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1. Statement of Qualifications and Experience
1.

My name is David Anderson Armstrong. I hold a Bachelor of Arts (Hons) in
history and a Bachelor of Laws degree from Victoria University of
Wellington. I am currently a Director of HistoryWorks Ltd, a Wellingtonbased research company.

2.

Since 1989 I have worked as a professional historian, specialising in Treaty
claim research. I have carried out research on behalf of two iwi in the northern
the South Island, Rangitane ki Wairau and Ngati Apa Ki Te Ra To, and I
presented evidence on behalf of these iwi to the Waitangi Tribunal in 2003.
More recently I have assisted Ngati Apa and Rangitane in their Treaty claim
settlement negotiations. Both Ngati Apa and Rangitane claim interests in the
Waitata reach, Totaranui (Queen Charlotte Sound), Port Gore and Tory
Channel areas. I also presented evidence to the Environment Court in August
2010 in respect of the NZ King Salmon White Horse Rock resource consent
application.

3.

I visited all the proposed salmon farm sites, and a number of existing sites (by
means of water taxi), on May 30-31, 2011.

2. My Brief

4.

This report was commissioned by NZ King Salmon. NZ King Salmon is
seeking a private plan change in respect of a number of specific sites in the
Marlborough Sounds, located at Waitata Reach (Waitata, Kaitira, Tapipi,
Richmond), Port Gore (Papatua), Queen Charlotte Sound (Kaitapeha,
Ruaomoko), and Tory Channel (Ngamahau), in order to develop new salmon
farms. In my capacity as a professional historian, I have been asked by NZ
King Salmon to provide an independent report that:
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i) identifies points in the vicinity of proposed NZ King Salmon sites that are of
heritage significance (including publicly available information on Maori
historical sites not listed in Historic Places Trust or Marlborough District
Council registers); and
ii) assesses the impact of the proposed salmon farms on European heritage
sites.1
5.

The report commences with an identification of impact assessment criteria.
These have been developed with reference to statutory and other instruments,
and more particularly Historic Places Trust (HPT) publications and
Environment Court decisions.2 These criteria have been developed to provide
an assessment tool appropriate for water-based salmon farm development
which, under normal circumstances, will not involve any land-based activity
and will not result in the erection of permanent structures. My assessments are
also informed by my understanding that structures associated with the
proposed salmon farms sites will be designed and located in a manner that
minimises visual intrusion.3

6.

This is followed by a summary section, where I briefly set out my conclusions.
This is followed by a section explanation the methodology adopted in
identifying relevant heritage sites. A short historical overview of the
Marlborough Sounds is then provided, including early Maori occupation and
later European settlement of the area, to provide some context to the
discussion of specific sites. This is followed by an assessment of the impacts
of the proposed salmon farms on identified European heritage sites, assessed
against the criteria I have developed.

1

I have not been asked to assesses the impact of proposed salmon farms on Maori heritage sites.
See especially Historic Places Trust, Management Guidelines for Resource Management
Practitioners, 2004, and New Zealand Marine Hatcheries v Marlborough District Council. W129/97
(Environment Court). A summary of statutory and other instruments is provided at Appendix II.
3
Refer to S. McManaway and F. Boffa. Proposed Salmon Farms, Marlborough Sounds. Natural
Character, Landscape and Visual Amenity Effects.
2
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3. Assessment Criteria

7.

As noted, the proposed salmon farms involve no land-based activity. With the
possible exception of shipwrecks (discussed further in section 9, below), there
will therefore be no direct intrusion, physical damage or modification of
archaeological sites or heritage sites or areas. Assessment criteria therefore
need to take account of other possible impacts; namely, whether the proposed
salmon farms, while not resulting in physical damage or modification, may in
a more general sense have an 'indirect' negative impact on the ability of
heritage sites to contribute, in the widest sense, to a full understanding and
appreciation of the history of the Marlborough Sounds.

8.

Eleven specific assessment criteria have been identified and are set out below.
These will be used as a means of assessing the impact of the proposed salmon
farms on identified heritage sites and areas. The assessment criteria are:
1) Will the proposed salmon farms distort evidence of the past, or undermine
or compromise the integrity of the site or area, in terms of its ability to
contribute to an understanding of history and culture
2) Would the proposed salmon farms adversely affect an onlookers perception
of the historical nature of the area or site
3) Would the proposed salmon farms compromise an onlookers connection
with an historical area or site
4) Is there a nexus between the proposed salmon farms and historical activity
associated with the heritage area or site
5) Would the proposed development give the heritage site or area an
incongruous 'industrial' appearance which would compromise its integrity or
its ability to contribute to an understanding of history and culture

3
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6) Would the proposed salmon farm development have the effect of making it
difficult for future generations to appreciate what the heritage site or area was
like in the past
7) Are the proposed salmon farms so incongruous that the values of the
heritage site or area will no longer be able to be meaningfully interpreted
8) Are the proposed salmon farms visually dominating, or so distinct from the
values and appearance of the heritage site or area as to impact on its ability to
contribute to an understanding of history and culture
9) Will the proposed salmon farms intrude on or compromise the authentic or
essential setting of the heritage site or area
10) Do the proposed salmon farms intrude upon or interrupt adequate 'visual
catchments', vistas and sight-lines or corridors to the heritage site or area from
important viewing points, or from the heritage site or area to outside elements
with which it has important visual or functional relationships
11) Will the proposed salmon farms result in damage or modification to
archaeological sites (including shipwrecks) or impeded the ability of
archaeologists (including marine archaeologists) to carry out investigations

4. Summary and Conclusions
9.

There are a number of European heritage sites, archaeological sites and
shipwrecks in the vicinity of the proposed salmon farms. These sites are
shown on the map below, and listed in the following section with approximate
distances from the proposed salmon farm sites.4 More detailed descriptions of
the sites are provided in sections 7-10.

4

Distances are estimates only.
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i) European heritage sites
- Tory Channel leading lights - about 4km north of the proposed Ngamahau
site
- Site of whaling activity, Te Awaiti, Tory Channel - about 2.5km north of the
proposed Ngamahau site
- World War II gun emplacements, Blumine Island, Queen Charlotte Sound about 10km north of the proposed Kaitapeha and Ruaomoko sites
- World War II gun emplacement, Whekenui, Tory Channel - about 4km north
of the proposed Ngamahau site
- World War II gun emplacement, Tikimaeroero Point, Maraetai Bay, Tory
Channel - about 1.5km south of the proposed Kaitapeha and Ruaomoko sites
- World War II gun emplacements, Maud Island - about 5.5km south of the
proposed Richmond and Tapipi sites

5
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- World War II gun emplacement, Post office Point, Pelorus Sound immediately adjacent (about 100 metres) from the proposed Kaitira site (also
an archaeological site)
ii) Archaeological sites
- Burnt Point, Waitata Reach - near White Horse Rock. Maori occupation site,
midden, charcoal, burnt stone. About 3.5km west of the proposed Kaitira site,
and about 2km north of the proposed Richmond and Tapipi sites
- Post Office Point, Waitata Reach. Gun emplacement, see above
- Papatua, Port Gore (3 sites). Midden, pits, mounds, stone wall, adjacent to
the proposed Papatua site
- Ruaomoko Point, Arapawa Island. Midden, oven, about 1km south of the
proposed - Kaitapeha and Ruaomoko sites
- Kaitapeha Bay, Arapawa Island. Midden, oven, about 500m north of the
proposed Kaitapeha and Ruaomoko sites
- Dieffenbach Point, Tory Channel. Two Maori sites. Pit, terrace, stone flakes.
About 1.5km from the proposed Kaitapeha and Ruaomoko sites
- Dieffenbach Point, Tory Channel. Steps probably associated with the
Tikimaeroero Point gun battery lookout. About 1.5km from the proposed
Kaitapeha and Ruaomoko sites
- Ngamahau Bay, Arapawa Island. Flaked stone. About 500m from the
proposed Ngamahau site
iii) Shipwrecks (where location is known)5
- Rangitoto (Cape Jackson) - about 9km east of the proposed Papatua site
- Lastingham (Cape Jackson) - about 9km east of the proposed Papatua site
- Koi (Ngatawhetaweta Point, Torea Bay) - about 10km west of the proposed
Kaitapeha and Ruaomoko sites
- Mikhail Lermontov (Port Gore) - about 3km south of the proposed Papatua
site
5

Shipwrecks where the location is unknown are listed in Appendix I.
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iv) Wahi Tapu
10.

Several wahi tapu sites are listed in HPT and Marlborough District Council
(MDC) registers.6 These sites are described in section 11, below. As noted, an
assessment of the possible impact of proposed salmon farms on wahi tapu falls
outside the current brief.7 The wahi tapu are:
- Moioio Island, Tory Channel. Wahi tapu, pa site. About 5km south-west of
the proposed Ngamahau site, and about 5km east of the proposed Kaitapeha
and Ruaomoko sites
- Te Awaiti, Tory Channel. Wahi tapu, burials and archaeological remains of
the original Maori occupiers. About 2.5km north of the proposed Ngamahau
site
- Te Awaiti, Tory Channel. William Keenan the elder whanau urupa. About
2.5km north of the proposed Ngamahau site

The Impact of Proposed Salmon Farming Activity on European Heritage Sites
(including shipwrecks) and European Archaeological Sites
11.

To reiterate, my assessments, based on the criteria listed above, are informed
by my understanding that the proposed salmon farms involve no land-based
activity, will be designed and sited in a manner which minimises disturbance
to the visual and other qualities of the landscape, and are impermanent
structures.

i) Gun emplacements
12.

Based on the assessment criteria set out above in section 3, the proposed
salmon farms will have a negligible impact on the heritage values associated
with the Blumine Island, Whekenui, Maraetai and Maud Island gun

6

Wahi tapu have been defined as places sacred to Maori in the traditional, spiritual, religious, ritual or
mythical sense.
7
Other known Maori sites are listed in a later section of this report.
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emplacements. While some proposed sites are visible from the emplacements
(depending on light and weather conditions) none of the proposed salmon
farms are sufficiently proximate to adversely affect an onlookers perception or
connection with the sites, an ability to understand their history and meaning,
or otherwise compromise their integrity or essential settings.
13.

The site of a proposed salmon farm at Kaitira is in the immediate vicinity of
the Post Office Point gun emplacement. It may intrude upon an onlookers
perception and connection with the site and its setting, and disturb sight-lines.
A salmon farm would, however, not otherwise compromise the fundamental
integrity of the site or its ability to contribute to an understanding of its history
and meaning. The presence of a manned salmon farm might serve to
discourage vandalism.

ii) Archaeological Sites
14.

