was restricted only to Sovereign Countries, and Article
XX of the Covenant of the L.O.N. required the extinguishment of any colonial laws applying
to a member state pre-sovereignty. It was a condition of membership of the L.O.N.

It continues to be a founding principle of the U.N. Charter that the laws of one state cannot be
used in another unless ratified by mutual Treaty. Note here that New Zealand was not a
sovereign country in 1920. The iwi of Mauli, the indigenous peoples of Aotearoa held
sovereignty and continue to retain sovereignty to this present day.

Under International law, once you get a change in Sovereignty then there is a break in
legal continuity.

Nga Kaitiaki© decline and refuse to enter into any contract or commercial agreement
with the Crown or New Zealand Incorporation until such time that they acknowledge,
recognise and engage with Maui, the sovereign, indigenous peoples of the lands and
territories of Aotearoa.
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4. Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa®© Claims to the United Nations:

(4a) Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa©
Versus

New Zealand Prime Minister John Key, Attorney General Chris Finlayson,
M.F.A.T. Ministers Mc Cully, Tim Grosser and Todd McClay, and New Zealand
National Government.

Charges including “genocide” and “arbitrary discrimination”

No consultation or engagement with the indigenous peoples of Aotearoa, with regards to T.P.P.
(Trans Pacific Partnership) and T.P.P.A. (the Agreement), R.C.E.P. (Regional Comprehensive
Economic Partnership, with 15 other Asian members); E.F.F. (Electronic Frontier
Foundation(setting rules for internet in Asian region); G.A.T.S. (General Agreement on Trade in
Services); and T.i.S.A. (Trade in Services Agreement); and

Due to the highest statistics of Maori men women and children at all levels of the justice system,
especially in prison, suicide, homeless, poor health and education, unemployment especially among
our women and young people, and children in CYFS care.

Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa© Charge John Key and the National Party Government, including
previous Governments, with “genocide” and “arbitrary discrimination.”

They have had a co-ordinated plan and strategies of different actions to destroy the Maui,
indigenous peoples, aimed at the destruction of the personal security, liberty, health, dignity, and
even the lives of the individuals belonging to our hapu and iwi, and the disintegration of the
political and social institutions of culture, language, religion, national feelings and economic
infrastructure, with the aim of annihilating Maui, the indigenous peoples of Aotearoa.

Listed below is further evidence and statistics of the acts of genocide by John Key, and the
National Party Government, which include:

They have sold off half of “State Owned Assets,”- assets of Aotearoa, not New Zealand and
continue to sell our water and now the air from Aotearoa;

There is a major Housing crisis. .State housing was sold off and now mainly owned by Government
and local councils. Government, Members of Parliament, Councillors, Associates, friends and
families now own Housing and Energy Companies, etc, through Privatisation.

They have funded 500,000 new immigrants, handing out social welfare, free housing and free food,
while Indigenous and New Zealand families are living in cars, car-ports, garages, or on the streets,
homeless;

Tangata whenua represent 50% male and 63% female in prisons, and also the highest incidence of
re-offending, and also the highest suicide rate.
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There is racism in the Justice system. Two present criminal cases. Four young white males steal
$80,000 worth of property for fun and get off with 6 months home detention. Maori “poacher”
caught with four trout, to feed his family of eight children, jailed for 3 months, another caught with
39 trout jailed for 12 months.

21% of complaints to the Ombudsman are against the Police Force, many are high ranking Officers.
Many complaints to the IPCA- Independent Police Complaints Authority, of 6,700 cases, 41% are
referred back to Police for investigation and resolution?

19 convictions in 2013, 20 in 2014, and 13 in 2015, some of the convictions which in each year
included: wilful damage; corruption; corrupt use of Official information; perverting the course of
justice; dangerous driving causing injury; failing to stop after an accident; supplying meth;
manufactured meth; conspired to deal meth; made intimate visual recordings, theft of drugs; and
receiving stolen goods.

Indigenous peoples, Maui and New Zealand citizens continue to complain of Police bullying,
profiling and targeting, racist abuse and dehumanising treatment of their youth, families and their
communities and perceive themselves to be a lucrative and ongoing source of employment and
revenue for Police and Government of New Zealand Incorporation.

They have added over $100 Billion to the National debt in past 7 years, from $30 Billion to $138
Billion, 3 times more debt than all other governments;

In the words of Political commentators: The Housing system is “broke” (as in broken), Health is
“broke,” Education is “broke,” the Justice system and Corrections is “broke,” MPI- Ministry for

Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries, 1s “broke”;

They have committed financial fraud on an unbelievable scale, e.g. Panama Papers, and spending
tax dollars on themselves. Supposedly a “corruption free” country;

Peoples Democracy has moved from a Representative Government to an Oligarchy, and is now
moving towards being a Plutocracy.

The Prime Minister John Key and Government spent over $26 Million trying to change the New
Zealand Flag, to be rid of the due authority, “the Seal of God, signifying His Dominion and
protection of the Nation; and

New Zealand’s Prime Minister John Key and the National Government’s involvement in “dirty
politics”.

(4b) Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa®©

VERSUS

Previous Prime Minister Helen Clark and the Labour Government of New
Zealand.

Charges including “genocide” and “arbitrary discrimination.”
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Due to the Foreshore and Seabed Act, disenfranchising and depriving Maui of retaining and
securing our sovereign rights over our collective customary land unextinguished of the native,
customary title.

Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa®© also lay charges against Helen Clark, the previous
Prime Minister and Leader of the Labour Party of New Zealand.”

