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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Mitchell Daysh Ltd., on behalf of Lyn Cudby and LY&NZ Investment Ltd., commissioned Sian 
Keith Archaeology Ltd (SKA) to provide this archaeological assessment of the proposed private plan 
change for the T4 Growth Cell in Te Awamutu. This assessment identifies areas of archaeological risk 
which can be used to inform the detailed planning of the growth cell, and support the plan change 
application. 

This assessment has involved a review of historic documents including aerial photographs, historic 
maps, and archaeological data including the New Zealand Archaeological Association’s (NZAA) 
national database (ArchSite), and consultant’s reports for the wider area. A review of the relevant 
council plans has been undertaken, and a field visit to the project site has been made.  

The growth cell partially intersects with the recorded extent of Ōtāwhao Pā (S15/332). There is a 
terrace stated to be associated with this pā within the subject site. There is no further evidence for 
archaeological sites, features, or deposits within the T4 Growth Cell footprint. However the close 
proximity of the footprint to Ōtāwhao Pā heightens the risk of there being unrecorded subsurface 
archaeological evidence, this is most likely to include horticultural and domestic activity.    

It is recommended that: 

• the terrace associated with S15/332 at the northern extent of the growth cell be excluded 
from future development. This is based on an understanding that this feature represents 
a residual portion of the pā site. 

• As it has been identified that there is an archaeological risk across the subject site, that the 
future development be covered by an archaeological authority from HNZPT. It is 
recommended that the elevated ridges be the subject to test trenching to determine the 
presence / absence of archaeological evidence. 

• Tangata whenua should be consulted regarding cultural values, this assessment and the 
conclusions and recommendations made. 
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1 .  INTRODUCTION  

1.1. PURPOSE & SCOPE 

This report is prepared in support of a Private Plan Change Request that Mitchell Daysh Ltd, on 
behalf of Lyn Cudby and LY&NZ Investment Limited, are making for the T4 Growth Cell, south west 
Te Awamutu (Figure 1 & 2). This includes Lot 2 DPS 18699 Blk VI Punui SD and Pt Lot 1 DPS 
10432. The proposed private plan change to Waipā District Council is to rezone the project area from 
Deferred Residential Zone to Medium Density Residential Zone. 

This report is an archaeological assessment of the subject site. It identifies the likely nature and 
probable extent of pre-1900 evidence of human occupation within the subject site. The archaeological 
values have been assessed in line with Waipā District Council (WDC) and Heritage New Zealand 
Pouhere Taonga (HNZPT) requirements. The basis of this assessment can also be used in the future 
to make an application to HNZPT for an archaeological authority. 

 
Figure 1: Map showing the location of the T4 Growth Cell (red polygon) within the wider Te Awamutu area.  
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Figure 2: Modern aerial image showing the extent of the growth cell (red polygon). 

2.  STATUTORY R EQUIREMENTS  

There are two main pieces of legislation in New Zealand that control work affecting archaeological 
sites. These are the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014 (HNZPTA) and the Resource 
Management Act 1991 (RMA). 

2.1. HERITAGE NZ POUHERE TAONGA ACT 2014  

The purpose of the HNZPTA is to promote the identification, protection, preservation, and 
conservation of the historical and cultural heritage of New Zealand (HNZPTA section 3). Emphasis 
is placed on avoiding effects on heritage. 
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The HNZPTA provides blanket protection to all archaeological sites meeting the definition in the 
Act, whether they are recorded or not. Protection and management of sites is managed by the 
archaeological authority process, administered by Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga (HNZPT). 
It is illegal to destroy or modify archaeological sites without an authority to do so from HNZPT. 

The HNZPTA 2014 (s6) defines an archaeological site as: 

(a) Any place in New Zealand including any building or structure (or part of a building or 
structure) that:  

(i) was associated with human activity that occurred before 1900 or is the site of 
the wreck of any vessel where that wreck occurred before 1900; and  

(ii) provides, or may provide through investigation by archaeological methods, 
evidence relating to the history of New Zealand; and 

(b) Includes a site for which a declaration is made under Section 43(1) of the Act1.  

Any person who intends carrying out work that may modify or destroy an archaeological site, or 
to investigate an archaeological site using invasive archaeological techniques, must first obtain an 
authority from HNZPT. The process applies to sites on land of all tenure including private, public and 
designated land. The HNZPTA contains penalties for unauthorised site damage. 

