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TĒNĀ, E TE TARAIPIUNARA  

MAY IT PLEASE THE TRIBUNAL 

Introduction 

1. These reply submissions are filed on behalf of Te Urunga Evelyn Aroha 

Kereopa, and her whānau (together, the “Claimants”). The Claimants’ claim 

is the Waimiha River Eel Fisheries (King Country) Claim (Wai 762) (the “Wai 
762 claim”). 

2. On Tuesday 16 June 2026, the Crown provided its initial response to 

remaining claims in the Inquiry (“Crown response”)1 with submissions in 

reply to be filed by 5pm Wednesday 15 July 2026.2  

3. The Claimants support and adopt the joint submissions filed by Mahony 

Horner Lawyers as well as the submissions filed by Tāmaki Legal. The below 

submissions address a claim-specific issue raised by the Crown. 

Post-Settlement Status of the Wai 762 Claim 

4. The Crown referred to Wai 762, 1.1(w) in the Crown response which 

traversed several claims relating to the whenua pou;3 this was followed by a 

statement that: 4 

In this regard, there is a need to be careful about claims that have 
been settled. The Tribunal has already considered this through the 

eligibility process and notes that, when evidence is filed clarifying the 

basis or detail of these claims, this may need to be considered further to 

ensure the Tribunal has jurisdiction. [Emphasis added] 

5. Given that the Maniapoto Claims Settlement Act 2022 (“Settlement Act”) 

came into force on 27 September 2022, counsel considers it appropriate to 

address the implications of that settlement now, rather than waiting until the 

 
1  F. Dean, M. Deligiannis, R. Grierson, Initial Response to Claims in Whanau and Whakapapa, Whai  
 Rawa and Whenua Pou dated 16 June 2026. 
2  Waitangi Tribunal, Appendix A – Filing timetable as at 22 May 2026, Wai 2700, #2.6.24(a). 
3  F. Dean, M. Deligiannis, R. Grierson, Initial Response to Claims in Whanau and Whakapapa, Whai 

Rawa and Whenua Pou dated 16 June 2026 at [29] to [29.4]. 
4  F. Dean, M. Deligiannis, R. Grierson, Initial Response to Claims in Whanau and Whakapapa, Whai 

Rawa and Whenua Pou dated 16 June 2026 at [30.2]. 
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filing of evidence for the whenua pou as suggested by Crown counsel. 

Accordingly, counsel provides submissions below on the potential impact of 

the Maniapoto settlement on the Wai 762 claim and seeks a direction as to 

the effect of settlement on the status of the aggregate Wai 762 claim within 

this Inquiry. 

Background 

6. At the commencement of this Inquiry, when submissions were filed 

regarding the proposed participation of claims, counsel submitted that:5 

The Wai 762 claim has recently been heard by the Te Rohe Potae 

Tribunal (Wai 898). The Te Rohe Potae Tribunal has not yet issued its 

report on the Wai 762 claim. The Wai 762 claimants have not pleaded 
a mana wāhine-related cause of action in Te Rohe Potae inquiry. 
[Emphasis Added] 

7. Subsequently, upon the filing of the Wai 762 claim in this Inquiry, counsel 

further submitted that, at that time:6 

The Wai 762 claim has not been settled by an historical treaty settlement 

of the Crown 

Impact of Future Settlements on Treaty Claims 

8. Counsel also refers to the memorandum-directions of Te Kaiwhakawā Isaac 

concerning the impact of future settlements on the status of claims, and 

notes that those directions are relevant to determining the effect of the 

Maniapoto settlement on the Wai 762 claim within this Inquiry:7 

Claimants should also be aware that current or future Treaty settlement 

negotiations that include their claims may remove the ability of the 

Tribunal to complete its inquiry into their pre-1992 [  ]  grievances once 

 
5  D. Naden, S Roughton, S Loa, Memorandum of Counsel Regarding Participation in the Mana Wāhine  

Kaupapa Inquiry dated 16 February 2018, Wai 2700, 3.1.3 at [9](b). 
6  D. Naden, S Roughton, S Loa, Memorandum of Counsel Regarding Participation in the Mana Wāhine  

Kaupapa Inquiry dated 16 February 2018, Wai 2700, 3.1.3 at [6](c). 
7  Waitangi Tribunal, Memorandum-Directions of the Chairperson Commencing a Kaupapa inquiry into  

Health Services and Outcomes dated 30 November 2016, Wai 2575, #2.5.1 at [14] to [14](b). 
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their claims have been settled. This applies in particular to settlements 

which: 

a) explicitly list a claim as relating exclusively to the tribal group 

concerned; or 

b) include named iwi or hapu on whose behalf the claimants say in 

their statement of claim they are bringing the claim. 