In 2006, the United Nations report on human rights in New Zealand found, under Helen’s
leadership, a growing gap between Maui (Maori) and Pakeha outcomes in health, housing and
income;

In 2007, she refused to sign the Declaration for the Rights of Indigenous Peoples;

She also authorised the unlawful and illegal surveillance and violent invasion of indigenous homes
and communities;

She oversaw the alienation of over 10,000 hectares of indigenous land- the single largest land
alienation ever in New Zealand’s modern times, including the “Foreshore and Seabed Act”; and

In 2008, under Helen Clarke’s leadership, Labour Government refused to commit to climate
change, ocean well-being, water quality, environmental leadership, or natural heritage protection.

Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa®© does not support Helen Clark, the previous Prime Minister and

Leader of the Labour Party of New Zealand, for the Position of Secretary-General of the
United Nations.

(4c) Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa®©

VERSUS
THE CROWN

That the indigenous peoples of the hapu and iwi of Aotearoa have been and continue to be
prejudicially affected:

(i) by the ordinances of the General Legislative Council of New Zealand, and the ordinances
of the Provincial Legislative Council of New Munster, and the provincial ordinances and Acts
(whether or not still in force) passed at any time on or after the 6% day of February 1840; and

(i) by all regulations, orders, proclamations, notices, and other statutory instruments made,
issued, and given at any time on or after the 6" day of February 1840 under any ordinance or
Act referred to in paragraph (a) of this subsection; and

(iii) by all policies and practices (whether or not still in force) adopted by or on behalf of the

Crown, or by any policies and practices proposed to have been adopted by and on behalf of
the Crown; and

13



(iv) by all acts done or omitted at any time on or after the 6% day of February 1840, proposed
to be done or omitted on or after the 6 day of February 1840, proposed to be done or
omitted, by or on behalf of the Crown;-and

that the ordinance or Act, or the regulations, order, proclamation, notice, or other statutory
instrument, or the policy or practice, or the act or omission, was and is inconsistent, and in
breach of Te Tiriti o Waitangi 1840.

Since 2008 we made application to the Waitangi Tribunal with claims against the Crown and New
Zealand Parliament and Government, that we were prejudicially affected by the statutory laws of
“presumption and assumption of ownership,” over the hapu and iwi customary lands, seas and
territories of Aotearoa, the mana whenua and man moana of the hapu and iwi of Aotearoa, and also
the customary rights that derive from the unextinguished customary title.

Since 2008 and throughout the whole process, we have not acknowledged or recognised Section 6
of the Treaty of Waitangi Act 1975, and have continuously declined from stating “that we believed
that the Crown actions or omissions were in breach of the principles of the Treaty of Waitangi.”

Despite not meeting the requirements of Section 6, our following claims were founded and given
Waitangi Tribunal Claim numbers:

Wai Number 1552, was against the Crown’s “assumption of ownership” of Pohueroro and Tawaroa
land blocks within the Whanau-a-Maruhaeremuri hapu customary lands and territories , through the
Conservation Act, re Nga Whenua Rahui Covenants and the Queen Elizabeth 11 National Trust
Covenant; and

Wai Number 2216, which was two claims incorporated into one:

MIR/5907 was against the Crown “assumption of ownership” over the hapu customary rights of
mana whenua and mana moana, through Regulation 9 of the Fisheries (Kaimoana Customary
Fishing) Regulations, which created the Kaitiaki/Tiaki roles, duties and responsibilities;

MIR/6024 was against the Crown “assumption of ownership” over the hapu customary rights of
mana whenua and mana moana, through Regulation 18 of the Fisheries (Kaimoana Customary
Fishing) Regulations, which created a Mataitai Reserve; and

We also claimed on behalf of the hapu Te Whanau a Maruhaeremuri, and on behalf of all the
other hapu of Te Whanau a Apanui, the collective hapu of Te lka a Maui and the collective
hapu of Aotearoa, against the Crown’s assumption of ownership over the customary mana
whenua and mana moana territories of the hapu and iwi of Aotearoa, through the Foreshore
and Seabed Act,

Nga Kaitiaki© have withdrawn and removed our founded claims in the Waitangi Tribunal and
taken our leave from the Waitangi Tribunal, because the Waitangi Tribunal is a Crown Entity and is
only a Commission of Inquiry established by the Treaty of Waitangi Act of Parliament 1975, and it
only has a specific jurisdiction, which does not include the constitutional claims that we had
presented.
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On Friday 24 June 2016, Nga Kaitiaki© gave Notice to the Waitangi Tribunal that we were
withdrawing and removing all our Claims, including Wai No. 1552: and MIR 5907 and MIR
6024, which were incorporated into Wai 2216, and the Foreshore and Seabed Claims on
behalf of Te Whanau a Maruhaeremuri hapu, Te Whanau a Apanui, Te Ika-a-Maui, and
Aotearoa, from the Waitangi Tribunal, due to their specific jurisdiction as a Commission of
Inquiry and the limited authority of the Waitangi Tribunal, which was brought to our attention
in the Memorandum-Directions of the Chairperson, Chief Judge W.W. Isaac, dated 17
December 2014,-

“The Waitangi Tribunal is a statutory Commission of Inquiry. Its jurisdiction is set out in the
Treaty of Waitangi Act 1975 (the Act)”; and

“That the Waitangi Tribunal, as a Commission of Inquiry established by an Act of New
Zealand Parliament, the Waitangi Tribunal only has a specific jurisdiction, which does not
include constitutional issues of this kind.”