The archaeological authority process applies to all archaeological sites that fit the HNZPTA 
definition regardless of whether the site is recorded in the NZAA Site Recording Scheme or registered 
with HNZPT; or if the site only becomes known about as a result of ground disturbance; and/or the 
activity is permitted under a district or regional plan, or a resource or building consent has been granted, 
or the ground is subject to a designation. 

The HNZPTA replaced the Historic Places Act 1993 (HPA) in May 2014. 

HNZPT also maintain the New Zealand Heritage List/Rārangi Kōrero (The List). The List can 
include archaeological sites. The purpose of The List is to inform members of the public about such 
places, and to assist with their protection under the RMA.  

It is possible that archaeological sites, as defined in the HNZPTA, may be disturbed by this project. 
Any archaeological sites identified during the ground works at this site will be protected under the 
HNZPTA, and their discovery may pose delays to works unless an archaeological authority has been 
issued that allows the work. 

2.2. THE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 1991 

The Resource Management Act 1991 (RMA) requires City, District and Regional Councils to manage 
the use, development, and protection of natural and physical resources in a way that provides for the 
wellbeing of today’s communities while sustaining the potential of natural and physical resources for 
future generations. The protection of historic heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and 
development is identified as a matter of national importance (section 6f). 

 
1 Such declarations usually pertain to important post-1900 remains with archaeological values. 
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Historic heritage is defined as those natural and physical resources that contribute to an 
understanding and appreciation of New Zealand's history and cultures, derived from archaeological, 
architectural, cultural, historic, scientific, or technological qualities. 

Historic heritage includes:  

• Historic sites, structures, places, and areas; 

• Archaeological sites;  

• Sites of significance to Māori, including wahi tapu; 

• Surroundings associated with the natural and physical resources (RMA section 2). 

These categories are not mutually exclusive and some archaeological sites may include above 
ground structures or may also be places that are of significance to Māori. 

Where resource consent is required for any activity the assessment of effects is required to address 
cultural and historic heritage matters (RMA 4th Schedule). 

2.3. STATUTORY PLANNING INSTRUMENTS 

The study area falls within the boundaries of Waipā District Council. The Waipā District Plan is 
relevant to the project and has policy for protection of heritage in the district. 

3.  METHODOLOGY  

This assessment has used the following sources to provide a historical and archaeological 
background of the project area: 

• The NZAA’s online database ArchSite; 

• The New Zealand Heritage List/Rārangi Kōrero (The List); 

• The Waipā District Plan; 

• Historic LINZ maps using the program Quickmap; 

• Historic aerial photographs; 

• Historic survey maps and plans; and, 

• Previous consultant’s reports. 

A site visit was undertaken on the 24th of January by the author and Peter Caldwell (Archaeological 
Services Limited). 

4.  PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT AND S ETTING  

The proposed growth cell is located immediately southwest of the existing residential development 
of Te Awamutu (Figure 2). The footprint is bounded by the Main Trunk Line to the west, Centennial 
Park to the north and Puniu Road to the south.  

Soil map data shows that the elevated land within the growth cell is classified as Mairoa soil types, 
which are well draining clays. 2 Based on Landcare Research’s potential historic vegetation data,3 these 

 
2 Sourced from https://smap.landcareresearch.co.nz/maps-and-tools/app/  
3 Sourced from https://lris.scinfo.org.nz/ ‘Potential Vegetation of New Zealand’ layer 
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elevated areas would have been covered in kahikatea, pukatea and tawa forest. The low-lying areas are 
situated on Porchester soils which are considered to be poor draining and associated with wetland 
environments. These are soil types are not known in the archaeological record to have been utilised by 
Māori for traditional horticulture practice. 

The growth cell is currently almost entirely in short pasture, with a scattering of mature trees. One 
farm shed is located near the southern extent of the cell, and a dwelling and associated outbuildings at 
the end of Wallace Terrace. Farm drains and farm tracks are cut in across the property. The topography 
is undulating, with low ridgelines trending east-west across the growth cell (e.g., Figure 3). 

 
Figure 3: Image looking west across the growth cell showing the scrub and Pirongia in the distance. 

5.  HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 4 

The following section summarises the know history of Te Awamutu. It does not provide a detailed 
history of the occupation in the wider area. No attempt has been made to synthesise the rich and 
detailed record of Māori oral traditions and whakapapa concerning the area or the various perspectives 
of the tangata whenua representatives involved as this is best done by tangata whenua. A Cultural 
Impact Assessment (NITOW 2021) has been prepared for recent works along Wallace Terrace, 
immediately east of the growth cell, and this has provided detailed information with regards to the 
significance and cultural importance of Ōtāwhao Pā.  