9. It was further directed that:8 

Claimants whose claims allege grievances on their own behalf as 

individual Maori or on behalf of non-tribal groups of Maori may also be 

eligible to participate notwithstanding their actual or implied affiliation 

with tribal groups that have settled their Treaty claims with the Crown. 

The Tribunal will consider the eligibility of such claims on a case by case 

basis. 

10. What must be addressed is whether the Wai 762 claim is properly 

characterised as a Maniapoto-exclusive claim—such that the Tribunal’s 

ability to inquire into pre-1992 historical matters would be removed by virtue 

of the Maniapoto settlement—or whether it is instead a non-tribal group 

claim that remains eligible to participate in this Inquiry notwithstanding any 

Maniapoto affiliations. Importantly, given that the mana wāhine-related 

matters now raised were not advanced within the Te Rohe Pōtae Inquiry and 

therefore have not been addressed or settled through that process, it is 

appropriate in the Claimant’s view that the Wai 762 claim retain its ability to 

raise these matters in the context of the Kaupapa Inquiry Programme, and 

importantly, within this Inquiry. 

11. In determining whether the Wai 762 claim is a Maniapoto-specific claim, 

counsel refers to the definition of “historical claims” in section 14(1) of the 

Settlement Act. Notably, the Act provides that historical claims are those 

described in sections 14(2) and 14(3), and expressly do not include the 

claims described in section 14(4). Section 14(2) states that:9 

 
8  Waitangi Tribunal, Memorandum-Directions of the Chairperson Commencing a Kaupapa inquiry into  

Health Services and Outcomes dated 30 November 2016, Wai 2575, #2.5.1 at [15]. 
9   Maniapoto Claims Settlement Act 2022, s 14(2). 
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The historical claims are every claim that Maniapoto or a representative 

entity had on or before the settlement date, or may have after the 

settlement date…  

12. Section 14(3)(a) further clarifies that “historical claims” include those listed 

in Part 1 of Schedule 2. Counsel notes that the Wai 762 Waimiha River Eel 

Fisheries (King Country) claim is identified under section 14(3)(a) in Part 1 

of Schedule 2. This reflects the fact that the Wai 762 claim participated in, 

and was consolidated into, the Te Rohe Pōtae Inquiry. For all practical 

purposes, the Wai 762 claim as heard in Te Rohe Pōtae was a 

Maniapoto‑exclusive claim, which explains its inclusion in Part 1 of Schedule 

2. The meaning of “Maniapoto” is key to determining which claims are 

Maniapoto-exclusive, and “historical claims” that are therefore settled.  

13. The relevant section of the Settlement Act in this regard is section 13 which 

prescribes that Maniapoto are the group of individuals who descend from a 

Maniapoto tupuna and every toronga o Maniapoto, to the extent that it is 

composed of those individuals. A Maniapoto tupuna is descended from 

Rereahu or from his children, namely those listed in Part 1 of Schedule 1: 

Schedule 1 Matters relevant to certain definitions in section 13(2) 

Part 1  Children of Rereahu 

The following are Maniapoto by virtue of being descended from 

Rereahu: 

(a) Te Ihingarangi: 

(b) Maniapoto: 

(c) Matakore: 

(d) Tūwhakahekeao: 

(e) Tūrongotapauarau: 

(f) Te Io Wānanga: 

(g) Kahuariari: 

(h) Kinohaku: 

(i) Te Rongorito. 
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14. Any claim deriving solely from one or more of the tūpuna listed above falls 

within the scope of a “historical claim” for the purposes of the Settlement Act 

and is therefore treated as settled under section 15. 