That the Waitangi Tribunal is under statutory jurisdiction, and also a Crown entity, and
therefore can offer no recourse or remedies to our claims concerning our constitutional issues
which are outside their jurisdiction, so we had no option but to take our leave.

The following reasons are why Nga Kaitiaki 0 Maruhaeremuri© and Nga Kaitiaki o Te
Whanau-a-Apanui removed and withdrew our Claims and took our leave from the Waitangi
Tribunal. | draw your attention to these facts:

That since the signing of Te Tiriti o Waitangi on the 16 June 1840 at Te Kaha, the hapu of Te
Whanau a Apanui continues to assert that they have retained control, possession and
ownership of their coastal lands and territories of Te Whanau a Apanui;

That the hapu of Te Whanau a Apanui continue to assert their right to own, control and
manage their ancestral lands and territories, waters and other resources, and assert that their
lands and territories are at the core of their existence and they have a distinct spiritual and
material relationship with their land and territory;

The hapu further assert that their lands and territories are inextricably linked to their survival
and to the preservation and further development of their knowledge systems and culture;

That the hapu regard it as a birthright of the descendants of Te Whanau a Apanui to live
according to their tikanga in a physically, culturally and spiritually safe and healthy
environment;

That the hapu want to ensure that the sacred, ceremonial and culturally significant sites, areas,
and practices are preserved, respected and protected from destructive and exploitive
development;

That the hapu assert ownership to te rohe mana whenua and mana moana of Te Whanau a
Apanui based on tikanga, Common law, and amongst other things point to unbroken
occupation, the continued exercise of ancestral mana and the fact that title to te rohe mana
whenua and mana moana of Te Whanau a Apanui has never been ceded to the Crown;

That Tikanga is lawful, according to the law of the land, the law of the people, according to
the law, permitted, sanctioned, or justified by the law, not implied;
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That all of our documentation to the Waitangi Tribunal was signed “Without Prejudice UCC
1-207” which reserved our rights not to be compelled to perform under any contract or
commercial agreement that we did not enter knowingly, voluntarily and intentionally.

That David James Swinton©, Rawiri Swinton and any variation of the appellation, including
Nga Kaitiaki©, are all Common law Copyrighted Property, therefore out of the Statutory
jurisdiction of the Waitangi Tribunal;

That the Governor General and Attorney General have both received by registered mail on the
11" of March 2016, the Common Law Copyright, Affidavit, and Notice by Written
Communication documentation proclaiming and asserting the absolute, inalienable, unbroken
and enduring sovereign rights, standing in law, applicable law and jurisdiction of David James
Nepia Swinton© and Nga Kaitiaki®©.

Therefore David James Swinton© and Nga Kaitiaki© cannot and do not acknowledge
the Treaty of Waitangi Act 1975, or the requirements of Section 6.

Nga Kaitiaki© have disclaimed all: Federation of Maori Authorities, FOMA; the Maori Iwi
Leaders Forum Group, MILFG; Maori Congress; Maori Council; Maori Trust Boards;
Runanga; Incorporated Societies; Trusts; and all other artificial, corporately coloured, Maori,
statutory recognised and acknowledged, juristic entities.

Nga Kaitiaki© do not recognise or acknowledge them, nor are we associated with these
artificial, fictitious, juristic, corporate entities, their institutions, operations, decisions or
actions. They do not represent us, nor are they agents or spokespersons for us.

As per Maxim, There is no agreement, contract or Treaty that will ever be honoured or have
any lawful effect where the same party signs as both the first and second party, for they are
both of the same origin, i.e. the Crown entities named above cannot sign on behalf of the
Crown to the Crown.

(4d) Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa®©
VERSUS

GOVERNOR GENERAL MATEPARAE, QUEEN ELIZABETH II
REPRESENTATIVE IN NEW ZEALAND.

Charges: Include failing to observe, recognise, support, and uphold the rights of self-
determination, self-government and political autonomy of the indigenous, tangata whenua of
Aotearoa, as acknowledged and guaranteed in Te Tiriti o Waitangi 1840.
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(4e) Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa®©

VERSUS

The Reserve Bank of New Zealand and Governor Graeme Wheeler.

Charges include the unauthorised use of our intellectual property “Aotearoa” on Reserve Bank of
New Zealand currency, for they tax and charge us for using their currency.

These are just some of our claims and major concerns that we have presented here in this Written
Communication so that you can examine and evaluate the information and evidence provided to
discern and understand the untenable situation we now find ourselves here in Aotearoa, that incite
and urge Nga Kaitiaki o Aotearoa© to pursue our present course of action.

In your role as United Nations Rapporteur for the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, | ask for your
assistance and guidance to help Nga Kaitiaki 0 Aotearoa© achieve our goals and aspirations to
retain sovereignty, life, liberty, self-determination and the pursuit of unity, peace, harmony and
happiness.

Can you also assist us on how we can access and make application to a constitutionally sanctioned,
Common-law-venue Court.

Do any of the following Courts have jurisdiction to hear our constitutional claims:-

The European Court of Human Rights;

The World Court at The Hague;

The International Court of Justice;

The House of Lords; and

The Privy Council of Great Britain.

Can you please notify me by e-mail, that you have received this communication?

I thank you for your consideration and all possible assistance that you can offer. | look forward to
your reply in earnest.

In closing, “It is in truth, not for glory, nor riches, nor honours that we are fighting, but for freedom
alone, which no honest man gives up but with life itself,” and “Freedom is a hardy plant and must

flower in equality and brotherhood.”

