
Judge LJ Newhook 

Acting Principal Environment Judge 

  

25 September 2011 

  

Dear Judge Newhook 

  

Ref. Final Report and Decision of Turitea Wind Farm (Sept. 2011) 

 

There are two issues relating to evidence which need addressing. 

 

1/ The admissibility of evidence placed before the Board of Inquiry by expert witnesses who are 

obliged to follow the Code of Conduct.  

I raised the issue of perjury by MRP CEO, Dr Douglas Heffernan and by employee Mr Mark Henry 

with the Board and this has been ignored. Judge Kenderdine by ignoring the evidence I placed before 

the Board has, in my opinion, given the green light to future evidence from expert witnesses to 

include barefaced lies without sanction. The evidence relates to Mighty River Power or associates 

deleting a compromising RadioLive interview, deleting posts from the Dominion Post, and deleting 

saved incriminating evidence relating to the latter from three computers. It is my opinion that despite 

repeated requests to remedy this situation, Judge Kenderdine has brought the Ministry for the 

Environment into disrepute. The matters and evidence raised here are all on record in my submissions, 

Mr Henry’s and Mr Heffernan’s evidence and transcripts of the hearings. 

I request that the Ministry for the Environment in future enforce the requirements for the Code of 

Conduct and act promptly when malfeasance is brought to its attention. I also want the evidence 

relating to protestations by Mr Mark Henry that Mighty River Power did not engage in internet 

espionage and the evidence from Dr Heffernan relating to his RadioLive interview be tagged as 

refuted and incorrect.  

See attachments. 

2/ The Board of Inquiry in its deliberations has accepted without publicly disclosed evidence an MOU 

(Memorandum of Understanding) with TMI and a proposed MOU with ROTNAR. MRP has had 

discussions with these parties for approximately 6 years. 

Huatau Marae asked in its submission on the Draft Decision for the MOU between MRP and TMI to 

be disclosed to provide the opportunity for scrutiny and rebuttal.  The Final Decision makes the 

following statements. 

 Page 17-4 paragraph 22 

MRP has consulted with TMI and ROTNAR which has culminated in a Memorandum 

of Understanding (MOU) with TMI and an agreement in principle to move to an 

MOU with ROTNAR. A key part of these agreements is a realisation by MRP that 

it is dealing with the iwi that have mana whenua in the local area. 

Page 17-16 paragraph 95 

A request was made for disclosure of the MOU between TMI and MRP. As the 

Board is not party to this MOU, any such request for disclosure would need 

to be directed to TMI or MRP. 



The Board’s Final Decision has redefined the meaning of “evidence” In order to validate its decision 

it actually doesn’t need any. No proof is required and rebuttal is not permitted. Furthermore the 

proposed MOU with ROTNAR may not even exist but is quoted as if it evidentially did. This is 

outrageous.  

So what does the dictionary say? 

hear·say  n. 

1. Unverified information heard or received from another; rumor. 

2. Law Evidence based on the reports of others rather than the personal knowledge of a witness and 

therefore generally not admissible as testimony. 

 

There have been rumours circulating that the Maori groups MRP have been dealing with have 

received multi-million dollar payouts, or promises of the same, in order to smooth the way for 

desecration of what traditional Maori hold dear, their Maunga or mountain, in this case the Tararua 

Ranges within the city limits. MRP, an arm of the New Zealand Government has apparently 

resurrected the conduct of the 19
th
 century Maori land court, and apparently with the BOI’s blessing.  

Palmerston North and its ratepayers were put on trial and found guilty by Judge Kenderdine, guilty of 

not wanting a wind farm imposed on them and were subsequently punished for daring to point out that 

the noise standard was a fraud, the rights of ratepayers had been abrogated by the Wind Farm 

Agreement, that their water supply, publicly owned native forest, personal amenity, property and 

safety on public roads were trumped by a State owned enterprise. 

 

If the Ministry for the Environment, the Ministry of Justice and the Environment Court is happy with 

this third world alienation of democratic rights, then please state this as a public policy so we all know 

where we stand. 

Yours sincerely, 

Paul Stichbury 

paulstichbury@gmail.com 
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