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INTRODUCTION

1.1

Papakura to Bombay Project Background

This Report supports the application lodged by Waka Kotahi New Zealand Transport Agency (Waka Kotahi) under
the Covid 19 Recovery (Fast Track Consenting) Act 2020 (FTA) for Stage 1B1 of the Papakura to Drury South
Project, a listed project under the FTA. For clarity and by way of summary we note that:
◼

The Papakura to Drury South Project was originally part of a larger project, called the Papakura to Bombay
Project.

◼

Through the FTA, part of the Papakura to Bombay Project, being the Papakura to Drury South section, was
included as a listed project under that Act.

◼

Waka Kotahi has broken the listed Papakura to Drury South project into further stages, with this application
relating to Stage 1B1 only. Stage 1B1 is referred to as the Project throughout this document.

Further discussion of the different stages of the Papakura to Drury South Project is contained in the, Assessment of
Effects on the Environment (AEE), Design and Construction Report (Appendix C to the AEE) and legal submissions
supporting this application.

1.2

Stage 1B1 Papakura to Drury Interchange

As referred to in the AEE the geographic location of the Project is between the Papakura Interchange to south of the
Drury Interchange (Quarry Road), shown in Figure 1-1. The works will include infrastructure upgrades at the
Papakura Interchange, the Drury Interchange, and replacements of the SH1 Bremner Road Overbridge and Jesmond
Bridge (over Ngakoroa Stream). Additionally, it is also proposed to establish a shared use path (SUP) from the
Papakura Interchange to north of the Otūwairoa Bridges, and from Bremner Road to south of the Drury Interchange.
A full description of the Project works is contained in the AEE and Design and Construction Report (Appendix C to
the AEE), supporting the application for resource consents and Notices of Requirement (NOR).
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Figure 1-1 Approximate extents of P2B. Focus of this Report is Stage 1B1 – the Project. Source: Aurecon NZ Ltd

1.3

Purpose of this Report

This report on historic heritage forms part of a suite of technical reports prepared for the Project. Its purpose is to
inform the AEE for:
◼

The NOR to alter the Waka Kotahi SH1 Designation 6706 to increase the footprint of the designation for the
purpose of modifications to the Papakura Interchange, Drury Interchange and replacement of the SH1 Bremner
Road Overbridge and Jesmond Bridge over Ngakoroa Stream works.

◼

The NOR to establish a new designation for a SUP.

This report assesses the potential historic heritage effects of the Project works within and outside Designation 6706
and recommends mitigation and management measures to address potential adverse effects. The assessment
methodology is detailed in section 1 of Appendix A.
Historic heritage is not addressed as a regional plan matter in the Auckland Unitary Plan (Operative in Part) 2016
(AUP) so does not need to be addressed in the context of any regional consents required for the Project. This
assessment is therefore restricted to an assessment of the district plan matters relating to historic heritage, which
are relevant to the NORs.
The purpose of this report is to:
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◼

Identify any areas or structures of historic heritage interest, either covered by the Heritage New Zealand
Pouhere Taonga Act 2014 (HNZPT Act), or the AUP.

◼

Assess the effects on identified areas or structures affected by the proposed works within:
− The altered area of Designation 6706.
− The area of the new SUP designation.

◼

Confirm the effects of the proposed works within Designation 6706 for the purpose of a future Outline Plan and
HNZPT Authority.

◼

Recommend mitigation and management measures to address potential adverse effects.

In assessing the potential effects on historic heritage, the main elements associated with the proposed works that
are assessed in this report are:
◼

The effects of land disturbing activities within 200m of archaeological or historic heritage sites during the
construction phase of the Project.

There are no historic heritage sites that will be affected by the works completed as part of the Project once
operational.

1.4

Statutory Requirements

In addition to the general requirements of the FTA, historic heritage requires consideration under the following
legislation in respect of the Project works.
1.4.1

Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014

All archaeological sites, whether recorded or not, are protected by the provisions of the HNZPT Act and may not be
destroyed, damaged or modified without an authority issued by Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga (Heritage
NZ).
An archaeological site is defined in the HNZPT Act as:
◼

Any place in New Zealand, including any building or structure (or part of a building or structure), that—
− Was associated with human activity that occurred before 1900 or is the site of the wreck of any vessel where
the wreck occurred before 1900.
− Provides or may provide, through investigation by archaeological methods, evidence relating to the history of
New Zealand.