This Notice by Written Communication is dated: the Twenty Eighth Day of the Sixth Month
in The Year of Our Lord Two Thousand Sixteen.

By David James Swinton®©.
Common Law Copyright© 1957 All Rights Reserved.
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3. Attachments to the Written Communication.

(A). Explanation_of differences:
(i) New Zealand Coat of Arms- Chief with taiaha v Woman with flag.

(if) Aotearoa v New Zealand.

(if) Maui of Aotearoa v Maori of New Zealand.

(iv) Te Tiriti o Waitangi v The Treaty of Waitangi.

(v) The Articles of Te Tiriti o Waitangi, 1840 v The Treaty of Waitangi Principles, 1975.

(vi) “The Crown” Monarch of the Realm v “The Crown” Corporation.

(i) The New Zealand Coat of Arms- National Seal: (Ref. doc. 1 and 2)

The Rangatira- Tribal Chief with Taiaha, represents Maui, the indigenous, first nation,
tangata whenua, kaitiaki (the Guardians and Trustees for Almighty God the Creator, over
these lands of inheritance of Aotearoa), and are acknowledged, recognised, and are depicted
on the Coat of Arms of New Zealand of 1911, and also on the present Coat of Arms, having
been revised again in 1956;

The European woman holding the New Zealand Ensign represents the subjects of Queen
Victoria, i.e. The Union of Scotland, England and Ireland, who were given authority to govern
themselves, and now include all New Zealand citizens.

Note: The Union Jack on the flag: Jack in English becomes Jacques in French, Jacobus in

Latin, and Jacob in Hebrew.

The Union of Jacob’s descendants-The twelve tribes of Israel, under one throne.

The three Israelite countries- Scotland, England and Ireland are still united under one throne, also
symbolised as Jacob’s Stone, the Coronation “Stone of Destiny,” whose descendants are now
settled here in the Southern hemisphere, under the Southern Cross.

The three colours of blue, red and white represent the three offices of the Godhead: Blue, the
Father; Red, the Son; and White, the Holy Spirit.

The Red Cross is the Cross of Calvary, speaking of salvation and blessing to the Nation
through the sacrifice and precious blood of our Lord Jesus Christ.

(ii) Aotearoa v New Zealand.

Aotearoa consists of many islands in the South Pacific Ocean. These are the main lands:
Te lka-a-Maui or Te Whei-the Stingray, (North Island);

Te Waka-a-Maui or Maui’s Canoe, (South Island);

Te Haika-a-te-Waka-a-Maui or the anchor of Maui’s canoe or Rakiura, (Stewart Island); and
Rekohu or Te Wharekauri (Chatham Islands).

New Zealand.
There are no physical lands of New Zealand.
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The Dutch explorer Abel Tasman on sighting this land Aotearoa in 1642 called it “Niu Zealandia, a
new land,” unknown to the rest of the world but our ancestors Maui and his siblings.

English maritime explorer James Cook sighted Aotearoa in 1769 and continued to use the name
“New Zealand.”

1800’s to 1839 began the influx of clergy, whalers, sealers, traders, prospectors, settlers and
colonisers, militia and constabulary, and the unlawful and illegal land acquisitions by Edward
Gibbon-Wakefield who founded the New Zealand Association in 1837 which then reformed in
1839 as a joint stock company, “The New Zealand Company.

The colony of New Zealand was divided into three provinces, and remains so to this present day:
New Ulster Province (North Island);

New Munster Province (South Island); and

New Leinster (Stewart Island).

Since 1986 New Zealand is now New Zealand Incorporation.

New Zealand Prime Minister David Lange and Labour Government did pass the 1986
Constitution, an Act of New Zealand Parliament and not a peoples Constitution. It is strongly
arguable that the Constitution Act is void, because Government had no sovereign power
delegated to it by the N.Z. people.

New Zealand Government and Parliament of New Zealand Incorporation are de-facto, not de-
jure, and have been bankrupt since at least 1984 and New Zealanders no longer enjoy organic
law, but private, copyrighted law and policy of the British Crown Corporation.

(ili) Maui of Aotearoa, v Maori of New Zealand.

Maui, are the indigenous, tangata whenua, first nation peoples of Aotearoa, and are the descendants
of Maui-tikitiki-a-Taranga, who continue to retain and exercise Almighty God’s inalienable,
absolute, unbroken and enduring sovereign rights over all resources of the lands and territories of
Aotearoa, unextinguished of the native, customary title.

Maui has been mispronounced and misspelt and called “Maori” ever since the arrival of the earliest
maritime explorers and settlers, and has never been officially corrected until now.

“Maori and New Zealand."
Both are only fictitious, abstract labels. “Maori” and “New Zealanders” are “citizens of New
Zealand,” Corporate entities.

N.Z. Governments:

(1) have corrupted the true names of sovereign boys and girls into corporately coloured “mirror
image” all-capital-letter TRADE NAMES at the time of (falsely “required”) registration of the
biological property via the birth certificate, and omitted informing the parents of the creation of the
newly created, ens-legis, corporate franchise, citizen of New Zealand TRADE NAME;

(2) Deceived the flesh-and-blood men and women of the sovereign constituency into unwittingly
“voluntarily” contracting as surety for the TRADE NAME, concealing from the victims their new
status, but also heartlessly enforcing the new obligations without benefit of explanation.