Archaeological sites are defined in the Historic Places Act 1993 as places
associated with human activity able to be investigated by archaeological
methods to provide evidence relating to the history of New Zealand. Any
recorded archaeological site, that is not a place/area of significance to Maori,
is also deemed to be an historic site. Archaeological sites of significance to
Maori are deemed to be 'a place or area of significance to Maori'.

15.

Several archaeological sites are in the vicinity of proposed salmon farms. The
Maori sites consist of middens, evidence of occupation, pits, terraces, stone
flake and other find spots. The European archaeological sites are the gun
emplacement at Post Office Point, and some steps at Dieffenbach Point,
probably associated a gun battery observation post.

16.

The archaeological sites associated with Maori occupation are of primary
interest to archaeologists. Given the nature of the sites (find spots, middens,
pits, remains of walls) their ability to contribute to a casual visitor or lay
persons understanding of history and culture is limited. An assessment of the
impact of proposed salmon farms can therefore be confined to archaeological

8
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values. In my view the proposed salmon farms will have no impact on the
ability of archaeologists to carry out their investigations and provide evidence
relating to New Zealand history.
17.

The proposed salmon farms at Kaitapeha and Ruaomoko (about 1.5km from
the steps on Dieffenbach Point) will have a negligible impact on heritage
values associated with this site, and will have no impact on the ability of
archaeologists to continue their investigations.

18.

Maori archaeological sites are also places or areas of significance to Maori. As
noted, an assessment of the impact of proposed salmon farm sites on Maori
values falls outside the scope of this report.

iii) Tory Channel leading lights
19.

The leading lights have a category 1 registration under the Historic Places Act.
This is because they have been a vital cog n the inter-island link, and their
presence has, according to the HPT, 'contributed strongly to the identity of the
area' and the economic and social development of the Marlborough Sounds.
The Tory Channel lights are also the only timber leading lights still operating
on their original site.

20.

A proposed salmon farm, located at Ngamahau, which is about 4km to the
south near the entrance of Deep Bay, will have no impact on heritage values
associated with the leading lights. In addition, there is a connection or nexus
between the lights and the development of the Marlborough Sounds, including
aquaculture development.

iv) Whaling at Te Awaiti
21.

Te Awaiti and West Head in Tory Channel are strongly associated with the
Guard family and the local whaling industry, which commenced in the area in
1827 and continued into the 1960s.

9
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22.

The proposed salmon farm at Ngamahau, about 2.5km south of Te Awaiti,
will have no impact on European heritage values associated with this site.
There is also a broad nexus between salmon farming and whaling at Te
Awaiti.

v) Shipwrecks
23.

Maritime archaeology is a relatively recent discipline in New Zealand. Under
the Historic Places Act 1993 any wreck that occurred before 1900 is protected
as an archaeological site.

24.

There have been many shipwrecks in the Marlborough Sounds. As noted
above, only four wrecks are known to be located in the general vicinity of the
proposed salmon farms.8 All of them are fully submerged and can only be seen
by experienced and well-equipped divers. The Koi, Rangitoto and Lastingham
are some distance from the sites of proposed salmon farms (9-10kms). The
wreck of the Mikhail Lermontov is the most proximate to a proposed salmon
farm site (Papatua), but is still around 3km distant from it.

25.

The proposed salmon farms will have negligible impact on heritage values
associated with the Mikhail Lermontov, Koi, Rangitoto and Lastingham, given
that they are completely submerged and lie at a considerable distance (about
3km and about 9-10km, respectively) from the proposed salmon farm sites. It
is very unlikely that the proposed salmon farms will have any impact on the
ability of marine archaeologists to carry out investigation of these wrecks, if
and when such activity takes place.

26.

The Mikhail Lermontov is 3km from to the proposed Papatua salmon farm
site. The extent to which archaeological values associated with the wreck may
be affected by 'benthic impacts' can be assessed with reference to the
Cawthron Benthic Impacts report.

8

Of more than 2,000 shipwrecks in New Zealand waters, only about 150 have been accurately located.
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General Conclusions
27.

With the exception of the Post Office Point gun emplacement, the impact of
proposed salmon farms on heritage and archaeological sites will be minimal or
non-existent. The siting of a salmon farm adjacent to Post Office Point
(Kaitira) will visually intrude upon the heritage site, but otherwise its
fundamental heritage values will remain intact.

5. Methodology

28.

Identification of heritage and archaeological sites proceeded in the first
instance on the basis of a liberal interpretation of sites ‘in the vicinity’ of the
proposed salmon farms. If in doubt, the approach adopted was to include such
sites. The process by which sites were identified was as follows:
i) a search of the New Zealand Historic Places Trust register of historic places
and historic areas by local authority (Marlborough District Council)
ii) supplementing this with a check of all current notified proposals and
reviews listed on the HPT website
iii) as registered wahi tapu and wahi tapu areas are not able to be searched
online, a manual search of these was conducted at the HPT National Office at
Antrim House in Wellington
iv) searching the MDC Register of Significant Heritage Resources
v) searching through the Ingram and Wheatley book, New Zealand
Shipwrecks: Over 200 Years of Disasters at Sea, widely regarded as the most
comprehensive listing of New Zealand ship wrecks available, for evidence of
wrecks in the vicinity of the proposed salmon farms
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vi) searching the HPT publication, Historic Places Inventory Marlborough
County, Including Blenheim and Picton Boroughs (1986) for any additional
sites not already identified.
vii) searching the 1981 Department of Lands and Survey publication, Scenic
Reserves of Marlborough for any additional sites (especially historic reserves)
not already identified.
viii) following further specific leads where the evidence suggested the need
for such an approach. For example, the Blumine Island Battery site was
readily identified from both the HPT and MDC registers. Detailed histories of
the battery refer to several similar gun emplacements and fortifications
constructed in various other sites across the Marlborough Sounds at around the
same time. Peter Cooke’s history of New Zealand coastal defences (Defending
New Zealand: Ramparts on the Sea, 1840–1950s) was therefore consulted in
order to provide additional information about other defence sites.
ix) searching the New Zealand Archaeological Association (NZAA) Public
Site Map Viewer to locate archaeological sites in the vicinity of the proposed
salmon farms. These results were crossed-checked against the 1986 Historic
Places Inventory, which also lists known archaeological sites identified by that
time. Once the unique ID for each archaeological site found to be in the
vicinity of the proposed salmon farms had been logged, site record forms for
each of these sites were then obtained in order to obtain any further
information concerning these.
x) once heritage and archaeological sites had been identified, a number of
further published and archival sources, listed in the references section below,
were consulted in order to obtain additional information.

12
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6. Brief History of the Marlborough Sounds

29.

This section is intended to provide a brief introduction to the history of the
Marlborough Sounds by way of context to the site histories that follow. It is by
no means a comprehensive history.

6.1. Maori Occupation
30.

The Marlborough Sounds encompass an area of approximately 4,136 square
kilometres, containing some 805km of navigable waterways and a shoreline of
approximately 3,218km. The whole of the Marlborough Sounds forms a mass
of indented coastline and islands resulting from a maze of drowned river
valleys that lend the area a dramatic appearance. Rugged hills and mountains
cover much of the area, many of them originally clothed in podocarp, mixed
hardwood or beech forest.

31.

The Marlborough Sounds provided a wide range of food and natural resources,
attracting Maori to the area from an early date. Ngai Tara people of Te
Whanganui-a-Tara (Wellington) had established a presence in Queen
Charlotte Sound (Totaranui) and Te Hoiere (Pelorus Sound, Tawhitinui Reach
and Waitata Reach) by the early sixteenth century. Ngati Kuia, a North Island
iwi descended from the crew of the Kurahaupo waka, later established
themselves in Te Hoiere and Rangitoto (D’Urville Island). Two other North
Island Kurahaupo iwi, Ngati Apa Ki Te Ra To and Rangitane, also began
moving into the area. Rangitane established a strong presence in the Wairau
and Totaranui (Queen Charlotte Sound) districts, while Ngati Apa became
strongly associated with the outer sounds, including Anamahanga (Port Gore).

32.

This pattern of occupation was then disturbed by a series of invasions from the
North Island. This process commenced in the early 1820s when several Tainui
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waka iwi (Ngati Toa, Ngati Koata and Ngati Rarua) migrated from their
Kawhia homeland to escape increasing pressure from neighbouring iwi. At
Taranaki this group was joined by Ngati Tama and Te Atiawa, and the
combined party migrated south to the Kapiti coast and Wellington.
33.

In 1824 the South Island Kurahaupo iwi participated in an attack on the
northern iwi based on Kapiti Island. The southerners suffered a heavy defeat.
During the next 5-6 years the northern tribes, led principally by the Ngati Toa
chief Te Rauparaha, launched a series of attacks on the South Island iwi. By
around the end of the 1830s the Kurahaupo tribes had been defeated and their
major pa were captured and destroyed.

34.

By 1840 Ngati Koata occupied Rangitoto and its environs. Te Atiawa
occupied Arapawa Island (a corruption of the correct name, Arapaoa), Queen
Charlotte Sound and Tory Channel. Ngati Toa occupied the Wairau and the
area around Te Awaiti, and also claimed interests in Te Hoiere, Arapawa
Island and Queen Charlotte Sound.

35.

Distinct boundary lines between the different iwi were not always apparent,
and intermarriage and shared and overlapping occupation and resource use
arising from customary peace making processes (including intermarriage)
further blurred distinctions. Although the Kurahaupo iwi had been defeated,
they maintained a distinct presence in the Marlborough Sounds.

36.

The respective rights of the ‘conquering’ and ‘conquered’ groups was a matter
much debated. Although early Crown policy often favoured a simplistic
approach in which the invading Tainui-Taranaki iwi were seen to hold
paramount or even exclusive interests in the Marlborough Sounds through
rights based on conquest and occupation, a more nuanced and inclusive
approach to customary rights has been emphasised in more recent times,
especially the Waitangi Tribunal’s 2008 Te Tau Ihu Report.

14
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6.2. European Settlement

37.

The first known encounter between Maori and Europeans in the Marlborough
Sounds occurred in early 1770, when the Endeavour entered Queen Charlotte
Sound. Cook and his crew remained at Ship Cove, near the entrance to the
Sound, for three weeks collecting food and water. Cook returned to Ship Cove
several times - in 1773-1774 and again in 1777.