 
4 Summarised from Mainwaring (2020) 
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5.1. MĀORI ERA 

Māori inhabitants of Te Awamutu whakapapa to the arrival of the Tainui canoe in the 14th century. 
Tangata whenua of Te Awamutu are identified as Ngāti Ruru, Ngāti Koura and Ngāti Waenganui, 
although an earlier claim is associated with Ngāti Apakura (Simmons, 2018).  

The archaeological landscape is characterised by fortified pā and associated kāinga occupation sites 
and horticultural evidence. Māori occupation was concentrated around waterways because of their 
navigability, resources and productivity of the land adjacent to their banks. Te Awamutu means ‘the 
end of the navigable river,’ due to it being the last point moving inland in which the Mangaohoi Stream 
was navigable by waka.  

Radiocarbon dates for the inland Waikato River/ Waipa River environment suggest intensive 
occupation from 1450 AD (Bellwood 1978 & Lawrence 2019). Current archaeological evidence 
indicates that Te Awamutu was not intensively settled during the early Māori era; however, was part of 
a route used to travel to and from Kawhia Harbor (Barber 1984: 18). It is stated that conflict over 
resources prevented the settlement of the area until the construction of two pā. Ōtāwhao Pā is located 
immediately northeast of the growth cell, and Kaipaka Pā at the confluence of the Mangapiko and 
Mangaohoi Streams, Figure 4 (Barber 1984; Phear & Shackles 2011). 

For the current study area, Māori occupation would have been focused on the high ground of 
Ōtāwhao Pā and possibly the leading ridgelines and the flats associated with the Mangaohoi Stream 
and Pūnui River, north and south of the subject site respectively. 
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Figure 4: Sketch map of Otawhao Mission (Te Awamutu) post-1839. Ōtāwhao Pā is shown at the southwestern corner, 
with the approximate growth cell  identified by a red oval. Reproduced from Barber (1984: 26). 

5.2. ŌTĀWHAO PĀ 

Ōtāwhao Pā is located immediately northeast of the growth cell (Figure 4). Ōtāwhao translates as 
the ‘Place of Tāwhao’ and was established by Tainui ariki Tāwhao (Phillips 1995). Kōrero describes 
how Ōtāwhao was used to control the movement of people through the Waipā region, particularly 
from Ngāti Toa at Kawhia and Ngāti Raukawa at Maungatautari and Wharepuhunga (ibid). Ōtāwhao 
was successfully occupied by Ngāti Waenganui, Ngāti Apakura and Ngāti Ruru. The NITOW report 
(2021: 11) concludes that the pā was in existence at least as early as the 18th century based on written 
evidence of the birth of a wahine inside of Maketū whare tupuna in 1797. Further, it is identified that 
the surrounding slopes were the location of extensive horticultural activity (ibid). Barber (1984: 21-22) 
describes Ōtāwhao Pā as housing a population fluctuating between 50 and more than 1000 people 
relying heavily on the surrounding landscape for resources (Figure 5).  

The musket trade effected Ōtāwhao Pā in the early 19th century as conflicts with Ngapuhi impacted 
other Waikato settlements (Phear and Shackles 2011). Following the Hongi Hika led Ngapuhi attack 
of Mātakitaki Pā in 1822, Ōtāwhao Pā acted as a refuge for the survivors. 
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Figure 5: Sketch of Otawhao Pā by J.J. Merrett, c. 1843 looking south across the pā. Source: Alexander Turnbull 
Library.5 

5.2.1. EARLY EUROPEAN CONTACT 

Missionaries arrived in the Te Awamutu district in the 1840s, by which time Ōtāwhao Pā was the 
most populous pā in the area (Barber, 1984). European interaction with the pā increased when a 
mission station was established at Mangapouri in 1834 (ibid). Five years later, Reverend Benjamin 
Ashwell led a group of 200 Ngāti Ruri from Ōtāwhao Pā to “build a pā for Christ,” and established 
Awamutu Pā on the current location of Selwyn Park (Ashwell 1878 in Tagg 2003:5).  