A Citizen of New Zealand is a civilly dead entity operating as a co-trustee and co-beneficiary of the
“PCT”-Public Charitable Trust, the Constructive, Cestui Que Trust of New Zealand Incorporation.
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A Constructive, “Cestui Que Trust”, a Public Charitable Trust (PCT) has been Constituted.

It was expressly designed to bring every corporate franchise called a ‘citizen of New
Zealand,” into an inseparable merging with the Government until the two are united, with the
power inherent in the government and not the people.

Every citizen of New Zealand is regarded as contractually being:
a) A corporate citizen, ie. A corporate franchise;
b) A co-trustee (with duties), and co-beneficiary (with privileges), of the Public
Charitable, Cestui Que, Trust;
c) Pledged as an asset and therefore a co-surety for the debts of N.Z. Inc.; and
d) A slave with no capacity for asserting any rights, no standing in law, applicable law
and jurisdiction, and are under the exclusive control of Attorney’s who have the final
word in all corporate activity and legal matters.

(iv) The Treaty of Waitangi and Te Tiriti o Waitangi 1840.

Both represent an agreement in which Maui gave Queen Victoria rights to govern and develop
British settlement.

The Colonial Secretary, Lord Normanby instructed Hobson that:

All dealings with the Aborigines for their lands must be conducted on the same principles of
sincerity, justice and good faith as must govern your transactions with them for the recognition
of Her Majesty’s Sovereignty in the Islands, nor is this all;

They must not be permitted to enter into contracts in which they might be ignorant and
unintentional authors of injuries to their own comfort, safety, or subsistence to themselves;

You will not for example purchase from them any territory, the retention of which by them
would be essential, or highly conducive to their own safety, comfort or subsistence;

The acquisition of land by the Crown must be confined to such districts as the Natives can
alienate without distress or serious inconvenience to themselves.

The Treaty of Waitangi- the English version.

There is ongoing debate as to who did most of the drafting, as Hobson had called on his
secretary J.S. Freeman and on British resident James Busby for help.

Busby later claimed that the Treaty was essentially his, but Hobson although sick at the time,
certainly had an input.

Problems compounded when Reverend Henry Williams was given the Draft of the Treaty at
4pm on 4 February to translate into Protestant Missionary Maori, by the next day.

Around the 6™ of February, Henry Williams translated a copy of the Maori text back into
English. This became the official text of the Treaty in English.

Only 39 Maori signed the Treaty of Waitangi at Waikato.
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Te Tiriti o Waitangi- the Maori version.

Problems compounded when Reverend Henry Williams was given the Draft of the Treaty of
Waitangi at 4pm on 4 February to translate into Protestant Missionary Maori, by the next day.
Henry was not a very able linguist, but his linguistically talented brother William was away so
Henry and his 21 year old son Edward did the best they could in the short time available.

A hastily drafted, ambiguous, inconsistent and contradictory Te Tiriti o Waitangi document
was presented to the assembled Chiefs on 5 February at Waitangi (Waters of Lamentation).

The two versions of the Treaty are neither literal nor are they accurate translations of each
other.

By the end of the year 0f1840 about 500 Maori, including 13 women had put their names or
moko (facial tattoo) to the document.

There are nine copies of the Tiriti at Archives New Zealand: Te Tiriti signed on 6 February
1840; and eight copies. The original drafts of the English and Maori texts have been lost; the
original copy of the Tiriti at Archives New Zealand was made by Richard Taylor because the
Maori draft had marks on it, and a clean copy was wanted for the signing meeting on 6
February.

(v) The Articles of Te Tiriti o Waitangi V the Treaty Principles

The “Articles of Te Tiriti o Waitangi,” 1840.

The Chiefs, including the 13 women signed to the four Articles of Te Tiriti o Waitangi in
1840.

The “Treaty Principles” of the Treaty of Waitangi Act, 1975.

In 1989 the Fourth Labour Government became the first N.Z. government to set out principles
to guide its actions_on matters relating to the Treaty. These are some of the Principles:
Principle One: The Government has the right to govern and make laws;

Principle Two: Iwi have the right to organise as iwi, and, under the law, to control their
resources as their own;

Principle Three: All New Zealanders are equal before the law;

Principle Four: Both government and iwi are obliged to accord each other reasonable
cooperation on major issues of common concern.

(vi) “The Crown”-Monarch of the Realm v “The Crown”-Corporation.
“The Crown” Monarch of the Realm.

The true Rose-Royal blood-line from Jesus, the Christ comes down through Scotland’s Robert
the Bruce to Mary, Queen of Scotland... I am one of her descendants.

The present Royal family of England, namely Queen Elizabeth 11 and the House of Windsor,
(who are in fact descendants of the German Arm of European Royalty,-the Saxa-Coburg-
Gotha family, who changed their name to Windsor in 1914).

The Coronation of Queen Elizabeth the Second in 1953 cemented the German blood line on
the English Throne.
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“The Crown” Corporation.
The “Crown” is a committee of twelve to fourteen men who rule the independent sovereign
state known as London or “The City,” a privately owned corporation. (Ref. doc. 8).

(b). Interpretation_of terms:

Maui- is the indigenous peoples, tangata whenua, and first nation peoples of Aotearoa, who
are descended from Maui-tikitiki-a-Taranga.

Tikanga Maui (Maori), are the customary systems of values, laws and practices that have developed

over time and are deeply embedded in the social context. (There are two Laws. See Attachment
no. 4)

Maori- is a fictitious, abstract, misspelt label describing the indigenous descendants of Maui.
Hapu- sub-tribe

Iwi- tribe

Kaitiaki- guardian, custodian, trustee

Tino rangatiratanga- sui-juris, sovereign, sovereignty, self-governance, political autonomy.