◼

Includes a site for which a declaration is made under section 43(1) of the HNZPT Act.

1.4.2

Resource Management Act 1991

Historic heritage is defined under the Resource Management Act 1991 (RMA) as:
◼

Those natural and physical resources that contribute to an understanding and appreciation of New Zealand’s
history and cultures, deriving from archaeological, architectural, cultural, historic, scientific, or technological
qualities.

◼

Historic heritage includes:
− Historic sites, structures, places, and areas.
− Archaeological sites.
− Sites of significance to Māori, including wāhi tapu.
− Surroundings associated with the natural and physical resources.
WAKA KOTAHI NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY
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These categories are not mutually exclusive, and some archaeological sites may also include above ground
structures or also be places that are of significance to Māori.
Under the RMA, the protection of historic heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development is identified
as a Part 2 matter of national importance (section 6(f)). There is also a general duty under section 17 of the RMA to
avoid, remedy or mitigate any adverse effects on the environment arising from an activity, which includes effects on
historic heritage.
Where resource consent is required or a notice of requirement is prepared for any activity impacting historic heritage,
the assessment of effects is required to address cultural and historic heritage matters.
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2

EXISTING ENVIRONMENT

The following is an overview of the existing geological environment and history of the Project area. A detailed
overview of the existing environment can be found in section 2 of Appendix A and in the map containedin Appendix
B.

2.1

Geology

The Project lies within the Manukau Lowlands, an area of relatively flat land which is situated along the south eastern
edge of the Manukau Harbour. This six kilometre stretch of the motorway that covers the Project cuts through four
catchments (Pahurehure Inlet, Hingaia South, Hingaia Stream and Ngakoroa Stream) which all empty into the
Manukau Harbour (Figure 2-1 and Figure 2-2).
The Manukau Harbour is New Zealand’s second largest harbour, with an area of about 365 km2 and a shore length
of approximately 460 km. It was formed by the development of a Quaternary dune barrier (Awhitu Peninsula) that
enclosed a large bay between Port Waikato and the Waitakere Ranges (Kelly 2008:3).
The geology of the general area is dominated by late Pliocene and early Pleistocene non-marine sediments belonging
to the Puketoka formation of the Tauranga group (Edbroooke 2001: 47). The soils in the area are generally well
draining clays in association with the Hingaia Peninsula, with the drainage becoming poorer closer to the Otūwairoa
and Ngakoroa Streams.

2.2

Pre-European Māori settlement

The pre-European Māori settlement of Drury has been discussed in previous reports in the area (Murdoch 1990;
Harlow et al. 2007; Te Roopu Kaitiaki o Papakura 2010), which have all discussed similar settlement patterns in the
area. The foothills of the Hunua Ranges were used for extensive cultivation areas and settlement, including the
settlement at Ōpaheke, where modern day Drury is located.
Ōpaheke has long been regarded by Mana Whenua as having a strategic position for Tāmaki Makaurau (Te Roopu
o Kaitiaki o Papakura (2010)). The confluence of waterways enabled people to visit and trade, and often enabled
people to access areas of land faster than by foot. Several complex inter-tribal relationships developed around the
Manukau Harbour shoreline.
The area was significant to Māori as a link between the Auckland Isthmus, the Waikato, and the Hauraki Gulf. A
significant pa at Maketu overlooked the Ararimu Track, the inland route to the Waikato (Clarke 1983) and the Hauraki
Gulf was accessed via an overland route through to present day Clevedon and the Wairoa River (Tatton 2001). The
area is under-recorded archaeologically and it is possible many of the Māori settlement sites associated with land
use have been damaged and obscured since the 1850s.
Further information is contained in the Cultural Impact Assessments (CIA) and Cultural Values Assessments (CVA)
contained in Appendix E of the AEE.