Visitors to Ōtāwhao in the early 19th century describe increasing influence of Europeans at the pā, 
and the eventual downfall of the site. European visitors over the early 19th century describe the pā, 
including G. F. Agnes in 1839 describing the construction of a series of chapels and a watercolour of 
the Maketū meeting house in 1844.6 At this time, Ōtāwhao was described as being in near ruins, with 
Maketū being the only building of significance still remaining as most of the residents had moved to 
Awamutu Pā (the Otawhao Mission Station). 

Following the establishment of Otawhao Mission Station, there is very little published information 
about the pā. Dieffenbach and Angas described the pā as being almost uninhabited in the 1840s, and 
on an 1860s map of the Waikato it is described as being ‘one of the strongest Native fortifications in 
the country. Not inhabited’ (NZAA ArchSite SRF S15/332). Ōtāwhao Pā appears in sketch maps 
drawn by the British miliary forces in the 1860s (Figure 6); however, no evidence has been found to 
suggest that Ōtāwhao played a role in the Waikato Campaign during the NZ Land Wars. These plans 
do not identify any potential archaeological features associated with the pā or surrounding landscape 
within the subject site. 

 
5 Accessed from https://tiaki.natlib.govt.nz/#details=ecatalogue.144668  
6 https://natlib.govt.nz/records/23056652 
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Figure 6: Section of Captain G.R. Greaves c. 1864 sketch map of Te Awamutu and Rangiaowhia. Red oval denotes 
the pā, the subject site it to the southwest.7 

5.3. 19TH CENTURY TE AWAMUTU 

The town was initially focused on infrastructure within the mission station which extended to 
include most of the present-day central township (Figure 4). Due to rising hostilities between Māori 
and the Crown, Reverend Morgan – the founder of the Mission Station – left the region to be replaced 
by Magistrate John Gorst in 1863 (Simmons 2001). When the war drew to a close in 1864, the mission 
station then provided a base for General Cameron as he led British forces in an attack against 
Rangiaowhia (Simmons 2001).  

At this time, Te Awamutu became the base for 4000 British soldiers and three redoubts were 
constructed– the 40th Redoubt, the 65th Redoubt and the 57th Redoubt (Cowan 1983). The miliary 
population dropped to 100 by 1867 and the township developed as a rural farming community. By the 

 
7 https://ndhadeliver.natlib.govt.nz/delivery/DeliveryManagerServlet?dps_pid=IE65251610  
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mid-1880s, the main trunk line immediately west of the growth cell was constructed, connecting Te 
Awamutu to other centres. 

6.  PREVIOUS ARCHAEOLOGICAL WORK  

6.1. RECORDED ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES 

6.1.1. NZAA ARCHSITE 

Archaeological sites in Te Awamutu are clustered in the central township and along the Puniu 
River (1.7km south) and the Mangaohoi (1.3km north) and Mangapiko Streams. These sites include 
evidence of pre-European Māori settlement along the waterways including pā and pit sites, as well as 
historic settlement of the township dating from the mid-1800s (Figure 7).  

There is currently one recorded archaeological site immediately adjacent to the project area – 
S15/332– which is Ōtāwhao Pā. While this site is currently represented by a single location point in 
NZAA ArchSite, based on historical records, the pā would have spanned the ridgeline which 
encompasses the entirety of present day Wallace Terrace. A description of the history of Ōtāwhao Pā 
has been summarised in Section 5 above.  

The site has been heavily damaged through farming practices and residential development. Articles 
in the Te Awamutu Courier state that mid-20th century homeowners on Wallace Terrace regularly 
found material such as hei tiki, firecracked rocks, charcoal and kōiwi tangata across the landscape. 
Furthermore, excavations along Wallace Terrace for the installation of the original sewer network 
exposed kōiwi tangata.  

In 2014, Mat Campbell visited the site and noted that only a small terrace (10 x 8m) on the western 
flank of the site, remained. The terrace was relocated in 2020 (Figure 8), and it is sited within the T4 
Growth Cell. Campbell also noted a small amount of midden eroding from the bank. 
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Figure 7: Map showing the distribution of recorded archaeological sites within the vicinity of the growth cell.
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Figure 8: Image looking up the western ridge at the location of the terrace recorded in 2014. Source: Mainwaring (2020: 
20). 

6.1.2. RĀRANGI KŌRERO/THE LIST 

There are currently no items on the Rārangi Kōrero/The List maintained by HNZPT within the 
growth cell or within the immediate vicinity.8 The nearest item is the former Te Awamutu School, 
approximately 1km east of the growth cell. 