38.

Although Cook failed to explore the full extent of Queen Charlotte Sound he
estimated that the area had a total population of between 300 and 400 Maori,
living dispersed along the shoreline in small communities. Trading and other
relations between Cook’s men and local Maori were often amicable, but
disputes sometimes occurred. In December 1773 ten men from the Adventure
were killed at Grass Cove, Wharehunga Bay (Arapawa Island) as the result of
one such dispute.

39.

The Russian explorer Thaddeus Bellingshausen visited Ship Cove in 1820. A
permanent European presence in the area followed from about 1827, when
John ‘Jacky’ Guard established the first whaling station at Te Awaiti, on
Arapawa Island. A lively and substantial mixed-race community soon
flourished in the area, with many of the European whalers marrying local
Maori women. Maori communities also benefited from the sale of goods and
labour to the whalers. ‘Tar White’, as many Europeans called it, later declined
as a whaling centre, and Guard himself had shifted to Port Underwood by
about 1833. However, whaling was revived in the early twentieth century and
continued from Arapawa Island until around 1964.

40.

In 1838 HMS Pelorus called in at Port Underwood for supplies. Jacky Guard
offered to show the British the mouth of a ‘river’ known to local Maori as Te
Hoiere. That ‘river’ proved to be the entrance to the Pelorus Sound. This is
probably the first visit by Europeans to Pelorus Sound. The following year
Guard assisted another group of Europeans, led by Colonel William
Wakefield, who were intent on purchasing and colonising the area on behalf of
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the New Zealand Company. Several highly dubious deeds were subsequently
drawn up with Guard's assistance. Disputes over the validity of the Company’s
purported purchases continued long after the British assumption of
sovereignty in 1840.
41.

In June 1843 some 22 Pakeha and four Maori were killed at Wairau in
consequence of the New Zealand Company’s determination to push on with
the survey of disputed lands in the region. It was not until after the Waitohi
purchase was initiated by the Crown in 1848 (and completed two years later)
that measures were taken to promote extensive European settlement of the
Marlborough Sounds. Waitohi, or Picton, as it became known as, had been
identified as a suitable location for a port intended to service the settlers of the
Wairau Plains.

42.

The rugged nature of the landscape deterred close European settlement in the
Sounds (even though further Crown purchases had left local Maori largely
landless by 1860), although farms were established in many areas. There were
also occasional attempts to diversify into other activities. An antimony mine
was established on 500 acres of land between Endeavour Inlet and Port Gore
after 1883, for example, though by 1892 it had been placed in liquidation.
There were also efforts to mine coal, along with some timber milling, boatbuilding and whaling. Picton was briefly the capital of the new province of
Marlborough (established in 1859), although it subsequently lost out to
Blenheim. Havelock briefly boomed with the discovery of gold in the
Wakamarina Valley in 1864, and timber milling commenced in the area soon
after. An overland route to Nelson via the Rai Valley was later opened up.

43.

Subsequent economic development in the Marlborough Sounds was
spasmodic and patchy. Extensive sawmilling in the more accessible valleys
was followed by widespread forest clearance to make way for more extensive
pastoral farming. This in turn resulted in soil erosion and reversion to scrub
and secondary growth. Some areas escaped the burn-offs, including a few
areas set aside as historic and scenic reserves. One such areas was the site
associated with James Cook at Ships Cove. The native bush-clad hills

16

New Zealand King Salmon Heritage Report

surrounding this site provide a setting which greatly enhances the heritage
values of this site.
44.

Today much of the Marlborough Sounds is administered by the Department of
Conservation.

7. Identified European Heritage Sites and Wahi Tapu and their Current Status

45.

The table below sets out known European heritage and wahi tapu sites and the
degree of HPT and MDC recognition they have achieved. It includes the four
ship wrecks where there are confirmed remains at a known location
(Lastingham, Koi, Rangitoto and Mikhail Lermontov). Other shipwrecks
where the precise location and/or existence remains unknown are discussed
separately in Appendix I. Archaeological sites, other European heritage sites
and known Maori heritage sites, are described more fully in later sections.

European heritage sites and wahi tapu
Description

Location

Legal Description

NZHPT

MDC

Registered

Register

Wahi Tapu: Pa Moioio Island, Sec 133 Blk IX Yes
site
Wahi
Burials

Tory Channel

archaeological

Awaiti

Yes

Tory

Channel 38445

remains

of

original

Maori

occupiers

Arapawa SD

Tapu: Te Awaiti Bay, Sec 1, VILO Te Yes
and Tory Channel

Yes

and

later Maori and
European
whaling families
William Keenan Te Awaiti Bay, Sec 4, Te Awaiti No
the elder whanau Tory Channel
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Description

Location

Legal Description

urupa
Tory

NZHPT

MDC

Registered

Register

Arapawa SD
Channel Lighthouse

Leading Lights

Block

13

V Yes

Reserve,

Arapawa Island and

Whekenui,

Lot 1 DP 3612

Yes

Arapawa
Island,

Tory

Channel
World War Two Whekenui,
Gun

No

No

No

No

Tory Channel

Emplacement
World War Two Tikimaeroero
Gun

Point, Maraetai

Emplacement

Bay,

Tory

Channel
World War Two Blumine Island, Pt Sec 45, Sec 128 Yes
Gun

Queen

Emplacement

Charlotte Sound BLK XIV Gore SD

Yes

and Pt Sec 139

Blumine Island
World War Two Maud
Gun

Island,

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Pelorus Sound

Emplacement
World War Two Post

Office

Gun

Point,

Pelorus

Emplacement

Sound

Mikhail

Port Gore

Lermontov
wreck
Koi wreck

Double

Cove,

Queen
Charlotte Sound
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Description
Lastingham

Location

Legal Description

NZHPT

MDC

Registered

Register

Cape Jackson

No

No

Cape Jackson

No

No

wreck
Rangitoto wreck

8. European Heritage Sites

8.1. Tory Channel Leading Lights

NZHPT

Registration

Current Use

Legal Description

Registration No. Type
7701

Historic
category 1

46.

Place, Navigation lights

S13 Blk V Arapawa SD
Lot DP 3612

The Tory Channel leading lights, located at Whekenui, at the entrance to Tory
Channel, were constructed by the Marine Department in 1881 to assist vessels
through the narrow entrance to the channel. By this time use of the channel
had increased as settlement of the Sounds became more extensive and farming
and extractive industries began to grow in importance.

47.

The lights were built on part of a Te Atiawa reserve of 130 acres ('Wekenui
[sic] Native reserve') set aside in connection with a Crown purchase of the
area in 1856. The purchase of the necessary land (around 5 acres) from its
Maori owners was effected by Commissioner of Native Reserves Alexander
Mackay.

48.

The two lights are each housed within identical pyramidal wooden structures
(6.4m high and 3.3m square) approximately 151 metres apart, and when
aligned properly by vessels a safe passage can be ensured.
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49.

In 1930 the lights were changed from kerosene (which required refuelling
twice daily) to gas, and the permanent stationing of staff (to refuel the light)
was no longer required. In 1945 the transition was made to electricity (in the
form of batteries).

50.

The lights continue to guide vessels safely through the waterway today,
including the inter-island ferries that frequently pass through the Tory
Channel. The lights have a Category I registration under the Historic Places
Act because they remain a vital part of the inter-island link, and their presence
has, according to the HPT, 'contributed strongly to the identity of the area' and
the development of the Marlborough Sounds. The Tory Channel lights are also
the only timber leading lights still operating on their original site.

(fig 1. Tory Channel Front Leading Light, source: nzhpt.org.nz)
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Impact Assessment

51.

A proposed salmon farm, located at Ngamahau, about 4km to the south near
Deep Bay, will have no impact on heritage values associated with the leading
lights. In addition, there is a strong connection (or nexus) between the lights
and the proposed salmon farm. The lights have been given a category 1 listing
by the HPT because of their role in the development of the Marlborough
Sounds, and the proposed salmon farm at Ngamahau represents a further
manifestation of such development.

Assessment criteria
Distort

evidence

Impact
of

the

past,

or No

undermine or compromise the integrity of
the site or area in terms of its ability to
contribute to an understanding of history
and culture
Adverse affect an onlookers perception of No
the historical nature of the area or site
Compromise an onlookers connection No
with an historical area or site
Nexus between the proposed salmon Yes
farms and historical activity which has
taken place in connection with the
heritage site or area
Give the area or site an incongruous No
'industrial' appearance, compromising the
integrity of the historical site or area in
terms of its ability to contribute to an
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Assessment criteria

Impact

understanding of history and culture
Have the effect of making it difficult for No
future generations to appreciate what the
heritage site or area was like in the past
So incongruous that the values of the No
heritage site or area will no longer be able
to be meaningfully interpreted
Visually dominating, or so distinct from No
the values and appearance of the heritage
site or area as to impact on its ability to
contribute to an understanding of history
and culture
Intrude on or compromise the authentic No
or essential setting of the heritage site or
area
Intrude upon or interrupt adequate 'visual No
catchments', vistas and sight-lines or
corridors to the heritage site or area from
important viewing points, or from the
heritage site or area to outside elements
with which it has important visual or
functional relationships
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8.2. Te Awaiti Whaling Area

52.

Te Awaiti, located on Arapawa Island in the Tory Channel, is widely known
as the site of one of the earliest shore-based whaling stations in New Zealand.
John ‘Jacky’ Guard is believed to have established a station there in about
1827, and a number of other early whalers and traders, including John ‘Jacky’
Love, Richard ‘Dicky’ Barrett and Joseph Thoms were associated with the
area. Nearly all of these men married into local Maori families, establishing a
mixed race community in the area that at its height probably comprised around
300 people, although Ponder claims as many as 700-800 residents occupied
the settlement in its heyday. Guard lived there with his European wife (Betty
Parker), and their son John Guard is said to have been the first European child
born in the South Island.

53.

Try-works and huts were located at Te Awaiti, and a lookout was maintained
on West Head. When whales were sighted from the lookout an alarm was
given and the whalers would set out into Cook Strait in their whaleboats.

54.

Guard shifted to Kakapo Bay in Port Underwood in 1833, but whaling
operations at Te Awaiti continued. In 1839 E. J. Wakefield described the tryworks and 20 dwellings of crude construction, occupied by 'unsavoury'
Europeans and their Maori wives. Although whaling later declined in
importance, a number of the families remained, and whaling was revived in
the twentieth century before coming to a final end in 1964.
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Impact Assessment

55.