2.3

Historic settlement

Missionaries had been travelling and staying with local Māori at Ōpaheke since 1834, and the strategic location of
the town was not lost on the government at the time.
The Government made the initial purchase in 1842 of the first of two Papakura blocks (the second taking place in
1847), followed by a claim made by Adam Chisholm for at least two Papakura blocks during the suspension of preemption in 1843-1844. This area was initially referred to as Chisholm’s Bush. However, the claim was disallowed by
the Government in 1848, when the Government took possession of this land (Brown and Brown 2017). Various
Sections were granted from 1852 onwards, including within the extent of the Project.
Drury served as a gateway between the Waikato and Auckland by both Māori and Pākehā and was established as a
military garrison by the Crown. The access to the Manukau Harbour through the Pahurehure Inlet and its location
WAKA KOTAHI NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY
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on the Great South Road meant the town served as a supply base and staging post for the invasion of the Waikato.
The water access at Drury made it easy to get supplies from Onehunga, as these did not need to travel down the
Great South Road, which was notoriously difficult to negotiate in the winter, especially the section between Drury and
Papakura.
Following the Waikato Wars, Drury became an agricultural and extractive industries hub, utilising the wharves and
infrastructure left behind from the military presence in the town. An additional tramway and wharf were established,
and the construction of the North Island Main Trunk (NIMT) ensured easy access to the Auckland market for selling
of goods. The area remained primarily agricultural throughout the 20th century, but encroachment of housing and
industrial areas is changing the focus of the town.

2.4

Historic heritage investigations and survey

The Project area is within an under recorded archaeological and heritage landscape. Many of the sites within or near
the Project area have been recorded as part of ad-hoc surveys for development, or those which were more recently
recorded by Auckland Council heritage staff during coastal survey (2010), rather than large-scale systematic
landscape surveys. Several sites related to the land wars were added to the New Zealand Archaeological Association
(NZAA) Site Recording Scheme more than 15 years ago and have never been updated or investigated properly, with
some never actually being surveyed or visited by an archaeologist (for example R12/756, the Commissariat
Redoubt). The pre-contact Māori archaeological footprint in the area, especially around Drury, is barely recorded,
with only Ōpaheke (R12/1132) recorded in the vicinity.
Recent growth in the area has led to the development of the Drury Structure Plan. This was developed to guide
growth for the next 30 years and commissioned the first large scale desktop study of the area (Brown and Brown
2017). This desktop study looked into general themes and the history of the area, and likely places of settlement.
Although the study was extensive and sets a good foundation for future research, it was hampered by the lack of
previous systematic survey in the area. Additional archaeological and heritage assessments are currently underway
for various Supporting Growth Alliance (SGA) projects (separate projects led by Waka Kotahi and Auckland Transport
working in partnership) within the Drury Structure Plan area, which will also increase the overall understanding of the
archaeological and heritage landscape.

2.5

Desktop assessment results

As presented in section 3 of Appendix A, there are four archaeological sites and two Cultural Heritage Inventory
(CHI) items which have been identified as potentially being affected by the Project works. See Table 2-1 for the
details of these sites and items, including Historic Heritage Extent of Plan (HHEP). See Figure 2-1 and Figure 2-2
for the location of these sites and items. The effects on these sites is discussed below in section 3 of this report.
Table 2-1 List of sites affected by works.
Name

NZ
Archaeological
Association

Cultural Heritage
Inventory

Scheduled AUP
Historic Heritage
Extent of Place

Effect

Response

14072

2173

Potential Impact

Heritage NZ
authority

Alteration to Designation 6706:

Commissariat
Redoubt

R12/0756

(31 and 37
Bremner Road,
Drury)
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65th Regiment
Paddock

R12/0911

14081

N/A

Potential Impact

Heritage NZ
authority

R12/1131

22177

N/A

Potential Impact

Heritage NZ
authority

R12/1171

N/A

N/A

Potential Impact

Heritage NZ
authority

N/A

17018

N/A

Negligible

Note in Historic
Heritage
Management
Plan (HHMP)

N/A

15990

N/A

Negligible

Note in HHMP

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

(168-228
Flanagan Road,
Drury)
Runciman
Homestead
(Corner of
Bremner Road
and Victoria
Street, Drury)
Runciman’s
Bridge
(Bremner Road,
Drury)
Establishment of SUP Designation:
Camp Hilldene
(113 Harbourside
Drive, Karaka)

Herkts Garage
(55 Pitt Road,
Runciman)

Within existing Designation 6706:
NIL

N/A
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Figure 2-1 Northern Section of the Project showing location of Camp Hilldene. Note the location for it in the CHI is
incorrect.