6.1.3. WAIPĀ DISTRICT PLAN 

There are no additional heritage sites identified on the Waipā District Plan within the growth cell. 
Recorded archaeological site S15/332 is noted within the Wallace Terrace road reserve on the planning 
maps.9 

6.2. INVESTIGATIONS 

Archaeological investigations that have been undertaken within the central Te Awamutu township 
have primarily identified historic-era sites associated with the mission station and military occupation. 

The closest archaeological work to the current proposal was undertaken on Wallace Terrace under 
authorities 2021/107 and 2021/738. The works included the installation of a new pipeline via 
directional drilling and the removal of the redundant pipework. The archaeological results suggest that 
Wallace Terrace, and as such Ōtāwhao Pā, have been modified as a result of the residential 
development (Keith 2022). Despite this, there were areas of intact topsoil encountered, and four 

 
8 Sourced from https://www.heritage.org.nz/places  
9 Sourced from 
https://eplan.waipadc.govt.nz/eplan/property/1865599/1743911/5823610/5760244/0/52  
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probable pits, three fire features, one posthole and a possible defensive ditch were encountered (Figure 
9). 

 
Figure 9: Plan showing the features encountered during the watermain replacement works. Source: Keith (2022: 4). 

 

7.  DESKTOP RESEARCH  

7.1. HISTORIC PLANS 

Historic survey plans were reviewed to identify any potential unrecorded archaeological or heritage 
items within the growth cell. Survey plans show the division of land blocks within the wider area and 
track the residential development immediately east of the growth cell. Pre-1900 plans reviewed show 
the survey of the railway to the west (SO 3908 p1; not reproduced here). These plans portray the 
western side of the growth cell as primarily in low-lying swamp land. They do not show any detail of 
the project area that may relate to previously unrecorded archaeological or heritage sites.  

7.2. HISTORIC AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHS 

The 1944 image shows the subject site in short pasture (Figure 10). A boundary hedge has been 
planted along the western scarp of S15/332, and the terrace recorded in 2014 by Campbell is not 
detectable. With the exception of fences, accessways, and drains, the subject site is undeveloped. 

Version: 2, Version Date: 26/02/2026
Document Set ID: 11324596



T4 Growth Cell 

Sian Keith Archaeology Ltd. February 2024                                                                18 
 

There is limited change within the T4 growth cell from this image to the present day. There is 
localised land modification from farm tracks and drains, but no evidence of extensive earthworks. 

 
Figure 10: Historic aerial image dated to 1944, showing the approximate extent of the growth cell (red polygon). Yellow 
oval denotes terrace location. 
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7.3. LIDAR 

LiDAR data from CoLAB Waikato Data Portal has been reviewed to identify any potential areas 
of ground disturbance or anomalies consistent with subsurface archaeological features. The LiDAR 
data shows a 1m DEM which is not fine-grained enough to clearly identify potential subsurface 
archaeological features (Figure 11). There are no visible anomalies that may be indicative of 
archaeological features such as terraces or pits. Only a small section of flat land associated with the 
main pā – where the terrace is identified, is within the project area (Figure 11; orange arrow). The 
remaining of the west facing scarp is steep.  

The LiDAR imagery shows that the ridgeline associated with Ōtāwhao Pā falls in a north-
east/south-west aspect into the project area. The western and southern portions of the growth cell are 
low-lying and have a stream traversing the central portion of the cell. Sections of this stream and the 
surrounding low-lying swamp area have cut drains.  
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Figure 11: Image showing the LiDAR imagery for the growth cell (red polygon). Orange arrow denotes terrace. 
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Figure 12: Map showing the location of hand augers excavated across the growth cell footprint. 
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8.  SITE VISIT  

A site visit was undertaken on 24th of January 2024 by the author and Peter Caldwell. During the 
site visit, a series of hand augers were excavated across the growth cell footprint to identify the soil 
profiles (Figure 12).  

It was confirmed that the terrace associated with Ōtāwhao Pā has not changed since its last survey 
by Mainwaring (2020). The west facing scarp of Ōtāwhao Pā is very steep and there are intermittent 
pine tree stumps and upstanding trees (Figure 13). A track has been benched into the base of the scarp 
at the northern extent of the subject site. There was no obvious archaeological material visible in this 
cutting. The land at the base of the scarp is flat and shows evidence of ploughing (Figure 13). 