Te Awaiti is about 2.5km north of the proposed Ngamahau salmon farm site.
The Ngamahau site will be visible from Te Awaiti, but will have a negligible
impact on European heritage values. Salmon farming also has a correlation
with whaling activity and resonates with many of the areas heritage values.

56.

The proposed salmon farm will have no impact of archaeological values
associated with Te Awaiti.

Assessment criteria
Distort

evidence

Impact
of

the

past,

or No

undermine or compromise the integrity of
the site or area in terms of its ability to
contribute to an understanding of history
and culture
Adverse affect an onlookers perception of No
the historical nature of the area or site
Compromise an onlookers connection No
with an historical area or site
Nexus between the proposed salmon Yes
farms and historical activity which has
taken place in connection with the
heritage site or area
Give the area or site an incongruous No
'industrial' appearance, compromising the
integrity of the historical site or area in
terms of its ability to contribute to an
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Assessment criteria

Impact

understanding of history and culture
Have the effect of making it difficult for No
future generations to appreciate what the
heritage site or area was like in the past
So incongruous that the values of the No
heritage site or area will no longer be able
to be meaningfully interpreted
Visually dominating, or so distinct from No
the values and appearance of the heritage
site or area as to impact on its ability to
contribute to an understanding of history
and culture
Intrude on or compromise the authentic No
or essential setting of the heritage site or
area
Intrude upon or interrupt adequate 'visual No
catchments', vistas and sight-lines or
corridors to the heritage site or area from
important viewing points, or from the
heritage site or area to outside elements
with which it has important visual or
functional relationships
Will the proposed salmon farms result in No
damage or modification to archaeological
sites

or

impeded

the

ability

of

archaeologists to carry out investigations
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World War II Gun Emplacements

57.

In late-1941 the British military authorities recommended that coastal
defences be established in the Marlborough Sounds. When Japan entered the
war in December 1941 these plans were adapted to provide a secure anchorage
in Queen Charlotte Sound for the US navy. Five gun emplacements had been
constructed by mid-1942 - Blumine Island, Maud Island, Post Office Point,
Maraetai and Whekenui. The total cost was in excess of £550,000. The US
navy never used Queen Charlotte Sound.

8.3. Blumine Island

NZHPT

Registration

Current Use

Legal Description

Recreation, park

Pt. s45, Blk. XIV Gore

Registration No. Type
7529

Historic Area

SD, 40.46ha
S128 Blk. XIV Gore SD,
17.54ha
Pt. s139 Blk XIV Gore
SD, 217.3ha
58.

Blumine Island was set aside as a pilot and signal station reserve in 1865, but
was mainly used for sheep farming. In 1912 a 113 acre scenic reserve was
established on the southern part of the island.

59.

The two Blumine Island gun batteries (commanding the entrance to Queen
Charlotte Sound) were constructed on the northern side of the island by late1942. This was a difficult task, given the isolated nature of the island and the
terrain. Scows were used to transport building materials to the gun sites, and
the Public Works Department constructed a substantial wharf to land workers
and supplies. As well as the gun emplacements, shelters, battery observation

26

New Zealand King Salmon Heritage Report

posts, camps and a magazine were constructed and a water and power supply
were provided. Two officers and up to 20 men were stationed on the Island.
60.

The guns were dismounted in October 1943 as the threat of invasion began to
wane after the Japanese defeat at Midway, and the battery was disestablished
in December 1943. After the war control of the land was passed to the
Department of Lands and Survey. Part of the island was then farmed until the
1960s.

61.

Today Blumine Island is a scenic reserve administered by the Department of
Conservation, and the battery is the only one of five in the Marlborough
Sounds to be registered under the Historic Places Act. It is also the only one of
the five former battery sites to be included on the MDC register of significant
heritage resources. This is because the Blumine Island batteries are said to be
the most extensive of the Marlborough Sounds batteries, and are regarded by
the HPT as the best 'in terms of their integrity and condition'.

62.

The island is visited occasionally by the public and is relatively well known.
The batteries and associated works are not readily visible from the sea. Today
two metal poles mark the site of the old wharf on the north-western side of the
island. Dam and hut remains can still be seen on a nearby terrace. A road and
tracks takes visitors up to the magazine, dam and hut remains, then on to the
gun emplacements and the site of the army camp.
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(fig 2. Blumine Island Battery, source: historic.org.nz)

Impact Assessment

63.

The gun emplacements and associated structures are not readily visible from
the sea, and the proposed salmon farm sites at Kaitapeha and Ruaomoko
(about 10km to the south) are not visible from the of the emplacements on the
northern side of the island.

64.

The proposed salmon farms at Kaitapeha and Ruaomoko are not sufficiently
proximate to Blumine Island to have any impact on heritage values.

Assessment criteria
Distort

evidence

Impact
of

the

past,

or No

undermine or compromise the integrity of
the site or area in terms of its ability to
contribute to an understanding of history
and culture
Adverse affect an onlookers perception of No
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Assessment criteria

Impact

the historical nature of the area or site
Compromise an onlookers connection No
with an historical area or site
Nexus between the proposed salmon No
farms and historical activity which has
taken place in connection with the
heritage site or area
Give the area or site an incongruous No
'industrial' appearance, compromising the
integrity of the historical site or area in
terms of its ability to contribute to an
understanding of history and culture
Have the effect of making it difficult for No
future generations to appreciate what the
heritage site or area was like in the past
So incongruous that the values of the No
heritage site or area will no longer be able
to be meaningfully interpreted
Visually dominating, or so distinct from No
the values and appearance of the heritage
site or area as to impact on its ability to
contribute to an understanding of history
and culture
Intrude on or compromise the authentic No
or essential setting of the heritage site or
area
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Assessment criteria

Impact

Intrude upon or interrupt adequate 'visual No
catchments', vistas and sight-lines or
corridors to the heritage site or area from
important viewing points, or from the
heritage site or area to outside elements
with which it has important visual or
functional relationships

8.4. Gun Emplacement, Tikimaeroero Point, Maraetai Bay

65.

One of the five sites identified as part of the defensive network of gun
emplacements across the Marlborough Sounds, the Maraetai Bay gun was
mounted in June 1942. A shelter, battery observation point, magazine and
water supply were also constructed. The battery was disestablished in
December 1943. All concrete structures remain intact today.

Impact Assessment

66.

The gun emplacement at Tikimaeroero Point is about 1.5km south of the
proposed Kaitapeha and Ruaomoko salmon farm sites. The Kaitapeha and
Ruaomoko sites will be partly visible from the battery, but are not visually
dominating or intrusive to the extent that an onlookers perceptions,
understanding, or ability to connect with the site will be seriously
compromised. The purpose of the battery - to dominate the junction of Tory
Channel and Queen Charlotte Sound - will remain obvious to onlookers.

67.

Apart from a minimal disturbance of an onlookers line of sight, the proposed
salmon farm sites will have no impact on heritage values.
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Assessment criteria
Distort

evidence

Impact
of

the

past,

or No

undermine or compromise the integrity of
the site or area in terms of its ability to
contribute to an understanding of history
and culture
Adverse affect an onlookers perception of No
the historical nature of the area or site
Compromise an onlookers connection No
with an historical area or site
Nexus between the proposed salmon No
farms and historical activity which has
taken place in connection with the
heritage site or area
Give the area or site an incongruous No
'industrial' appearance, compromising the
integrity of the historical site or area in
terms of its ability to contribute to an
understanding of history and culture
Have the effect of making it difficult for No
future generations to appreciate what the
heritage site or area was like in the past
So incongruous that the values of the No
heritage site or area will no longer be able
to be meaningfully interpreted
Visually dominating, or so distinct from The proposed salmon farms are partly
the values and appearance of the heritage visible from the site, but will not be
site or area as to impact on its ability to visually dominating to the extent that the
contribute to an understanding of history ability of the site to contribute to an
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Assessment criteria

Impact

and culture

understanding of history and culture will
be compromised

Intrude on or compromise the authentic Minimal intrusion
or essential setting of the heritage site or
area
Intrude upon or interrupt adequate 'visual Minimal intrusion
catchments', vistas and sight-lines or
corridors to the heritage site or area from
important viewing points, or from the
heritage site or area to outside elements
with which it has important visual or
functional relationships

8.5. Gun Emplacement, Whekenui
68.

The last of the chain of batteries to be established in the Marlborough Sounds
during World War Two, the Whekenui emplacement and fortification was
operational by early 1943, when a 6-inch Mk 7 gun was mounted. A shelter,
battery observation point, magazine and water supply were also constructed.
The battery closed off the Tory Channel to enemy vessels and commanded the
Cook Strait approaches to the channel.

69.

The camp site had been sold to J. A. Perano & Co. for £450 by August 1944.
Some buildings associated with the emplacement remain at the former Perano
whaling station, where they were relocated after the purchase. The concrete
gun emplacement remains intact.
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Impact Assessment

70.

The gun emplacement at Whekenui is about 4km north of the proposed
Ngamahau salmon farm site. The proposed salmon farm is not visually
dominating or intrusive to the extent that an onlookers perceptions,
understanding, or ability to connect with the site will be compromised. The
'essential setting' and purpose of the battery - to dominate the entrance to Tory
Channel and its northern approaches - will remain obvious to onlookers.

71.

Apart from a minimal disturbance of an onlookers line of sight, the proposed
salmon farm site will have no impact on heritage values.

Assessment criteria
Distort

evidence

Impact
of

the

past,

or No

undermine or compromise the integrity of
the site or area in terms of its ability to
contribute to an understanding of history
and culture
Adverse affect an onlookers perception of No
the historical nature of the area or site
Compromise an onlookers connection No
with an historical area or site
Nexus between the proposed salmon No
farms and historical activity which has
taken place in connection with the
heritage site or area
Give the area or site an incongruous No
'industrial' appearance, compromising the
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Assessment criteria

Impact

integrity of the historical site or area in
terms of its ability to contribute to an
understanding of history and culture
Have the effect of making it difficult for No
future generations to appreciate what the
heritage site or area was like in the past
So incongruous that the values of the No
heritage site or area will no longer be able
to be meaningfully interpreted
Visually dominating, or so distinct from The proposed salmon farm is visible from
the values and appearance of the heritage the site, but will not be visually
site or area as to impact on its ability to dominating to the extent that the ability
contribute to an understanding of history of
and culture

the

site

Intrude on or compromise the authentic Minimal
or essential setting of the heritage site or
area
Intrude upon or interrupt adequate 'visual Minimal
corridors to the heritage site or area from
important viewing points, or from the
heritage site or area to outside elements
with which it has important visual or
functional relationships
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8.6. Gun Emplacement, Maud Island

72.