Figure 2-2 Southern section of the Project showing location of NZAA sites and CHI items. Note the location in the CHI
for Herkt’s Garage is incorrect.
WAKA KOTAHI NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY
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3

ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS

The following sections discuss both the positive and adverse effects of the Project works on known historic heritage
sites in the Project area. Further detail on the assessments is provided in section 4 of Appendix A.
This assessment of effects has taken into consideration the statutory requirements described in section 1.4 of this
report and the Regional Policy Statement of the AUP in respect of the impact on historic heritage:

3.1

Effects of construction within the altered area of designation 6706

3.1.1

Commissariat Redoubt – (R12/0756; CHI Item 14072; HHEP 2173)

3.1.1.1

Description of site

This redoubt represents the staging area for the invasion of the Waikato. Although there is little recorded information
on this redoubt, it appears to have been fortified on at least three sides, with the western side bounded by the
Ngakoroa Stream, where two piers appear to have been located to allow supplies to be delivered from Onehunga to
assist in the invasion of the Waikato (see Figure 2-3 in Appendix A). There is no longer any visible evidence of the
earthworks and piers, but there may be sub-surface archaeological material associated with them.
3.1.1.2

Proposed works

Bremner Road and the two bridges either side of the redoubt will be replaced as part of the Project, which will result
in works occurring within the indicative extent of the site. Works will include extensive earthworks, including battering
of the ground in the vicinity of the current houses and their accessways, importation of fill material to build up the
road surface to its required height, and the installation of a stormwater pond to the east of the known extent of the
redoubt.
3.1.1.3

Existing historic heritage

The indicative extent of the redoubt is based on 19th century survey plans which clearly marked out the extent of the
redoubt and its wharf locations. As discussed in sections 3.2.2 and 3.4.1 of Appendix A (Commissariat Redoubt)
there is no visible evidence of the redoubt or the piers, but it can be assumed that evidence of the redoubt still exists
within the recorded extent. The piers have likely eroded into the Ngakoroa Stream, and some evidence from these
structures may exist within the sediment in the stream.
3.1.1.4

Positive effect

Avoidance of known archaeological sites is always the first priority for the Project, and these works have been
designed to remain within the known modified extent of the redoubt, minimising the impact outside of the areas
already heavily modified through road, bridge and house construction. The stormwater pond has been designed to
fit to the east of the indicative extent of the redoubt, which should minimise any disturbance within the northern portion
of the redoubt which has not been as heavily modified as the southern or western sections. There are opportunities
for bringing historic heritage stories to life through ongoing project design and the project Urban Landscape Design
Framework (ULDF), contained in Appendix L of the AEE.
Any works undertaken within the Coastal Marine Area (CMA) as part of these works will help to gain an understanding
of the material which has eroded into the Ngakoroa Stream, and planting and stabilisation which will be done along
the bank will help to prevent further erosion of the bank, protecting the remaining archaeological features still in situ.
3.1.1.5

Adverse effects

Works have the possibility of encountering in situ archaeological material associated with the redoubt within the
previously modified extent of the redoubt. As this is beneath the current active road surface and bridge, it cannot be
WAKA KOTAHI NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY
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surveyed or test pitted at this stage, and whether archaeological material will be found cannot be known until works
begin to remove the pavement and bridge.
Although the stormwater pond has been reduced to the smallest feasible footprint, it is possible that sub-surface
features associated with the redoubt may be impacted by this pond (see Figure 4-1 in Appendix A).
3.1.1.6

Mitigation

All earthworks within 50 m of the known extent of the redoubt will be subject to archaeological monitoring to ensure
that any associated archaeological features that may be encountered are recorded and sampled according to
standard archaeological practices. This will include any works undertaken within the CMA, to see if any remnants of
the piers associated with the redoubt is present within the Ngakoroa Stream.
3.1.1.7

Works within the coastal environment

Works in this area will occur within the coastal environment, and where appropriate, mitigation, including
identification, assessment and recording of any historic heritage encountered during works, will be undertaken in
accordance with accepted archaeological practice and in accordance with the requirements of the HNZPT authority.
Where practicable, conservation and avoidance will be utilised in the first instance. Works undertaken to stabilize the
bank as part of these works will also have a positive effect on the redoubt as it will prevent further erosion of the site.
3.1.2

65th Regiment Paddock (R12/0911; CHI Item 14081)

3.1.2.1

Description of site

This site is recorded as the probable location of the temporary staging camp for the 65th Regiment, during the
construction of the Great South Road prior to the invasion of the Waikato. It is referred to as the 65th Regiment
paddock and camp interchangeably, indicating there weren’t any major structures within the camp location. A
truncated camp location is shown on an inset in a c.1865 map of Drury, located on a bend of the Great South Road
where Norrie Road and the Southern Motorway are currently located. This is considerably further north of the site
record location, but it is reported that the camp was moved due to flooding issues to higher ground, so R12/0911
may represent the original location prior to it being moved to this less flood prone location (see sections 3.2.3 and
3.4.2 of Appendix A, 65th Regiment Paddock).
3.1.2.2