The ridgeline falling southwest from the end of Wallace Terrace was closely inspected for potential 
archaeological terracing or pit features and a series of hand augers were excavated along this elevation 
(Figure 12). The locations of augers 1-3 targeted areas that appeared to be flattened, which may indicate 
terraces (Figure 14). The exposed soil profiles did not contain any material indictive of archaeological 
activity.  

The ridgeline running parallel to this was also inspected (Figure 12, augers 6 & 7). A large portion 
of this ridgeline within the growth cell has been impacted by the construction of a house and 
outbuildings – this area was not closely inspected. In the remaining portion of the ridgeline the grass 
was too long to confidently identify archaeological features (Figure 15). The soil profiles encountered 
in the hand augers exhibited less than 10cm of topsoil overlying the natural. No potential archaeological 
material such as charcoal or fill deposits were noted. A partially drained wetland area is present along 
the southern side of the ridgeline (Figure 16). 

 
Figure 13: Image looking east towards Ōtāwhao Pā. Arrow denotes area where terrace is recorded. 
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Figure 14: Image looking northeast from Auger 2 showing the flattened area tested for a potential terrace (red oval - 
Auger 1). 

 
Figure 15: Image looking northeast across the ridgeline towards Wallace Terrace. Gully noted to the LHS. 

The elevated land across the balance of the property was visually inspected and hand augers were 
inserted. The exposed soil profiles consistently exposed a topsoil layer which was devoid of any 
charcoal or other materials indicative of archaeological activity. This overlay the natural subsoil. The 
topsoil varied in thickness between 5 – 20cm. The low-lying areas were not closely inspected. There 
are several cut tracks across the growth cell, these were examined and no potential archaeological 
features or deposits were noted in the exposed soil profiles. 
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Figure 16: Image looking southwest towards the partially drained wetland. 

9.  SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE  

One terrace recorded as part of archaeological site S15/332 (Ōtāwhao Pā) is recorded within the 
northeastern extent of the subject site. This is one feature of Ōtāwhao Pā, a site that is considered to 
extend across the elevated ridge now occupied by Wallace Terrace.  

In the course of research for the T4 Growth Cell proposal, no additional evidence for 
archaeological activity has been detected across the balance of land. No material, such as charcoal or 
fire-cracked rock or modified soils, that are indicative of archaeological activity within the wider area 
was noted in any of the hand augers placed across the proposed growth cell.  

The flattened areas on the ridgeline southwest of the end of Wallace Terrace correlate to locations 
on historic aerial imagery where large pine trees once stood. These flattened areas are possibly 
associated with the former trees rather than archaeological activity.  

However it must be noted that absence of evidence is not evidence of absence for archaeological 
activity. The subject site intersects with a small portion of the recorded extent of Ōtāwhao Pā, and 
based on this proximity it would be reasonable to anticipate evidence for associated activities such as 
horticulture.   

10.  CONSTRAINTS AND L IMITATIONS  

This report is an assessment of the potential impacts of any future development within the growth 
cell on archaeological values. There are no statements on the cultural significance of the project area 
nor are the views of tangata whenua represented in this report. 

Statements are made as to the location and nature of recorded archaeological sites and their 
archaeological values. The archaeological information is derived from both published materials 
including the HNZPT Digital Archaeological Report Library and New Zealand Archaeological 
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Association (NZAA) ArchSite Database as well as information from archaeologists who have 
undertaken research and HNZPT authority work in this part of Te Awamutu. 

Archaeological site location data should be regarded as a guide only as the locational accuracy of 
archaeological sites recorded in ArchSite is variable. Accuracy for some recorded sites is only to 100 m 
grid squares and many of these have been recalculated from earlier 100-yard coordinates which can 
increase the location error. Those sites that have not been recorded accurately are indicated on the 
ArchSite maps with a square and are only accurate to within, at best, 100 m of the actual site location. 
Archaeological sites that have been visited since the advent of GPS may have more accurate recorded 
locations. The full extent of recorded sites is often not known, and the single point coordinate provided 
by ArchSite is often based on only the visible surface archaeological remains. This does not necessarily 
represent the true subsurface extent of archaeological sites as defined in the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere 
Taonga Act 2014 (HNZPTA), as most archaeological remains lie below the ground surface.  