The Maud Island gun emplacement was built in 1942. It was intended to
defend the Waitata and Tawhitinui reaches. An observation post, magazine,
water supply, camp and jetty were also constructed.

73.

The gun was removed and shipped to Auckland in October 1943. Maud Island
is today a Department of Conservation wildlife reserve, and landing on the
island is strictly by permission only. For this reason the emplacement has been
less subject to vandalism than more accessible batteries, and the concrete
structures remain intact.

(fig 3. Maud Island Gun Emplacement, source: flickr.com)
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(fig 4. Maud Island Battery - on ridge, centre. HistoryWorks Photo).

Impact Assessment

74.

The Maud Island emplacement is about 5.5km south of the proposed
Richmond and Tapipi salmon farm sites (and about 6km south of White Horse
Rock). The proposed Richmond and Tapipi sites will be barely visible with the
naked eye from the gun emplacement on Maud Island. The proposed salmon
farms are not visually dominating or intrusive to the extent that an onlookers
perceptions, understanding, or ability to connect with the site will be seriously
compromised. The 'essential setting' and purpose of the battery - to dominate
the Waitata Reach - will remain obvious to onlookers.

75.

Apart from a minimal disturbance of an onlookers line of sight, the proposed
salmon farm sites will have no impact on heritage values.
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Assessment criteria
Distort

evidence

Impact
of

the

past,

or No

undermine or compromise the integrity of
the site or area in terms of its ability to
contribute to an understanding of history
and culture
Adverse affect an onlookers perception of No
the historical nature of the area or site
Compromise an onlookers connection No
with an historical area or site
Nexus between the proposed salmon No
farms and historical activity which has
taken place in connection with the
heritage site or area
Give the area or site an incongruous No
'industrial' appearance, compromising the
integrity of the historical site or area in
terms of its ability to contribute to an
understanding of history and culture
Have the effect of making it difficult for No
future generations to appreciate what the
heritage site or area was like in the past
So incongruous that the values of the No
heritage site or area will no longer be able
to be meaningfully interpreted
Visually dominating, or so distinct from The proposed salmon farms are visible
the values and appearance of the heritage from the site (depending on light and
site or area as to impact on its ability to weather conditions), but will not be
contribute to an understanding of history visually dominating to the extent that the
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Assessment criteria

Impact

and culture

ability of the site to contribute to an
understanding of history and culture will
be compromised

Intrude on or compromise the authentic Minimal
or essential setting of the heritage site or
area
Intrude upon or interrupt adequate 'visual Minimal
catchments', vistas and sight-lines or
corridors to the heritage site or area from
important viewing points, or from the
heritage site or area to outside elements
with which it has important visual or
functional relationships

8.7. Gun Emplacement, Post Office Point

76.

The Post Office Point gun emplacement was completed in 1942. In addition to
a fixed 6-inch Mk 7 gun there was a battery observation post, magazine,
engine room, water supply, camp and jetty. When the threat of Japanese
invasion lessened the gun was dismounted and shipped to Auckland (in
October 1943). The concrete structures remain intact today.
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(fig 5. Post Office Point Battery, HistoryWorks Photo).

(fig 6. Post Office Point Battery, HistoryWorks Photo).
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Impact Assessment
77.

The proposed salmon farm at Kaitira is adjacent to the gun emplacement at
Post Office Point and will be clearly visible from the emplacement, and to
onlookers viewing the emplacement from the sea. While not visually
dominating the emplacement, which is located on a bluff well above sea level,
a salmon farm will be distinct from the appearance of the battery site and its
setting, and may intrude upon or interrupt the 'visual catchment', vista or sightlines to and from the gun emplacement. The close proximity of the proposed
salmon farm site to the emplacement may, on the other hand, serve to deter
vandals.

78.

The purpose of the emplacement (its 'essential setting') - to dominate the
entrance to Waitata reach - will, however, remain obvious to onlookers despite
some visual intrusion.

79.

The archaeological values of the site will not be affected by the proposed
salmon farm.

Assessment criteria
Distort

evidence

Impact
of

the

past,

or No

undermine or compromise the integrity of
the site or area in terms of its ability to
contribute to an understanding of history
and culture
Adverse affect an onlookers perception of No
the historical nature of the area or site
Compromise an onlookers connection No
with an historical area or site
Nexus between the proposed salmon No
farms and historical activity which has
taken place in connection with the
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Assessment criteria

Impact

heritage site or area
Give the area or site an incongruous No
'industrial' appearance, compromising the
integrity of the historical site or area in
terms of its ability to contribute to an
understanding of history and culture
Have the effect of making it difficult for No
future generations to appreciate what the
heritage site or area was like in the past
So incongruous that the values of the No
heritage site or area will no longer be able
to be meaningfully interpreted
Visually dominating, or so distinct from Not 'visually dominating', but distinct
the values and appearance of the heritage from the values and appearance of the
site or area as to impact on its ability to heritage site, which is in close proximity
contribute to an understanding of history
and culture
Intrude on or compromise the authentic Some visual intrusion, but insufficient to
or essential setting of the heritage site or fundamentally compromise the 'essential
area

setting'

Intrude upon or interrupt adequate 'visual Yes
catchments', vistas and sight-lines or
corridors to the heritage site or area from
important viewing points, or from the
heritage site or area to outside elements
with which it has important visual or
functional relationships
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Assessment criteria

Impact

Will the proposed salmon farms result in No
damage or modification to archaeological
sites or impeded the ability of marine
archaeologists to carry out investigations

9. Shipwrecks

9.1. Rangitoto
80.

The Rangitoto, 209 ft steamer, sailed from Nelson for Wellington on 30 July,
1873 with a large number of passengers on board, including many women and
children. The vessel struck a reef off Cape Jackson, ripping a hole about four
feet long in her side. The vessel was deliberately beached nearby, at the foot of
a cliff several hundred feet in height. Another steamer, the Wellington, saw the
Rangitoto's distress signals and helped to salvage some luggage and other
items. The passengers went aboard the Wellington, and when the Rangitoto
settled down in the water the crew were forced to make a hurried departure on
a life boat sent from the Wellington.

81.

The wreck was located in 1960 on the eastern side of Cape Jackson, about 20
metres from shore. It is lying at about 12-16 metres, and although the hull has
collapsed and broken apart it remains recognisable. With the wooden deck
having rotted away, it is possible to dive under the sides. The propeller, prop
shaft, engine and boiler remain visible. A number of items have been removed
from the vessel, which is a popular destination for divers.

9.2. Lastingham

82.

The Lastingham, a 221 ft iron ship en route from London to Wellington, was
totally wrecked with the loss of 18 lives on the north-western point of Cape
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Jackson on 1 September, 1884 when sailing through Cook Strait in a heavy
north-west gale. The vessel was driven onto the rocks despite the best efforts
of its crew to prevent it stranding, and became a total wreck within two hours.
The captain, his wife, five passengers and 11 crew died. It is not clear whether
any bodies were recovered. Others managed to clamber over the bowsprit on
to the rocks but their cries to those at the stern of the vessel to follow this
escape route could not be heard in the howling storm. The survivors spent 40
hours without food or shelter before finally being rescued by a small passing
vessel, the Agnes, which took them to Wellington.
83.

The wreck was located in 1966 after an extensive search. It sits at
approximately 10-20 metres on the western side of Cape Jackson. The main
part of the vessel remains recognisable, although the hull has collapsed and is
covered by marine growth. The wreck is a popular dive site and various small
items, including a bell, sextant, bottles and other items have been removed
from the wreck by divers. It is said that 400 gold sovereigns remain in the
Lastingham.
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(fig 7. Lastingham wreck, source: ianskipworth.com)

9.3. Koi

84.

The Koi, 84.5 ft steamer, sank at her moorings at Picton on 10 March, 1940.
The vessel was refloated, towed across Queen Charlotte Sound and sunk off
the point between Torea Point and Double Cove on 5 May 1940. The wreck
lies about 50 metres off the coast in approximately 12 metres of water. The
hull remains intact, with engines and propellers, though the wooden deck has
mostly rotted away. It is a popular site for divers.
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(fig 8. Koi, source: divemaster.co.nz)

9.4. Mikhail Lermontov

85.

The Mikhail Lermontov, a 155m Soviet passenger liner carrying 708
passengers and crew, struck a submerged rock between Cape Jackson and
Jackson Head on 16 February, 1986 after the pilot made an inexplicable
decision to guide the vessel through the shallow channel. A 40 foot gash was
opened in her port side. The sole casualty, a member of the crew employed as
a refrigeration engineer, was killed at this time. His body was never recovered.
Once clear of the rocks and back in deep water at the mouth of Port Gore, the
ship began to list as water flooded in. An electrical short circuit knocked out
the engines and pumps and the vessel limped into Pore Gore, where a failed
attempt was made to beach her.

86.

A mayday call was issued and the Cook Strait ferry Arahura diverted to Port
Gore to assist the stricken vessel. Another vessel, the LPG tanker Tarihiko,
also arrived on the scene. The Mikhail Lermontov subsequently drifted
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offshore and a decision was made to evacuate her. The last person came off
the vessel shortly before it sank.
87.

A hasty preliminary inquiry blamed the pilot’s decision to take the vessel
through the narrow channel between Cape Jackson and Jackson Head for the
sinking. No further inquiry was conducted, and many of the official files
relating to the incident have remained classified. Rumours circulated that the
vessel was doubling as a spy ship.

88.

Oil was later removed from the wreck, and safes and other items were
salvaged. The vessel, which sits in approximately 15-30 metres of water in
Port Gore, has attracted many divers, some of whom dive in search of
jewellery and other valuables and souvenir items. Despite its popularity, the
wreck is considered a challenging dive, as attested by the fact that three divers
have died while exploring it.

(fig 9. Mikhail Lermontov, source: akunidive.com)
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(fig 10. The Mikhail Lermontov at Port Gore, source: nzmaritime.co.nz)

Impact Assessments

89.

The four known wrecks in the vicinity of the proposed salmon farm sites are
fully submerged and can only be seen by experienced and well-equipped
divers. The Koi, Rangitoto and Lastingham are some distance from the sites of
proposed salmon farms. The wreck of the Mikhail Lermontov is the most
proximate to a proposed salmon farm site (Papatua), but is still around 3km
distant from it.