(c). Reference documents:

C.1. New Zealand Coat of Arms 1911.
C.2. New Zealand Coat of Arms 1956.

C.3. ‘Maori already have customary title to coastline,” Wilson tells House. N Z Herald
Thursday March, 2004;

C4. ‘Pakeha told Maori law is separate,” New Zealand Herald, Saturday 31 May, 1997;
C.5. ‘Judiciary, Maori close gap,” N Z Herald 28 March, 2001;
C.6. Walking Access and Maori Land. January 2011.

C.7. Crown Corporation.
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(C.1)

New Zealand has had two Coats of Arms.

"The first (above) in 1911, followed by a

revision (below) in 1956. In the revision the
crest was altered from a lion holding a
Union Jack to the Crown of St Edward, the
two supporters turned to face one another,
and the motto was changed from
“Onward”’ to ‘“New Zealand”’.
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(C.2)

DUSCRIPTION OF THE NEW 7ZFALAND COAT OF ARMS

The first yuarier of the shiekd depicts four stars as representative of the Southera
Cross, then thres ships symbalising the importance of New Zealand's sea teade: in
the second yoarter is a Aecee reproscnting the farming industey.  The wheat sheaf
in the thind quarter represents the agriculiural industry, whilst the crossed hammers
in the foueth quacter represeat the mining industey

The supporters un vither side of the shickl consis. of a Maor Chieltan hulding

.ot fainba {w Muori war weapon) and & Furopean woman holding the New Zeilan
Snsign.

Surmounting the Arms is the St Bdward’s Crown whick was used i the Corona
tion ceremany of Tler Majesty Oueen Blizsbeih 1T, The crown symbolises the fact
that F;q' Majesry is Omeen nf New Zealand nnder the New Zealand Royal Tirles
Act 1953 i

Roveduced by peymiberion of Gorortusnt of Nea Zeaand
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(C.3)

Pt —.___- By s ___&.'l

Maew a}ready hdve customary title
_to coastline, Wilson tells House

‘% FORESHORE: Confusion between custorary title and rights
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9 it won

""'ﬁutahe lnlzrtlm\.mauou pewindt, oot iis plans wally mam
ol s baten ppeeved ambivalant abiow ol Wliatkeetl oot and how it velaled w lhe Omrl of Agpeal
““Gwmmenhm.lﬂsmkwm\mlm S 5 duclsian 1ast Juoe which fu i the Land
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(C.4)

Saturcay, May 31, 1997

By AUDREY YOURG
pl)_!';{lﬂ‘a‘ (@P0it

Tlue dlisistier For Treaky Negodiie
tions, Do Giadan, 1aid iE oo The
e o Makeba New Zealsderss
sestordiy thal it wos fimie 19 -
vt thiere woodd: b o v For
e v snodier for Munii
The msimister macke (he cons
it while revealise hat exeli-
slve vlverstde it ke campsiies
Leing vegotinted wish Nzni "Falm
e pEperite o exlend lo wikker
paans uf ihe coantny sl el
awille elher tibes.

Asked i senae of e public
witght soe such i policy s one ko
for Moord wud oo Tor anolher, Mr
thalann said: “The soouer (hey
roalse sl [here wre s for ane
i b foe soother, the Inqter

“2aori have cortnin ensloniey
righis whieh nve wol Teen extin-
guisheed. We o ron-ikion)  dont
Lave Then

TMesi popple seon o think Hed
Padinnent winkes all the o and
iC Murfioeeal hasal macde one,
Feve a0t e Tlad’s jusl e
s, The contmon kw ol En-
shusd forms mng, of o Taw soul
veslumany YEhig ave recogmised in
puernplionnf Buw and by "

TInlt these s were exlin.
puished by statate, dwey applisd.
oM asnlter of ot bl erfeving
with 1he public's rizhl (hat they
vigoyved for yems bat al e sane
it reevdiise thal Ngad Taln
e have eofain vights

“Gred Sovensee B g oo

woull want to iy 1o accunmuodte
difTering coliuryd backgrommis

“Tinicss you 1urm np 2t yonr usn-
al Mishing site anct figd @ Toll of
Aare senel o eant go Hwere,
cond laow why anyliody woiik)
Hot ton excilted iF way upsiream
dlavy hiwl -t aight fa camp Gaere”

The cmpsiies, called nohoanga
warves, will give the suulber
Nguni “Fadwr 2ribe pecesss 1o cuslom
Ay Tshlug sEles O vrowe Seseeoe.

A e eoncep!l of o -
srvElas also breen crented whicdy
will givie an additional stadus o an
siren of specind sigmificzesce 1o Nani
Talw.

Mr Graduam boped the concepts
wontld bie carrled nnto olloe pend-
mg seftlemenis CThese  ncleks
Muriwhoenuas in e Fur Nodb,
Nt Awi i dhe Lay af PMenly anl
Tkl Irihes,

The  ewnpsites, il 1o be
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The sconer [peapie]
realise that there
are laws for one

and laws for
anether, the better”

Deoug Graham
Meiger S Tremy Nageliolizn:s

fhallsed, will sel aside abew! one
luvesare luveck fenae the mneficd
sitges beshle water, sl Nz
“Falwis e expreiet I ke ep
abwoul W0 of abonl (ve willion
eetues of consenarion oslale.