Proposed works

The works within the indicative extent of this site include the creation of the new Drury Interchange, associated
battering to create a new southern on ramp and stormwater processing which will discharge into the Hingaia Stream.
3.1.2.3

Existing historic heritage

As discussed in sections 3.2.3 and 3.4.2 of Appendix A (65th Regiment Paddock), the indicative extent of the 65th
Regiment camp is based on 19th century survey plans, but it should be noted that the majority of the camp would
have been temporary structures specifically designed to be moved along with the regiment. It is unlikely that any
structural evidence of the camp is still present within the area, but individual artefacts such as regimental buttons
and other artefacts may be found as part of the works.
3.1.2.4

Positive effects

The likelihood of any physical evidence of the camp existing within the known extent is very low, but anything
encountered would help to provide context for this important event in New Zealand’s history and the staging of the
invasion of the Waikato. This could be used as part of a display or interpretive signage.
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3.1.2.5

Adverse effects

Avoidance is the preferred option for any archaeological sites, but this is not always feasible. This site covers a large
area and is not able to be avoided.
3.1.2.6

Mitigation

All earthworks within the known extent of the camp will be subject to archaeological monitoring to ensure that any
associated archaeological features that may be encountered are recorded and sampled according to standard
archaeological practices. This will include the installation of stormwater outflows into the Hingiaia Stream.
3.1.3

Runciman Homestead (R12/1131; CHI Item 22177)

3.1.3.1

Site description

Thomas and Isabella Runciman had four children and lived in a two-story house with a cattle station on the land
between the Hingaia and the Ngakoroa Streams where present-day Drury is located. Old newspaper records show
they were living here by 1852 (Simms 1999; New Zealander, 22 May 1852: 2 The homestead is shown on SO 865
(1854), located where an indicative driveway is marked (See Figure 3-7 and Figure 3-8 in Appendix A).
3.1.3.2

Proposed works

The proposed works will be mainly within the current designation, with works along Victoria Street consisting of an
SUP and some minor battering associated with the SUP Bremner Road underpass and works associated with the
raising of Bremner Road.
3.1.3.3

Existing historic heritage

As discussed in sections 3.2.5 and 3.4.3 of Appendix A (Runciman Homestead), the proposed works will be located
outside of the majority of the indicative extent of the Runciman Homestead, but the previous extent of the curtilage
(mainly access way) is within the existing designation footprint although it is possible that some evidence of it exists
within the area of the proposed SUP. The area of the proposed SUP is mainly under the paved portion of Victoria
Street, and the condition beneath the road and associated berm is unknown.
3.1.3.4

Positive effects

Any archaeological evidence exposed during the construction of the SUP would provide information about the
location of the Runciman Homestead, which will in turn help protect the remining curtilage within the reserve to the
west of Victoria Street.
3.1.3.5

Adverse effects

Avoidance is the preferred option for any archaeological sites, and in this case, it is not known if any evidence of the
curtilage exists.
3.1.3.6

Mitigation

All earthworks within 50 m of the proposed extent of the Runciman Homestead curtilage will be subject to
archaeological monitoring to ensure that any associated archaeological features that may be encountered are
recorded and sampled according to standard archaeological practices.
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3.1.4

Runciman’s Bridge (R12/1171)

3.1.4.1

Site description

This bridge has been labelled on historic survey maps under a range of names, with the earliest being ‘Ligars Bridge’
tentatively dated to the 1860s (SO 1415 D2), with later iterations referring to it as the Browne Street Bridge and SH1
Bremner Road Overbridge. It is not known how many iterations of the bridge have been built since it was first utilised,
but there is evidence of wooden piers visible underneath the current bridge which may relate to a pre-1900 version
of the bridge (see section 3.2.8 of Appendix A, Runciman’s Bridge).
3.1.4.2

Proposed works

Bremner Road and the current bridge over the Ngakoroa Stream (Jesmond Bridge) will be replaced. Works will
include extensive earthworks, including battering of the ground in the vicinity of the current houses and their
accessways, and temporary bridge and staging locations either side of the existing bridge as detailed in the Design
and Construction Report contained in Appendix C of the AEE and the drawing set contained in Appendix F of the
AEE (drawing numbers 506207-0450-DRG-BB-3101 – 3802).
3.1.4.3