90.

The proposed salmon farms will have a negligible impact on heritage values
associated with these wrecks, given that they are submerged and lie some
distance from the proposed sites. It is highly unlikely there will be any impact
on the ability of marine archaeologists to carry out investigations in the future.

91.

The possible impact of a 'depositional benthic footprint' on the Mikhail
Lermontov from the he proposed Papatua site will need to be considered with
reference to the Cawthron report.9

9

Cawthron Institute. Marine Scenic Assessment of Effects of Farming Salmon at Papatua Bay, Port
Gore: Deposition and Benthic Effects.
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92.

A discussion of recreational impacts, particularly with regard to the Mikhail
Lermontov - a popular dive site - are outside the terms of my current brief.

Assessment criteria
Distort

evidence

Impact
of

the

past,

or No

undermine or compromise the integrity of
the site or area in terms of its ability to
contribute to an understanding of history
and culture
Adverse affect an onlookers perception of No
the historical nature of the area or site
Compromise an onlookers connection No
with an historical area or site
Nexus between the proposed salmon No
farms and historical activity which has
taken place in connection with the
heritage site or area
Give the area or site an incongruous No
'industrial' appearance, compromising the
integrity of the historical site or area in
terms of its ability to contribute to an
understanding of history and culture
Have the effect of making it difficult for No
future generations to appreciate what the
heritage site or area was like in the past
So incongruous that the values of the No
heritage site or area will no longer be able
to be meaningfully interpreted
Visually dominating, or so distinct from No
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Assessment criteria

Impact

the values and appearance of the heritage
site or area as to impact on its ability to
contribute to an understanding of history
and culture
Intrude on or compromise the authentic No
or essential setting of the heritage site or
area
Intrude upon or interrupt adequate 'visual No
catchments', vistas and sight-lines or
corridors to the heritage site or area from
important viewing points, or from the
heritage site or area to outside elements
with which it has important visual or
functional relationships
Will the proposed salmon farms result in Highly unlikely in the case of the Mikhail
damage or modification to archaeological Lermontov, even less likely in other cases
sites or impeded the ability of marine because of the distance involved
archaeologists to carry out investigations

10. NZAA Archaeological Sites

10.1. Site Identification and Description

93.

Identification of archaeological sites was based on information available
through the New Zealand Archaeological Association (NZAA) Site Recording
Scheme. Following an initial process of identification, site records were
obtained for those sites located in the immediate vicinity of proposed salmon
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farms. This information was cross-checked against the 1986 Historic Places
Inventory for the Marlborough district prepared by the HPT, which also
includes archaeological sites.
Archaeological sites
Name

and NZAA

Location
Burnt

Site Description

Comments

ID
Point, P26/164

Occupation Area

Waitata Reach

Located on left bank of
stream;

partly

behind

stock

yards.

Midden/occupation (black
soil, charcoal, burnt stone,
shells and fish bone).
Post Office Point, P26/299

Military

Waitata Reach

Maori)

road and related facilities.

Midden

Located on beach bank

Papatua, Port Gore

Q 26/1

(non- Gun emplacement, camp,

immediately
stream
with

north

mouth.

of

Midden

charcoal,

burnt

stones and a small amount
of shell. Ditch across neck
of

spur.

Findspot

for

argillite.
Papatua, Port Gore

Q26/2

Walls

Located on flat south of
stream. One rough stone
wall and two mounds.

Papatua, Port Gore

Q26/3

Pits

On ridge on south side of
bay, east of small gully.
Three

rectangular

pits,

one with prominent rim.
Another probable pit 3 x
2m to south east. Findspot
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Name

and NZAA

Location

Site Description

Comments

ID
for argillite flakes.

Ruaomoko

Point, P27/278

Midden/Oven

Arapawa Island

Ovenstone

scattered

across edge of flats where
disturbed by pig-rooting.
Midden

exposed

in

section on west bank of
stream, approximately 30
to 50m from shore.
Kaitapeha

Bay, P27/263

Midden/Oven

Arapawa Island

Fire-cracked

rock

in

localised scatter on beach
to east of stream mouth.

Dieffenbach Point, P27/264

Military

Tory Channel

Maori)

(non- Located very close to the
tip of Dieffenbach Point,
on the Queen Charlotte
side, at high tide mark. A
set of steps giving access
to the slope above water.
Presumably
with

associated

observation

post

from WWII fortifications.
Dieffenbach Point, P27/265

Pit/Terrace

Tory Channel

By the beacon at the very
tip of Dieffenbach Point,
in section about 6m above
the water. What appears
to be a pit about 1.5m
wide and 250mm deep,
visible in section.

Dieffenbach Point, P27/266

Finds

Tory Channel

flakes)
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(stone On

beach

west

of

immediately
Dieffenbach

Point.

Heavily

rolled

lateral

trimming

flakes
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Name
Location

and NZAA

Site Description

Comments

ID
found in shingle on beach.

Ngamahau
Arapawa Island

Bay, Q27/202

Find
stone)

(flaked Located
middle

on

beach

in

of

east-facing

cove. Findspot for small
piece of flaked dark grey
argillite.

(fig 11. Papatua, Port Gore, Archaeological Sites, source: NZAA Public Site Map
Viewer)
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(fig 12. Burnt Point and Post Office Point, Waitata Reach, Archaeological Sites,
source: NZAA Public Site Map Viewer)

(fig 13. Ruaomoko Point and Kaitapeha Bay Archaeological Sites, source: NZAA
Public Site Map Viewer)
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(fig 14. Ngamahau Bay Archaeological Site, source: NZAA Public Site Map
Viewer)

Impact Assessment
i) Maori archaeological sites
94.

Several archaeological sites associated with the Maori history of the
Marlborough Sounds are adjacent or reasonably close to proposed salmon
farm sites. These archaeological sites are located at Papatua (Port Gore),
Kaitapeha Bay (Arapawa Island), and Ngamahau Bay (Arapawa Island).
These sites consist of middens, pits, mounds, other evidence of occupation and
flaked stone finds.

95.

Other archaeological sites are about 1.5 to 3.5km from proposed salmon farm
locations. These more distant sites also principally consist of evidence of
occupation, middens and stone flakes.

96.

For an non-archaeologist, the ability of these sites to demonstrate important
aspects of historic heritage, in its wider educative sense, is limited.10 These
sites are of primary interest to archaeologists, engaged in scientific study. The

10

These archaeological sites will no doubt have deeper meaning for local iwi. As noted, a consideration
of possible impacts of proposed salmon farms Maori values is beyond my current brief.
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archaeological value of these sites will not be affected by the proposed salmon
farms.
ii) European sites
97.

The proposed salmon farms at Kaitapeha and Ruaomoko are about 1.5km
from the steps on Dieffenbach Point (which are probably associated with
Tikimaeroero battery observation point) and are sufficiently distant to have a
negligible impact on heritage values associated with this site.

98.

The Post Office Point gun emplacement, which is listed as an heritage site and
an archaeological site, will be addressed further below with reference to its
heritage values. In both cases proposed salmon farms will have no impact on
archaeological values.

11. Wahi Tapu

99.

There is a rich and diverse overlay of Maori associations with the whole of the
Marlborough Sounds, including land and sea in the vicinity of the proposed
salmon farms. These associations include wahi tapu, which are defined in the
Historic Places Act 1993 as places 'sacred to Maori in the traditional, spiritual,
religious, ritual or mythological sense'.

100.

While a discussion of the possible impact of salmon farming on Maori cultural
and spiritual values falls outside the terms of my brief, it should be noted that
impacts on Maori values cannot be assessed in the same way as impacts on
European heritage sites. Maori values and associations are shaped by, inter
alia, whakapapa and ancestral connections, dead who are buried on the land,
the mauri (life force) of land and water, iwi and hapu identity, rangatiratanga
(authority and control) and the crucial role of Maori as kaitiaki (guardians) of
these places.
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101.

Kurahaupo iwi (Rangitane, Ngati Apa, Ngati Kuia) will claim customary
interests throughout the Sounds through ancestral connections and on-going
use and occupation. The northern iwi (Ngati Toa, Te Atiawa, Ngati Rarua,
Ngati Tama and Ngati Koata) will claim associations through conquest, use
and occupation. Of the northern iwi, Ngati Toa and Te Atiawa possess the
strongest associations in the Marlborough Sounds. The overlapping interests
of these three iwi and the Kurahaupo tribes in a number of sites in the Sounds
have been recognised by the Crown in recently concluded Deeds of Settlement
and Letters of Agreement.

102.

The nature and extent of various iwi interests in the Marlborough Sounds are
discussed more fully in a separate report I have prepared for NZ King Salmon
(Iwi Interests in the Marlborough Sounds. July, 2011.)

11.1. Moioio Island

103.

Moioio Island is a scenic reserve about 120m long and 50m wide located near
the entrance to Erie Bay in the Tory Channel. It has a long history of
occupation as a pa site. The Ngati Kuri tribe were in occupation of the island
by about 1650. Opposite Moioio Island was a long point known as Kaihinu
which was occupied by Ngai Tara. After a long period of peace, fighting
eventually broke out between the two communities and the Ngati Kuri
residents of Moioio Island eventually settled in the Kaikoura area.

104.

Te Atiawa occupied the island at the time of their migration to the northern
South Island in the 1820s. An 1839 sketch of the island by Charles Heaphy
(fig 16) indicates that it continued to be used as a pa site at that time. A Te
Atiawa rangatira and others are believed to be buried on the island, which also
presents a number of archaeological features (such as pits, terraces, and stone
working areas).
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105.

Proposed salmon farms at Ngamahau, Kaitapeha and Ruaomoko (all of which
are some distance from the island, and not visible from it) will have no impact
on Moioio Island archaeological values.

(fig 15. Moioio Island Wahi Tapu, source: fotolog.com)
(fig 16. Moioio Island in 1839, Source, Mitchell and Mitchell, 2004, 260).
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11.2. Te Awaiti Wahi Tapu Area

106.

Te Awaiti was an important site of Maori settlement prior to the arrival of the
whalers. Today the area contains the burial grounds and archaeological
remains of both the original Maori occupiers (and the later Maori and Pakeha
whaling families). It is registered as a wahi tapu area under the Historic Places
Act.

107.

The proposed salmon farm at Ngamahau will have no impact on
archaeological values associated with Te Awaiti.