11 .  ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND OTHER VALUES  

11.1. DISCUSSION OF VALUES 

The proposed growth cell partially intersects with the recorded extent of S15/332  Ōtāwhao Pā, 
of which there is one recorded feature of this site extending into the subject site. This features is a 
terrace which is recorded at the northeastern corner of the growth cell, it was recorded by Mathew 
Campbell in 2014. The terrace has not been subject to invasive testing for archaeological veracity, and 
it has been assumed that the initial recording is an accurate interpretation.  

There are no further known archaeological values within the subject site, but based on its proximity 
to Ōtāwhao Pā it is anticipated that subsurface evidence will exist, very likely this will be related to 
horticultural activity.   

HNZPT has provided guidelines setting out criteria that are specific to archaeological sites and the 
Waipā District Plan identify criteria for evaluating the significance of historic heritage places. These 
sets of criteria have been used to evaluate the T4 Growth Cell. 

11.2. ARCHAEOLOGICAL VALUES - HNZPT 

The following is an assessment of the archaeological values, based on the criteria required by 
HNZPT, associated with a terrace recorded as part of Ōtāwhao Pā site S15/332 and any previously 
unrecorded material that may be encountered. 

• Condition: The terrace recorded in the north-east corner of the subject site is considered to 
be intact.  

There is no evidence of extensive ground disturbance works within the subject site, 
indicating that should additional archaeological material be present, it will likely be in good 
condition. 

• Rarity: Terraces are common features associated with pā, kāinga and garden sites. The 
purpose of this terrace is not known but, accepting that it is probably archaeological, it is 
likely to have been used for either gardening or a living terrace.  
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• Contextual Value:  The terrace may be related to horticultural or domestic activity, sited 
just outside of the likely defences of the pā. Should any further evidence be uncovered 
within the subject site it will probably also be related to the occupation of the pā.  

• Information Potential:  The T4 Growth Cell is situated outside of the considered defended 
portion of Ōtāwhao Pā. Should intact archaeological material be present, it could provide 
information on how this wider landscape was used. 

• Amenity Value:  There are no known amenity values currently associated with the subject 
site. 

• Cultural Associations: This is left to tangata whenua to determine. 

11.3. HISTORIC HERITAGE VALUES 

There are no known historic sites, structures, places or areas on the Waipā District Plan within the 
proposed growth cell. Archaeological site S12/332 is noted on the plan; however, there is no further 
significance attributed to this site in the plan. The following is an assessment of historic heritage values 
based on the RMA definitions. Should there be heritage material present, the following statements on 
their values may be considered: 

• Archaeological: Refer to Section 11.2. 

• Architectural: There are no heritage buildings or structures present. 

• Cultural: This is for tangata whenua to determine. 

• Historic:  Ōtāwhao Pā is considered to be a significant pā site for Te Awamutu and its 
history is well documented. The subject site intersects with one probable terrace. 

• Scientific: There are no known historical scientific values associated with this land. 

• Technological: There are no known historical technological values associated with this land. 

  

12.  ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS  

This assessment has been commissioned to support a private plan change. This will allow future 
residential development of the land, there are no formal development plans to assess.   

There is a terrace located at the northeastern extent of the growth cell which is recorded to be a 
feature related to Ōtāwhao Pā, S15/332. At the design phase for future development all effort should 
be made to avoid affecting this feature. It is recommended that this be preserved insitu within any 
future development.  

Both desktop research and the site visit did not identify any further potential archaeological 
features within the growth cell, and there are no further areas which would warrant avoidance at this 
stage. There are no known effects on any other archaeological site, feature or deposit.  

However, due to the proximity of the subject site to Ōtāwhao Pā, there is considered to be 
potential for peripheral archaeological activity to be present and currently concealed below the topsoil. 
It is anticipated that any evidence will be focused on the elevated ridgelines.  
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However, the actual effects on unrecorded and currently undetected archaeological evidence 
cannot be confirmed without invasive archaeological testing. 

13.  RECOMMENDATIONS  

It is recommended that: 

• the terrace associated with S15/332 at the northern extent of the growth cell be excluded 
from future development. This is based on an understanding that this feature represents 
a residual portion of Ōtāwhao Pā, S15/332. 

• As it has been identified that there is an archaeological risk across the subject site, that the 
future development be covered by an archaeological authority from HNZPT. It is 
recommended that the elevated ridges be the subject to test trenching to determine the 
presence / absence of archaeological evidence. 

• Tangata whenua should be consulted regarding the cultural values of the T4 Growth Cell, 
this assessment and the conclusions reached and recommendations made. 
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