Existing historic heritage

This bridge has been replaced at least once before, and it is not known if the piles beneath the current 1960s Jesmond
Bridge (over the Ngakoroa Stream) are from a pre- or post-1900 bridge. Although not required, the proposed works
will include the removal of those piles as they are currently a navigation hazard and are impeding water flow (see
Stormwater and Hydrology Assessment at Appendix G of the AEE).
3.1.4.4

Positive effects

The extent, or existence of in situ archaeological material associated with the pre-1900 bridge is currently unknown,
but any evidence that is encountered would help to provide information about the bridge, and the engineering
practices employed in the 19th century to allow this important connection between Bremner Road and Drury.
The works undertaken within the CMA as part of these works including the removal and close inspection of the piles
will help to gain an understanding of the previous iterations of the bridge. Planting and stabilisation which will be done
along the bank will help to prevent further erosion of the bank protecting any remaining archaeological features still
in situ.
3.1.4.5

Adverse effects

If the piles that are proposed to be removed from the Ngakoroa Stream prove to be pre-1900, this would have an
adverse effect with avoidance being the preferred option with archaeological sites. It should be noted however, that
as stated in the Coastal Processes Assessment in Appendix Q of the AEE, the navigation hazard and effect on
waterflow that the piles are causing to the environment cannot be disregarded and cannot be left in situ.
3.1.4.6

Mitigation

All earthworks within 50 m of the Ngakoroa will be subject to archaeological monitoring to ensure that any associated
archaeological features that may be encountered are recorded and sampled according to standard archaeological
practices. This will include any works undertaken within the CMA, to see if any remnants of the pre-1900 bridge is
present within the Ngakoroa. The piles will be subject to analysis to determine age, materials and any other
information that can be garnered from them.
3.1.4.7

Works within the coastal environment

Works in this area will occur within the coastal environment, and where appropriate, mitigation, including
identification, assessment and recording of any historic heritage encountered during works, will be undertaken in

WAKA KOTAHI NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY

FILE 506207-0490-REP-NN-0058.DOCX | 10/06/2021 | REVISION 3 | PAGE 12

accordance with accepted archaeological practice and in accordance with the requirements of the HNZPT authority.
Where practicable, conservation and avoidance will be utilised in the first instance. Works undertaken to stabilize the
bank as part of these works will also have a positive effect on any potential in situ elements of the bridge within the
bank as it will prevent further erosion of the site.

3.2

Effects of construction within the new SUP designation

3.2.1

Camp Hilldene (CHI 17018)

3.2.1.1

Site description

This camp was occupied by the United States Military between 1942 and 1945 as part of their presence in the Pacific
during World War II. The camp consisted primarily of prefabricated buildings which were removed after the camp
was no longer required. There were some buildings which were permanent, with one still remaining (CHI item 14221),
which is part of a pre-school centre (see sections 3.3.1 and 3.4.4 of Appendix A, Camp Hilldene).
3.2.1.2

Proposed works

The proposed works will be mainly within the current designation, with the works that may affect the camp associated
with the construction of the SUP along the eastern extent of the camp.
3.2.1.3

Existing historic heritage

As discussed in sections 3.3.1 and 3.4.4 of Appendix A (Camp Hilldene), the camp was removed after WWII, with
the only building remaining being recorded as a separate CHI item (14221).
3.2.1.4

Positive effects

Any archaeological evidence exposed during the construction of the SUP would provide information about the
location and use of the camp, which could be used as part of a display or interpretive signage.
3.2.1.5

Adverse effects

It is not known if any evidence of the camp exists, other than CHI item 14221, which is located approximately 120 m
west of the extent of works. The proposed works for the SUP only encroach into the easternmost portion of the known
extent of the camp, minimising the likelihood of encountering any remnants of the camp.
3.2.1.6

Mitigation

All earthworks within the likely extent of the camp will be subject to archaeological monitoring to ensure that any
associated features that may be encountered are recorded and sampled according to standard archaeological
practices.
3.2.2

Herkt’s (Runciman) Garage (CHI 15990)

3.2.2.1

Site description

This Garage was located on the corner of Great South Road and Pitt Road (originally called Pukekohe Road), prior
to the construction of the Southern Motorway. The current CHI location is incorrect as it has it been placed on the
realigned Great North Road Corner approximately 150 m south west of its actual location. In its correct location, the
southern extent of the SUP associated with Stage 1B1 encroaches into the corner of the lot where the Garage was
situated (refer to sections 3.3.2 and 3.4.5 of Appendix A, Herkt’s (Runciman) Garage).
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3.2.2.2