Ther ciznaping vigghites would sigply
for g Ler 2800 spevilieel chys v a
your, Mre (hsfeun sqil,

Liand ey v B moing to be i
wirely wsaad plicers soel s e
ey ot iakaka River,

The sites woull pol joiertors
with ik rest of the pubilie’s noeess
Les Mo,

“What the prlille et da & go
wiwd twaone up their tenls i Hue
vickedle of 3l Ngai Tahu leals an
the (waagre block.”

Tl Wletkesheuen sotHlonwa nl-
Tewws For neshomngss bk Paee ilewed of
setirmen) lus yoel to be quesa] Ty
legislarin
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Judiciary;
Maori
close gap

The Judiciary’s handling of
tikanga Maori has improved sig-
nificantlv but iudges can srill do
better, says the presiaent of tne

- Law Commissinn.

cJusties Dayvid Baragwanath’s

- comments accompany the release
- today of a commisgion report,

Maor: Custom and Values in New
Zealand.

Tikanga Maori, in a broad
sense, is the body of rules and

. values developed by Maori to
. govern themselves.

While aimed specifically at the

» legal system, the report says New.
. Zealanders must aiso maxge a total
:..commitment to the ‘I'reaty of wai-
* tangi ana vaori ¥32jues 1n law

That commitment must
involve a real effort to understand

what tikanga Maori is, and its im- -

portance to Maori, it says.
Justice Baragwanath said
judges had to understand what
those customs and values were,
“and take them on board pretty

“smartlv.” The same could be said

for lawyers. policy-makers and.
parliamentarians. — NZPA
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WAL KINGACCESS
ARAFTRT AOTIARDE

L hiners pabilic: fucs

January 2011

6. Walking Access and Maori land
Freguently Asked Questions

Does M&ori land have access
provisions?

Geeserally, unaliveate: Mage G does aol Tave
public geoess crowisives, TH guacs e e

Te Ture Wherua Mauei AcL1993, and heew aes el
unfzrmed Legal roads or orier seeh mechanisrms

that land. It will bz cvned t= t=e foreshore. sridin
somnz c2585, throud to the szabed,

© Howveser, Laod graelend craogh Ty ul Wailang
seldarnenty i 2, ) il sy w=l have
pzgtss provisions i gt ol il s Devent,

T Covenminsian iz, vl cinlingaist balapeen
Laenbonwred iz geoone sl UL or M3 Land =

ot srivils cenzeahip. hus,

preanision sboaad e soogal Foen e o 2is
Draiess il Band. 3
=

7do | galn permission to
/' access to Maori land?

M Lenlis privaleg-aeenad L 2ad and does nat
ghts, FRemissan must be
raomghl Lo Hhes cesniee’s, o trae authovises oy
S Infvene an msl alan fe raquestea ahot
e releraml fikeenga s e o rolenslay
he ohservee an thal Ll

Exlrem: culiural ottance msy be ce.szd by haere
. pnkanca (unauthnasad wesdenng).

Szeking pesre ssion may res te straghitforvard,
I'roparty counaares, cwne’s and 22oropriate
co11acts may hava wa be identified v th the helz
at the lacal Maze Lead Courtand trcal runa-qa
ieauncil). Whers Lara 3 ovied by Maori wusts or
~3on Lana ezrparations, 1T 5 oftzn zosskle to
©o71act thess entities directy. The Maari Land
Anfareration Ease (wewtpk.govt.nzien'servces!
Lara,/ mliby] arovcas ifarmatice an Maori Lend
1At may ass st n nat2NIng pares ssion.

Crowr are returned 9 Maori az sart of a Troaty
of Wiaits 1gi 32:tlerrent hes geeral lanc! szatuz
rather than Meori lanzl ztatus under the Te Ture
Whenue Mzar Azt 1003, Any pre exist ng aublc
scc22s rights ar2 usualy prasaivad.

Does the Commission help
M3aari te access wahi tapu on
private land?

M&e i hove exprassad ceaoers Bl oy somelimes
fnd il dithenl bo stain peress bo waddhi g seced
plaesst an privase land or where they noed to ousiiin
oweres to oross private land to sitos of parteular
significance.

Thee Crenrninean reeagnines e inmpart s fo
Manni of zecess to wahi tore on poseee [aed,
Same Wi authoritics are warking with private
lzndowrers to srrarge bettzr sscess tovahi
tapL. The Comm ssion roses thatit ray te atble
Lo hep explare opparlunliss Lo marcye accass
by M3 be siles bl Brough Die use of ecsting
arcasa tighls such as unionmed Legal rosds and
thraugh nagolistion and sgrasrent willy private
Lrdowwers,.

Can | use Maori roadways to get
access to rivers or beaches?

Reads: on Maori owsed Land are provided
for i tre T Turz Whe=ua Maori Act 1983

There are nw wnforened epal rowds on Mt K.
There are Mool roasveays which Fave somilar
userghs to potlic moads, sut there may be sume.
rstrictians cn tiem Ty are nz: cozds nthe !
strict 20zl s2nse - “or exarple, the underlving |
\==d awnarship remaing viz1 Maon, not dre Crow~. |

‘Fﬁrr:d-::u_blc roess ime*secﬁn;{ Maori lend
have ths same [2gal st2tus &3 any public rozd.