11.3. William Keenan the Elder Whanau Urupa

108.

William Keenan was one of the early whalers to take up residence at Te
Awaiti with his Te Atiawa relatives, having married Katarina Hikimapu. In
1864 sections 3 and 4 Te Awaiti village, consisting of 1 rood 36 perches and 3
roods 38 perches respectively, were Crown granted to William Keenan senior.

109.

Section 4 was a family urupa (burial ground). This is listed on the MDC
Register of Heritage Sites. In 1970 section 4 was set aside under s439 of the
Maori Affairs Act 1953 as a burial ground reserve for the descendants of
William Keenan senior. At this time there were 62 owners on the title. There
were at least 17 burials on the land.
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(fig 17. Village of Te Awaiti, 1863. AAFV 997 95 NT15A, Archives New Zealand,
Wellington).

12. Other Known Maori Historical Sites

110.

Some known Maori sites in the general vicinity of the proposed salmon farms
are listed below, identified through the published sources listed in the
reference section. It is by no means exhaustive. Some sites are also associated
with archaeological sites (see above).

111.

It should be stressed that for Maori, their associations with these places are not
limited to discrete archaeological sites, but are likely to encompass a much
wider area. As noted above, an assessment of the possible impacts of proposed
salmon farms on these sites falls outside the current brief.
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12.1. Waitata Reach

Cannon Point, Port Ligar. Pa and kainga. Pits are still visible.
Hikurangi, East Entry Point. Pa site.
Anatoto, Clay Point (north of Port Ligar). Wahi Tapu. The name means the
cave or bay of blood. The Kurahaupo chief Te Nge was killed here by
invading northern iwi.
Te Pakeka (also known as Te Hoiere), Maud Island. A complex of pa and
associated kainga and cultivation areas were located on the island and the
adjacent mainland. Terraces and pits are still visible. Ngati Kuia sought to
have their rights to the island recognised in the 1880s without success.
Te Paruparu, Forsyth Island. A pa site and residence of the Kurahaupo chief
Te Pou-Whakarewarewa. It was sacked by invading iwi in the 1820s.
Kurahaupo people continued to live on the island until tat least the 1880s.
Te Akaroa, West Entry Point. Fishing station and pa site on the narrow
headland which dominates the seaward approach to Port Ligar.
Wynens Bay. Kainga.

12.2. Totaranui/Queen Charlotte Sound

Americawhaiti Island, Ahitarakihi Bay. Pa. Pits and terraces are still visible.
The island was observed and described by Cook in 1770 and 1777. In 1770 it
contained about 18 dwellings.
Anoho, Cannibal Cove. Kainga, cultivations.
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Honomai, Blackwood Bay (Tahuahua Bay). Pa site.
Clay Point, Bay of Many Coves. Pa site.
Kahikatea, Curious Cove. Pa site, urupa. Kurahaupo iwi claim the origin of
their tangata whenua status derives from the Ngati Tara and Ngati Mamoe
chief Te Ao Marire. On his arrival in the area Te Ao climbed to the summit of
the range that separates the Marlborough Sounds from Port Underwood and
claimed all the land as far as the eye can see for his descendants. The place
where he stood is known as Rahotia in memory of this event. His daughter
was given to the Kurahaupo chief Huataki in marriage. Their descendants
inherited the land. Te Ao was buried at Kahikatea.
Kumutoto, (Kumutoto Bay). Pa site.
Little Waikawa Bay. Pa/kainga.
Long Island. Pa and cultivation site. Observed by Cook and Bellinghausen.
Meretoto (Ship Cove). Kainga, and a manufacturing centre on the flat part of
the Bay at its northern end. An existing pit overlooks the bay on a southern
hillside, possibly the remains of a look-out.
Motuara Island. A pa was located on the southern end of the island. It was
observed by Cook in 1770, 1773 and 1777. It was a place of refuge for several
hundred people living in nearby clusters of kainga. The pa was also a centre of
hunting, fishing and food gathering. The pa was also observed by
Bellinghausen in 1820.
Hippah Island, a rocky islet at the southern end of Motuara Island. Pa site. A
refuge for the occupants of several kainga located in surrounding areas,
including those at Anaho (Cannibal Cove). In 1770 Joseph Banks observed at
least 32 whare within the palisades, and he estimated a population of around
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300 living in the vicinity of the pa. Cook observed the pa again in 1777. A pa
on the island was also noted by Bellinghausen in 1820.
Te Rae-o-te-Karka, Karaka Point. Major pa, strategically located commanding
much of the Sound. Includes a large pit complex and fosse which are still
visible. The surrounding area was a rich source of food.
Wharehunga Bay. Pa site and food gathering area. Residence of the chief
Kahuratane.
Whatamango Bay. Kainga. Pits are still visible.

12.3. Anamahanga/Port Gore

Anamahanga (Port Gore) is strongly associated with Kupe, and is a place of
great cultural and spiritual significance for all iwi who claim connections with
the ancient explorer. Anamahanga was a landing place of Kupe's waka, Te
Matahourua. It contains pa and cultivation sites, kainga and urupa. It was a
very important fishing area, and a source of deer and pigs in the post-contact
period.
At a place named Te Ope a Kupe the remains of what appear to be petrified
human footprints (said to be those of Kupe) are visible in the rock. Te Tao nui
a Kupe is his spear, and Te Kupenga a Kupe is his net.
Anamahanga was the residence of the Kurahaupo chiefs Tu Tonga, Hape, E
Kapa and Kaitangata. It was later the residence of the Kurahaupo rangatira
Meihana Kereopa, who died in 1895 and is buried in the Te Tinui urupa. The
tipuna Te Ahuru is also buried there. A Ngati Apa community was observed at
Anamahanga in 1848 by Captain John Lort Stokes. The surveyors Brunner and
Jenkins also saw Maori settlements in 1854.
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Te Uku, Lambert Head. Pa site. A residence of the Kurahaupo chief PouWhakarewarewa.
Pararorangi, Mt. Stokes, overlooking Port Gore. Two patupaiarehe - a man
and a woman - were captured here by Kurahaupo people. The patupaiarehe
were a mythical people who inhabited a region between the physical and
metaphysical worlds. The man was killed and the woman became the wife of a
chief. Some Kurahaupo people claim descent from this union.
Puhikeru, Mount Furneaux. Mountain named for an ancestor.

(fig 18. Te Ope a Kupe and other Kupe sites. Source, Mitchell and Mitchell,
2004, 33)

12.4. Tory Channel
Kaihinu (headland between Erie bay and Te Weuweu Bay, just south of
Moioio Island). Pa site.
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Maraitai Bay. Pa site.
Moioio Island. Pa site and urupa.
Te Awaiti. Pa site.

Appendix 1. Shipwrecks, the Location of Which are Unknown
112.

In addition to the four known ship wrecks listed in a previous section, for each
of which there are confirmed remains in a known underwater location, a
number of additional wrecks in the Marlborough Sounds/Cook Strait area have
been identified. The precise location of the sunken vessels are not known
(though vessels wrecked in an area clearly distant from the proposed salmon
farms have been excluded from consideration).

113.

In each instance the existence of underwater remains is unknown or
unconfirmed, though very unlikely in many cases. Under these circumstances
none of these wrecks can be said to be heritage sites. However, the wrecks in
question are listed below (in chronological order by date of sinking) in the
interests of comprehensiveness.
Shamrock, 48 ft schooner, capsized and sank in Queen Charlotte Sound in
August or September 1834, with ten people drowned and five survivors.
Enterprise, cutter, wrecked in Howlands Bay, Queen Charlotte Sound, in
March 1844 without loss of life.
Phoenix, 48.8 ft schooner, wrecked somewhere between Stephen and
D’Urville islands in 1846 with the loss of all seven crew. In 1847 it was
reported that the keel of a vessel of about 40 feet in length were seen off Port
Gore, thought to be part of the hull of the Phoenix.
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Susannah Ann, 53.8 ft schooner, wrecked in Queen Charlotte Sound, in March
1847, without loss of life.
Comfort, schooner, sailed from Wellington in August 1849 and later found
floating upwards in Queen Charlotte Sound. All six occupants believed to
have drowned.
Eleanor, 33.2 ft schooner, wrecked near north-east entrance to Queen
Charlotte Sound in May 1850 without loss of life.
Hope, 43.3 ft barge, reported wrecked off Jacksons Head (Cape Jackson) in
June 1862 without loss of life.
Ellen, 50 ft brigantine, lost in unknown location in Cook Strait in 1862. No
known survivors.
Augusta, schooner, wrecked in Queen Charlotte Sound during heavy gale in
September 1865 without loss of life.
Sarah, schooner, wreck found between George’s Rock and Lucky Point in
January 1866, after being reported missing in September. The schooner was
smashed to pieces. Both crew dead but bodies not recovered.
Wild Wave, 78.7 ft schooner, capsized in Pelorus Sound, about 16 miles from
Havelock, in June 1866, with loss of five lives.
Mary Louisa, 45 ft ketch, capsized near entrance to Pelorus Sound in January
1871 without loss of life.
Jane, 44.3 ft ketch, beached at Kemp Point, near Cape Jackson, in April 1871
without loss of life.
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City of Newcastle, 132.9 ft barque, went ashore at Wellington Head, near Tory
Channel, in November 1872, with two lives lost. Parts of the smashed up
vessel seen soon after in Tory Channel.
Oriti, 72 ft schooner, struck White Rocks, near entrance to Queen Charlotte
Sound, in October 1876
Canterbury, 59.2 ft schooner, blown ashore at Okakuri Bay, Tory Channel, in
March 1878 and totally wrecked, but without loss of life.
Rose of Eden, 50 ft schooner, struck Peak Rock, Tory Channel, in January
1879, without loss of life.
Ruby, 56.2 ft schooner, wrecked on Walter Rock, off Cape Jackson, in April
1879 without loss of life.
Swallow, 129.5 ft brigantine, wrecked off East Head, at the entrance to Tory
Channel, in June 1879 without loss of life.
Sarah and Mary, 64 ft ketch, stranded near Motuara Island, Queen Charlotte
Sound, in August 1880 and subsequently caught fire, the crew landing on the
island.
Star of the Sea, 63 ft schooner, struck a reef off West Head, at the entrance to
Tory Channel in February 1882, later sinking about a mile away.
Hannah, cutter, capsized and sank while beating a passage between Forsyth
Island and Port Ligar in June 1886.
Comet, 71 ft ketch, reported missing in May 1895. Wreckage believed to come
from the vessel was later sighted off Cape Jackson. Crew of four lost.
Alert, 69.4 ft schooner, believed to have foundered in Cook Strait during
heavy gale in January 1897 with loss of all hands on board.
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Champion, 49.6 ft ketch, believed to have been wrecked in Pelorus Sound
early in 1904, before washing out to sea.
Pet, 49.3 ft schooner, stranded in Cannibal Cove, Queen Charlotte Sound in
October 1907. Although only slight damage was reported, the vessel was not
recovered and became a total loss.
Hippalos, 127 ft wooden barque, foundered and became a total loss off
Blumine Island, Queen Charlotte Sound, in November 1909 as it was being
towed to Picton. Disappeared, bow first, in 35 fathoms of water.
Elsie, 59.3 ft steamer, struck a floating object and sank off Long Island, Queen
Charlotte Sound, in March 1918. The crew of four were saved.
Miss Liberty, whaling launch, caught fire in Cook Strait while chasing a whale
in June 1928 and was towed into Tory Channel, but the tow line burned
through and the vessel sank at Okukari Bay.
Tinopai, 37.8 ft launch, caught fire and sank in Acre Bay, Queen Charlotte
Sound, in December 1932, without loss of life.
Mahau, fishing vessel, destroyed by fire in Tory Channel in September 1953.
Spec, 32 ft wooden fishing vessel, caught fire and was beached and
subsequently burnt out in Queen Charlotte Sound in September 1964.
Wharetea, fishing vessel, flash fire caused by faulty electrical system resulted
in total loss of vessel off One Tree Point, near Four Fathom Bay, Pelorus
Sound, in January 1969.
Takahe, 48.55 ft wooden fishing vessel, struck rocks between Tory Channel
and Jordy Rocks in May 1972. The vessel was badly holed and sank.
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Supernova, 12.16 m steel fishing vessel, sank south-east of Tory Channel,
October 1981 without loss of life.
Tara, 8.2 m fishing vessel, collided with Monowai launch off Post Office
Point, Ketu Bay, outer Pelorus Sounds, in March 1982 and quickly sank. The
sole occupant was rescued but subsequently died of injuries sustained in the
collision.
Hans, 22.25 m fishing vessel, ran aground at West Head, at the entrance to
Tory Channel, in August 2001 and sank, bow first, in about 55 m of water.
Timeless, 10.6 m private launch, collided with Santa Regina ferry near Picton
Point, Queen Charlotte Sound, in May 2005 with one person killed.

