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How many 
attempts made to 
consult? 

Four Multiple 

DOC-CM link to 
any consultation 
emails received 

https://doccm.doc.govt.nz/wcc/faces/wccdoc?dDocName=DOC-
5520752 

 

 
SECTION D: Consultation with Ngāti Whare 
 

• Does this application activate any agreed triggers for consultation with Treaty Partners? 
 
Yes. 

 
• Did the whānau, hapū, or iwi engage in consultation on this application?  

 
Yes. 
 

• What is the interest of the whānau, hapū, or iwi in the site or activity? 

Ngāti Whare are kaitiaki and mana whenua across all of Whirinaki Te Pua-a-Tane Conservation Park. 
 

• What are their views on the activity (taking place at the specified site)? 

“My initial thoughts revolve around the concession document and should or how does it recognise Te 
Runanga o Ngāti Whare co-governance status, a changes since the last agreement. 
 
The other query I have is related to Wahi Tapu, I understand the CMP identifies permitted aircraft landing 
sites which is great however I wonder if a mention of this might be included within the agreement 
somewhere”. 

              Earl Rewi, Ngāti Whare Environmental Manager. 
 

• What sort of adverse effects do the whānau, hapū, or iwi believe the activity will have on their interests 
(at the specified site)? 

None mentioned. 
 

• Have the whānau, hapū, or iwi identified any methods to avoid, remedy, or mitigate these effects?  

Ensure permit recognises Ngāti Whare as kaitiaki of Whirinaki Te Pua-a-Tane Conservation Park. Ensure 
permits align with all provisions from Whirinaki CMP. 

 
• Summarise any other information provided by the whānau, hapū, or iwi. 

NA. 
 
SECTION D: Consultation with Te Whakatohea 
 

• Does this application activate any agreed triggers for consultation with Treaty Partners?  
 
Yes. 

NB – Te Whakatohea signed an AIP with the Crown at the end of 2017. There are currently 31 sites which 
are identified in their AIP which are either to be transferred fee simple, or to be handed across with 
existing reserve status. A number of these sites are within the proposed new WARO permit areas. 
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• Did the whānau, hapū, or iwi engage in consultation on this application?  

Yes. 
 

• What is the interest of the whānau, hapū, or iwi in the site or activity? 

All sites identified in the AIP with the Crown which are within WARO permit areas. 
 
 

• What are their views on the activity (taking place at the specified site)? 

Te Whakatohea are nervous about inheriting any encumbrances that will affect their ability to manage 
their lands on their terms after settlement. 
 

• What sort of adverse effects do the whānau, hapū, or iwi believe the activity will have on their interests 
(at the specified site)? 

They will inherit encumbrances that will affect their own decision-making ability across the reserve sites. 
 

• Have the whānau, hapū, or iwi identified any methods to avoid, remedy, or mitigate these effects?  

Limit the length of WARO permits for their AIP land transfer sites to a time that aligns with probable 
Treaty settlement e.g. 3 years. 

 
 
Wanganui District:  
 
SECTION C: Whānau, hapū, and iwi consulted  
 

Whānau, Hapū and Iwi Consultation Summary 

Treaty Partner consulted with  Ngaa Rauru 
Kiitahi 

Te Ropu Mana 
Whenua 

 

Date consultation was sent out 11/6/2018 31/5/2018  

Consultation time frame end 
date 

13/8/2018 21/6/2018  

Consultation method (email, 
phone, face to face etc) 

Face to face Face to Face  

How many attempts made to 
consult? 

1 1  

DOC-CM link to any consultation 
emails received 

DOC-5536245 DOC-5490549  

 
SECTION D: Consultation with Ngaa Rauru Kiitahi 
 

• Does this application activate any agreed triggers for consultation with Treaty Partners?  
 
Yes, Ngaa Rauru Kiitahi Claims Settlement Act 2005. 

 
• Did the whānau, hapū, or iwi engage in consultation on this application?  



CNI Regional WARO Consultation Summary June-July 2018 

 
Yes. 

 
• What is the interest of the whānau, hapū, or iwi in the site or activity? 

 
First and only meeting was held in Whanganui office with Nicola Patrick, Environmental Advisor. Low 
interest in this activity at present but may be interested in applying for a WARO permit in the future. 
Email sent by N  on 23/7/2018 informing that they will respond by 13/8/2018.  

 
• What are their views on the activity (taking place at the specified site)? 

 
View from face to face meeting is that their rohe is not suitable for WARO as mainly bush covered and 
treated with 1080. 

 
 

• What sort of adverse effects do the whānau, hapū, or iwi believe the activity will have on their interests 
(at the specified site)? 

 
Potential job opportunities taken away from iwi if locals not involved. 

 
• Have the whānau, hapū, or iwi identified any methods to avoid, remedy, or mitigate these effects?  

 
Apply for a WARO permit when organised and trained. 