For more information visit www.walkingaccess.govt.nz /
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UNCENSORED HISTORY

THE CITY

wWha people thistk of Fagland sveh
renms a5 “Gread 3nitain,” *The Queen,”
“Uhe Crowr ™ “Crewr: Colones,”
“Londuo,” “The Ciy of Lundon," anid
“Builish Empoe vore o wind and
blend wgether (oto an indistinguizhable
Wine They sie penzrelly lonked upen
a3 SYNNIYMOUE, 48 DN Tepresena-
tive nf the sume baste svstem. Denng
ths Y30z undd 19605 the o thor lived in
Lnglerd {Londen for Lve yeurs) with
uul even beginning 1o realize e vas.
Uillerenus trat exasts 1 Lhe mearing of
suree vl the woove 1o,

Woien people aeur of *1ae Crown”
ey automatically thick of the King or
Queen; when ey hew of “Losdon”
or Lz “Tie Ciw". They nstantly dick
ol U capilal of Lozl wowhod the
monizei bus s or her eflicial resi-
denws. Tuwever, o fully vaderstand
i vnic vy and geoelly onkncser
subject we Lwsl el ouy teons:

Whien we speab. ol “The Clity™ we are
izt Zael relerming Lo a privelely owned
Corpuratiun - or Sovereizn State o
cupying w jrregalae ectEngle of 637
auges il Jecated diehtjo s heart of
1he 617 squace mile “Grezter Tondon”™
aren. TLe population of “The Ciry™ is
listed «l just over fone thonsand, where
a% Ire popeiation of “Greater Landon™
{32 buroughs) is appreximeate v saver
and & halt nillion.

The "Crawa™ is a commitree of tazlve
o fonreen man who rale tie indeperd-
2nr 3avel2ign state <nawn as Londen

of "The Ciey.”™ “The Cuty" ts not purt of
Lngiand. Iz iz nat subwel o e Scv-
eregn. Itis ot under U cale of e
13+itish pariament. Like The Vatcan

in Rome. iz 15 & sepurie, wdlepeadent
state It is tae Vatcan of the conunercial
world.

The City, which is uflen called “he
wealthiest souare mile on eardy,” is
e over by a Lord Mayor, Hee

ire srouped logeaer Srilian’s grose

At and cormuzensial irstisnrinns:
Weeltzy banks, dumninzted by the pr-
velely-ewned [Rothsehils contrelles)
Tank " Fnzland, Lloyd's of Londor,
the Zeaden Stock Zachengy, aond U of
fes of mwest of e leading infemationa)
wrecling Cuzncezns, "Such a3 the Rritish
Ivvsibles = L kas you an® Here, alse

w8 Jucaisd Tleel Streer, the heart and
vore uf the newspipar and peblishing

worles.

1WO MONARCHS

S

T

Lord Mayur 1s the monacch. The Queen
35 Fis subject ! The manarch always
leands the way, The subject alwzys stays
@ putie or {wo Behbing !

Toe snall cligue who ol e City
dictara ra the Bricish Pallamenr. I- tells
shene w731 o dn, ard when Tn theny
Bririan s mlad by a Prime Minister
and a (abinzt of closc edvisars, These
“tront:" moto great lengths (o creae
he impression ©at they are Tunning
the show Bui, in neality, they are miere

pUppets whasz strings are pelled by Lie
shadovwy sherecters who dominale

behire the scenes. As the fommer Bril-
tsh Prime Mimster of Erglund Jur
tngz tae late 18005 Benjurmin Disracli
wrile:

“So vouare .. Lae world 1s governad

by vory differen: personuges [rom
what 15 imagined by those who are acs

| behird the scenes,” (Condngsby, The
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et ol

Century Co. N Y, 1907,

Laus teet 15 Luzlaer demensinied by an

Tae Lord Mayor, whe '3 clected f

ane yeur »ank. 1s e voracch i the
Clity. Ay Aubrey Menen savs in “Lon
den™ ire. 1976, p. 1he “The
recazion of this mazich of e Ciry to
the monurch: of the realm Quean] is

- curzous aod 1¢778 puch”

It cer.eindy (s and cerlzirly does!

When the Quesn of Lnelund gnes
visit the City she 1s me! by e Lovd
Mayor ac ' Temple Bar. the symbalic
gate of tae City, She bows und esks
permession (o suter s private. sover-
cigr Stawe. Doring sach State vizits “the
Lard Muyur an his robes and chain, and
raze in medieval costume, out-
shunes the coval pasty, which cun dress
up v furhter than service tniforme.”

T7e Lond Mayor lesds the queen inn
his eaty. Lhe reason should by clear. Lhe

29

other passege [ron Meven's haok The
Prime Muister: A busy politician, is
a0l expreled 1o understand e myster-
des of high Grance, wlile 1ie Chancellnr
of e Excaequer [Budger Direetar] is
only expreted 1o andessizod fhem when
fe inlroduces the budget. Both arc ad-
viset] by the permaveat affcizls of the
iy, and these lisren m the Clity.

IC ey svspear thet seme policy of the
2overnent Wil [back-Are]. . 1tis 10
aze their ezlling np Rritish ambassadess
W ask 7 it ig sor they can fird cus mure
quickly fror the City. As one ambas-
zader eomplained w me, diplomals are
nowadays no mors ther oflice buys, and
=low anes ac that.

“I'he Cite will knew. Laey will 20

tae Traasury und the Treasrs will ezl
tae Primie Minis.er. Woe »etice emiif
ke does not lisien, The mnst 2iking
instanue of Uids bippeacd in recent his-
wery. In 1986 the thep Prirre Minisler.,
S Anthony Fien... Tanached a war o