Appendix II. Legislative and other Instruments

1. Historic Places Act 1993

114.

'Historic place' is defined as any land (including an archaeological site), or any
building, structure, or combination of land and buildings or structures that
'form a part of the historical and cultural heritage of New Zealand'. Wahi tapu
is defined as 'a place sacred to Maori in the traditional, spiritual, religious,
ritual or mythological sense.

115.

'Archaeological site' is defined as a place associated with human activity
occurring before 1900 (recorded or unrecorded), or is the site of a wreck of
any vessel where that wreck occurred before 1900, or any site that is able to be
investigated by archaeological methods to provide evidence relating to New
Zealand history.

2. Resource Management Act 1991
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116.

Section 2 of the Resource Management Act defines historic heritage as:
(a) ... natural and physical resources that contribute to an understanding and
appreciation of New Zealand's history and cultures, deriving from any of the
following qualities:
(i) archaeological:
(ii) architectural:
(iii) cultural:
(iv) historic:
(v) scientific:
(vi) technological; and
(b) includes (i) historic sites, structures, places, and areas; and
(ii) archaeological sites; and
(iii) sites of significance to Maori, including wahi tapu; and
(iv) surroundings associated with the natural and physical resources.

117.

Section 6(f) defined the protection of historic heritage from inappropriate
subdivision, use, and development as a matter of national importance.

118.

Section 12(g) prohibits any person from destroying, damaging, or disturbing
'any foreshore or seabed (other than for the purpose of lawfully harvesting any
plant or animal) in a manner that has or is likely to have an adverse effect on
historic heritage'.

3. New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement 2010

119.

Section 17 of the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement (NZCPS) relates to
historic heritage identification and protection. It requires the protection of
historic heritage in the coastal environment from inappropriate subdivision,
use, and development by:
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a) Identification, assessment and recording of historic heritage, including
archaeological sites;
b) Providing for the integrated management of such sites in collaboration with
relevant councils, heritage agencies, iwi authorities and kaitiaki;
c). Initiating assessment and management of historic heritage in the context of
historic landscapes;
d) Recognising that heritage to be protected may need conservation;
e) Facilitating and integrating management of historic heritage that spans the
line of mean high water springs;
f) Including policies, rules and other methods relating to (a) to (e) above in
regional policy statements, and plans;
g) Imposing or reviewing conditions on resource consents and designations,
including for the continuation of activities;
h) Requiring, where practicable, conservations conditions; and
i) Considering provision for methods that would enhance owners’
opportunities for conservation of listed heritage structures, such as relief
grants or rates relief.

4. Marlborough Regional Policy Statement

120.

Section 7.3 of the Regional Policy Statement (MRPS) concerns culture and
heritage. It includes the stated objective (at 7.3.2) that ‘Buildings, sites, trees
and locations identified as having significant cultural or heritage value are
retained for the continued benefit of the community’. The section goes on to
explain that ‘occupation of land and coastal areas in Marlborough has left a
rich legacy of important links to our past. Maintenance of these links allows
future generations to understand the past’.

121.

Section 7.3.4 sets out the methods to be employed in achieving policy
objectives. This stipulates that resource management plans will identify, and
where appropriate, provide protection for significant features. These include
features defined by the Historic Places Act and recorded by the Historic Places
Trust including buildings and structures, historic areas, archaeological sites,
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traditional sites, buildings of significance to tangata whenua (including marae)
as well as sites of significance to iwi and notable and historic trees.
122.

A register of protected sites is to be maintained by the Marlborough District
Council and means of consultation with iwi developed in order to recognise
and provide for sites of significance to iwi. Resource management plans are to
recognise heritage orders as a means to avoid, remedy or mitigate adverse
effects of activities on heritage values.

5. Marlborough Sounds Resource Management Plan
123.

The objective of the Marlborough Sounds Resource Management Plan
(MSRMP) in respect of heritage is 'the preservation... of heritage resources
including historic buildings, places and sites, wahi tapu, archaeological sites
and areas, and heritage trees'. To give effect to this the MSRMP must identify
heritage resources which contribute to the character of the Sounds, and
therefore need to be retained, and provide suitable measures to secure the
preservation of the identified heritage resources.

124.

The MSRMP refers to the ICOMOS New Zealand Charter and the Historic
Places Act 1993. According to the MSRMP, HPT activities are limited to
protecting places of national significance. Many sites in the Marlborough
Sounds are of local rather than national importance, however, and these
locally important sites are said to face the greatest threat from modification or
destruction.

125.

The MSRMP also notes that heritage resources in the Marlborough Sounds are
becoming increasingly important with the growth of tourism, which will
provide 'commercial support for enhancement of the historical environment'.

126.
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a) Whether the place or object has value as a local land-mark, over a length of
time
b) Whether the place or object has historic association with a person or event
of note, or has strong public association for any reason
c) Whether the place or object reflects past skills, style or workmanship which
would make it of educational or architectural value
d) Whether the place or object is unique or rare, or a work of art
e) Whether the place or object is important to tangata whenua
f) Whether the place or object is physically prominent or well-sited
g) Whether the place, as a whole, rather than in separate units, reflects a
townscape which has developed in earlier years and has value for the
Marlborough Sounds both now and in the future
h) Whether the place or object forms part of a precinct or area of heritage
value
6. ICOMOS New Zealand Charter
127.

The ICOMOS New Zealand Charter for the Conservation of Places of Cultural
Heritage Value describes places of cultural heritage value as places:
i) Having lasting values and can be appreciated in their own right
ii) Are able to teach us about the past and the culture of those who came
before us
iii) Provide the context for community identity whereby people relate to the
land and those who have gone before
iv) Provide variety and contrast in the modern world and a measure against
which we can compare the achievements of today
v) Provide visible evidence of the continuity between past, present and future

7. Further Definitions and Themes Relating to Heritage Definition

128.

In various publications the HPT have developed or suggested further
definitions of historical heritage. These include:
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1) A place or area important in demonstrating the evolution or pattern of the
region's history and development
2) Places and areas that demonstrate rare, uncommon or threatened aspects of
the region's heritage
3) Places and areas that have the potential to yield information that will
contribute to an understanding of the region's history and archaeology
4) Places and areas that are important because they demonstrate the
characteristics of a range of cultural places
5) Places the demonstrate a high degree of technical achievement
6) Places and areas that have a strong or special meaning for any group or
community because of social, cultural or spiritual associations

Appendix III. Definitions of Historic Heritage

129.

The following definitions are taken from Historic Places Trust, Sustainable
Management of Historic heritage Guidance Sheet 3.
1) Historic Place (building)
A place that contributes to an understanding and appreciation of New
Zealand's history and cultures. It may include any land, temporary or
permanent moveable or immovable building(s) or structure(s) and anything
that is fixed to any land. May include any building registered as a Historic
Place under the Historic Places Act 1993.
2) Historic Place (site)
A place that contributes to an understanding and appreciation of New
Zealand's history and cultures. It may include land (and water) and vegetation
without any temporary or permanent building or structure. The term may
include any site registered as a Historic Place under the Historic Places Act
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1993, and any recorded archaeological site that is not a place/area of
significance to Maori.
3) Historic Area
An area of land containing an inter-related group of historic places, buildings,
structures and/or sites that contribute towards an understanding and
appreciation of New Zealand's history and cultures. The term may include any
registered Historic Area under the Historic Places Act 1993, or any heritage
conservation area or precinct.
4) Place/area of significance to Maori, Including Wahi Tapu
A place or area of significance to Maori. It may include any wahi tapu area
registered under the Historic Places Act 1993, and recorded archaeological
sites of significance to Maori.
5) Surroundings Associated with any Heritage Area
An area of land (including land covered by water) surrounding a place, site or
area of heritage significance which is essential for retaining and interpreting
the places' heritage significance.
6) Heritage Landscapes
Comprising a range of heritage values, including historic, cultural, scientific,
ecological and geological values.
7. Wahi Tapu
A place sacred to Maori in the traditional, spiritual, religious, ritual or
mythical sense.
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