 
• Summarise any other information provided by the whānau, hapū, or iwi. 

 
The Wanganui District Office is awaiting further feedback as per email sent by  link here 
DOC-5536245. 
 
Note: As at 3-8-2018, no further correspondence has been received from  The Wanganui 
District Office are of the opinion that any further correspondence is; 
a) Unlikely to be received, or 
b) If received by 13-8-2018, unlikely to necessitate review of the current CNI Regional WARO land 

recommendations 
 
 
SECTION E: Consultation with Te Ropu Mana Whenua (Tupoho, Tamaupoko, Hinengakau/Ngāti Haua, Tamahaki, 
Uenuku and Tamakana) 
 

• Does this application activate any agreed triggers for consultation with Treaty Partners?  
 
Yes – Working relationship document. 

 
• Did the whānau, hapū, or iwi engage in consultation on this application? If not, ensure attempts to engage 

are detailed in Section C.  
 
               Yes. 
 

• What is the interest of the whānau, hapū, or iwi in the site or activity? 
 

All mandated representatives were interested in this and had various views and thoughts on the activity. 
They all agree that pest control is important but not all agreed on the methods used. 

 
• What are their views on the activity (taking place at the specified site)? 
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               Responses were varied from full support from Hinengakau to anti from Tamahaki.  
 

• What sort of adverse effects do the whānau, hapū, or iwi believe the activity will have on their interests 
(at the specified site)? 

 
Concerns over deer being removed from Maori Land (poaching), kai being removed from locals and 
wastage, locals not being employed, local hunting competition being affected, safety, monitoring. 

 
• Have the whānau, hapū, or iwi identified any methods to avoid, remedy, or mitigate these effects?  

 
WARO operator advertises in local paper when hunting will happen, inform iwi of the operation occurring, 
buffers around Maori lands, restrict areas around Pipiriki and the Awa, pay locals to do the work. 

 
• Summarise any other information provided by the whānau, hapū, or iwi.  

 
Concern as to whether the DOC decision maker will listen to iwi concerns and the partnership they hold 
with local DOC or carry on regardless as seen before. Also how does the Te Awa Tupua settlement affect 
this in regard to Section 7 – Interpretation of the Awa (airspace and tributaries). 
 

 
Tauranga/Rotorua District: 
 
No consultation occurred due to there being no WARO permitted in this District. 
 
 
 
Tongariro District: 
 
SECTION C: Whānau, hapū, and iwi consulted  
 

Whānau, Hapū and Iwi Consultation Summary 

Treaty Partner 
consulted with  

Ngāti Hikairo (a hapū of Ngāti Tūwharetoa) 

Date consultation 
was sent out 

- 22/5/ 2018  - on behalf of Ngāti Hikairo, Tongariro 
Conservation Area meeting - operations meeting DOC/Iwi  

- 13/6/2018  - Community meeting notes shared with   
- 20/6/2018 - Face to face check in.  

 

Consultation time 
frame end date 

20/7/2018 

Consultation 
method (email, 
phone, face to face 
etc) 

Face to face 

How many 
attempts made to 
consult? 

3 
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DOC-CM link to 
any consultation 
emails received 

No written correspondence received 

 
 
SECTION D: Consultation with Ngāti Hikairo 

• Does this application activate any agreed triggers for consultation with Treaty Partners?  

Yes, section 4 of the Conservation Act generally requires the Department to consult with 
whānau, hapū, or iwi. Additionally, after enactment of the Ngāti Tūwharetoa Claims Settlement 
Bill, forecasted to occur in October 2018, the Department will co-author a chapter of the CMS 
pertaining to part of the Tongariro Conservation Area. Consultation with Ngāti Hikairo expressed 
concern about the permit term unnecessarily encumbering CMS discussions and other similar 
post-settlement considerations for Ngāti Hikairo, as they work with the Department in 
accordance with the Te Piringa partnership agreement.  

• Did the whānau, hapū, or iwi engage in consultation on this application? 

Yes, high level face to face discussions with  as hapū representative. 

• What is the interest of the whānau, hapū, or iwi in the site or activity? 

High interest in Tongariro Conservation Area and collective interest in Tongariro National Park. 
 

  • What are their views on the activity (taking place at the specified site)? 

In summary, feedback supports the wider communities interest to have no helicopter recovery of 
deer.  The current hunting by community (who include whānau, hapū, or iwi members) is keeping 
numbers manageable and is a source of kai for community.    

• What sort of adverse effects do the whānau, hapū, or iwi believe the activity will have on their 
interests (at the specified site)?    

The feedback is that food source will be reduced for whānau and hapū. Helicopter recovery is not 
supported.   

• Have the whānau, hapū, or iwi identified any methods to avoid, remedy, or mitigate these 
effects?  