15. In the Wai 762 claim’s most recent iteration within the Wai 2700 Inquiry, the 

claimant group is identified as “Te Urunga Aroha Evelyn Kereopa and her 

whānau.” 10 Further, in the introduction to Ms Kereopa’s brief of evidence for 

the Rangatiratanga Pou, she identifies her primary whakapapa connections 

as Maniapoto, Ngāti Tūwharetoa, and Ngāti Hauā:11 

My iwi are Ngāti Maniapoto, Ngāti Tūwharetoa and Ngāti Haua. I 

whakapapa to Te Ihingarangi o Maniapoto, Ngāti Hā, Ngāti Hine, Ngāti 

Hinemihi, Ngāti Hinerau, Ngāti Kurauia, Ngāti Manunui, Ngāti 

Rongomai, Ngāti Tarakaiahi, Ngāti Tūrangitukua, Ngāti Tū-te-tawhā, 

Ngāti Te Urunga and Ngāti Wheoro. I am the eldest child of Harry and 

Shirley Kereopa. I whakapapa to Maniapoto and to Te Roore through 

my mother, Shirley Kereopa and to Maniauruahu, Parewaeono, and Hari 

I and Hariata Tarona through my father, Harry Kereopa.  

16. Counsel submits that the Wai 762 claim may be understood as partially 

settled to the extent that the component of the claim heard within the Te 

Rohe Pōtae Inquiry was, in substance, an exclusively Maniapoto claim 

concerning historical Treaty breaches arising from Crown acts and 

omissions up to 21 September 1992. However, the extant Wai 762 claim 

before this Inquiry (Wai 2700) is distinguishable from that historical iteration. 

It is not a Maniapoto-specific historical claim but a whānau-based claim, and 

it encompasses both historical matters (pre-1992) and contemporary issues 

arising from Crown conduct post-1992. Accordingly, the Wai 762 claim in 

this Inquiry falls within the category of non-tribal claims that remain eligible 

to participate notwithstanding the claimant group’s whakapapa affiliations to 

Ngāti Maniapoto, Ngāti Tūwharetoa, and Ngāti Hauā, all of whom have now 

settled. 

17. Furthermore, if the mana wāhine issues raised by the Wai 762 claim had 

been brought before the Te Rohe Pōtae Tribunal, it would follow that there 

 
10  S. Roughton, P. Ye, S. Ellis, S. Grimberg., Amended Statement of Claim of Wai 762 dated 27 February  

2026, Wai 762, 1.1(w) at [1]. 
11  T. Kereopa, Brief of Evidence of Te Urunga Evelyn Aroha Kereopa dated 11 February 2026, Wai  

2700, #C31. 
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would be no basis for their being advanced within the Wai 2700 Inquiry. 

However, that is not the case. Counsel refers to the directions of Te 

Kaiwhakawā Matua Fox, who in early 2021 changed the status of the Wai 

762 claim from consolidated to aggregated. In doing so, her Honour 

observed that: 12 

It is clear to me, in examining these amended statements of claim, that 

the Wai 898 inquiry has not fully inquired into and reported on allegations 

concerning health, housing or mana wāhine. 

I therefore see no difficulty in changing the status of the Wai 762 claim 

from consolidated to aggregated in the Wai 898 inquiry, in so far as the 

claimants wish to pursue additional allegations relating to other kaupapa 

inquires, that have not been heard in the Wai 898 inquiry. [Emphasis 

Added] 

18. Importantly, this confirms that the aggregate mana wāhine issues now raised 

in the Wai 762 claim were not inquired into by the Wai 898 Tribunal. As a 

result, those matters remain extant and properly before the Wai 2700 

Inquiry. Accordingly, counsel seeks leave of the Tribunal to continue 

advancing the Wai 762 historical and contemporary claims within this 

Inquiry, in the manner pleaded in the final Amended Statement of Claim 

dated 27 February 2026. 

DATED this 15th day of Hūrae 2026 

 

  

________________________ 
S J Roughton  
Counsel Acting 

 
12  Waitangi Tribunal, Memorandum-Directions of Deputy Chief Judge C L Fox Concerning the Status of  

Claims within Wai 898 dated 18 February 2021, Wai 898, #2.7.27 at [3] to [4]. 
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