             Not directly, although they expect that DOC will not support helicopter recovery in Tongariro       
             Conservation Area and Tongariro National Park 
              
            Note: Current CNI WARO recommendations are; 
            Tongariro Conservation Area: Not Permitted (same as previous 3 years) 
            Tongariro National Park: Restricted – where WARO is permitted for one month only (same as  
            previous 3 years).  
 
 
Central Plateau District Office  
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SECTION C: Whānau, hapū, and iwi consulted  
 

Whānau, Hapū and Iwi Consultation Summary 

Treaty Partner consulted with  Te Kotahitanga o 
Ngāti 
Tūwharetoa 

East Taupo Lands 
Trust 

Lake Taupo 
Forest Trust 

Date consultation was sent out 27/06/2018 27/06/2018 27/06/2018 

Consultation time frame end 
date 

20/7/2018 20/7/2018 20/7/2018 

Consultation method (email, 
phone, face to face etc) 

Letter via email Letter via email Letter via email 

How many attempts made to 
consult? 

Once Once Once 

DOC-CM link to consultation 
letters sent by DOC 

DOC-5536186 DOC-5536184 DOC-5536185 

 
SECTION D: Consultation with Te Kotahitanga o Ngāti Tūwharetoa 
 

• Does this application activate any agreed triggers for consultation with Treaty Partners?  

Yes - The Ngāti Tūwharetoa Deed of Settlement was signed on 08/07/2017  https://www.govt.nz/treaty-
settlement-documents/Ngāti-Tūwharetoa/Ngāti-Tūwharetoa/  Te Kotahitanga o Tūwharetoa (is the 
new      PSGE entity), with consultation required with their Environmental Steering Group 
patai@tekotahitangaoTūwharetoa.co.nz  

https://doccm.doc.govt.nz/wcc/wccproxy/d?dDocName=DOC-3173456 Te Piringa Partnership 
Agreement. 

• Did the whānau, hapū, or iwi engage in consultation on this application? 
 
No response received to date. 

 
SECTION D: Consultation with East Taupo Lands Trust 
 

• Does this application activate any agreed triggers for consultation with Treaty Partners?  

               No, East Taupo Lands Trust however control 30,270 hectares of land to the south east of Taupo on behalf                  
               of Ngāti Tūwharetoa owners. This land adjoins Kaimanawa and Kaweka Forest Parks. 
 
 

• Did the whānau, hapū, or iwi engage in consultation on this application? If not, ensure attempts to engage 
are detailed in Section C.  

       No response received to date. 
 

SECTION D: Consultation with Lake Taupo Forest Trust 
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Individual 
rec 
hunters 

Hunting 
Club 

NZDA 
Branch 

Hunter 
Liaison 
Group 

Whānau, 
hapū, iwi 

Community 
Hui 
(Tongariro) 

Affected 
land 
owner 

11 1 3 1 4 1 1 
Total: 22 

 
 
The following document, through the ‘Summary Other’ tab, provides a detailed look 
at the points raised by the submitters. 

CNI Communications Plan and Record of 
Connsultation:https://doccm.doc.govt.nz:443/wcc/faces/wccdoc?dDocName=DOC-
5493183  

The following bullet points summarise the most commonly occurring themes that 
came through in the submissions: 

• A strong sentiment was evident that DOC could be managing WARO better 
to benefit recreational hunters, the Fiordland Wapiti Foundation model was 
held up as an example to follow 

• There is a tension between WARO operators and recreational hunting values  
• WARO has limited conservation benefit, recreational hunters provide more 

meaningful deer control 
• Recreational hunting through the domestic and international markets are 

worth significantly more to the NZ economy than the WARO industry 
• Hinds should be targeted by WARO operators to improve recreational 

hunting opportunities and reduce deer populations 
• There is widespread dissatisfaction at the Department’s decision to not 

undertake a full review of the WARO system 
• Consistently there are concerns around the transparency of the WARO 

industry from a compliance perspective  
• The majority of submitters expressed concern over the duration of the new 

permit, most recommending periods not exceeding 2-3 years 
• The Christmas and roar closure periods are a point of concern, most 

submissions requested extensions to existing periods 
• No further access should be given to PCL by WARO operators 
• Areas that are accessible to ground hunters should be not permitted areas 

for WARO operators 
 
Other less commonly occurring themes are: 

• DOC should work more with recreational hunters to improve deer control, 
examples given included things such as; 
• The work occurring in the Kaimanawa Forest Park involving Ospri, DOC 

and the Kaimanawa Hunter Liaison Group 
• Provision of more landing sites to encourage hunter access 

• There needs to be better correlation between WARO effort and ecological 
priorities 

• WARO results in a reduction of recreational hunting effort by hunters, 
which can result in a net loss of total numbers of deer shot  

• There needs to be better information availability and quality from DOC and 
WARO operators 

• The Department should only allow one WARO operator per area 
• Concern in regards WARO operators poaching on to private land 