Proposed works

The proposed works will be mainly within the current designation, with the works likely to affect this site associated
with the construction of the SUP along the eastern extent of the former garage.
3.2.2.3

Existing historic heritage

As discussed in sections 3.3.2, 3.4.5 and 4.1.6 of Appendix A (Herkt’s (Runciman) Garage), it appears that this
garage was demolished when the intersection was removed and the Great South Road was realigned during the
construction of the Southern Motorway, but it is not known if there is any sub-surface features associated with the
garage.
3.2.2.4

Positive effects

Any archaeological evidence exposed during the construction of the SUP would provide information about the
location and construction of the garage, which could be used as part of a display or interpretive signage.
3.2.2.5

Adverse effects

Avoidance is the preferred option for any archaeological sites, and in this case, it is not known if any evidence of the
garage exists.
3.2.2.6

Mitigation

All earthworks within the likely extent of the garage will be subject to archaeological monitoring to ensure that any
associated archaeological features that may be encountered are recorded and sampled according to standard
archaeological practices.

3.3

Effects of construction within the existing Designation 6706

The potential effects on historic heritage resulting for works within the existing State Highway Designation 6706 are
not a matter for consideration as part of the alteration to the designation. These potential effects are acknowledged
here for the purpose of future outline plans and an archaeological authority application for the Project.
Existing designation 6706 is not subject to the NOR, but it should still be noted that the area within the existing
designation has been heavily modified in the past through the construction of the southern motorway. This area has
been subject to extensive earthworks, which would have obliterated any archaeological evidence within the existing
designation. There is no reasonable cause to suspect that any in situ archaeological or heritage material would still
exist within the existing designation.
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4

RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on the consideration of the statutory documentation listed in section 1 related to historic heritage and the
assessment of potential adverse effects on historic heritage identified in section 3 the following mitigation and
management measures are recommended.
◼

A Historic Heritage Management Plan (HHMP) should be prepared and implemented during construction of the
Project, to guide works during construction including induction requirements for contractors (and subcontractors) and procedures for archaeological monitoring, inspection and investigation.

◼

The HHMP should address the opportunity to update the CHI with information sourced through the period of
construction works.

◼

Any earthworks within 50 m of the identified extents of archaeological sites or waterways should be monitored
by an archaeologist, at least 4 weeks in advance of the general construction works to ensure adequate time is
allowed for archaeological investigation if required.

◼

An authority to modify or destroy archaeological sites R12/0756, R12/0911, R12/0967, R12/1131 and any other
archaeological sites that may be encountered within the Project corridor should be applied for from Heritage
New Zealand under Section 44 of the HNZPT Act. The Authority should be obtained in advance of any
earthworks commencing to minimise delays should archaeological remains be exposed once works are under
way.

◼

Where effects on known (or unknown) archaeological sites cannot be avoided, undertaking archaeological
investigation and recording utilising standard archaeological practice of any affected archaeological sites should
be undertaken in accordance with the Authority.

Further details on the mitigation measures are contained in section 5 of Appendix A.
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5

CONCLUSION

During the historic heritage assessment for the Project, there were four recorded archaeological sites and three CHI
items identified within the proposed extent of works (Table 2-1). Where possible, works have been minimised
or redesigned to avoid recorded archaeological or heritage items.
The positive effects of the Project include:
◼

Stabilisation of the Ngakoroa Stream bank in the vicinity of the Commissariat Redoubt (R12/0756) to help
prevent further erosion of the site;

◼

Improved stormwater management to provide treated water which will help prevent contamination of
archaeological sites situated near to waterways;

◼

Avoidance of known archaeological sites (where possible);

◼

Providing opportunities for recording of little known or unknown historic heritage discovered through the course
of construction of the Project.

◼

Providing opportunities for bringing historic heritage stories to life through ongoing project design and the project
ULDF, contained in Appendix L of the AEE.

In relation to historic heritage, the potential adverse effects identified in relation to the Project include:
◼

Potential modification to the southern portion of the Commissariat Redoubt through roading improvements and
bridge replacement.

◼

Potential modification of previously unrecorded features to the east of the Commissariat Redoubt in relation to
the stormwater pond installation.

◼

Potential modification to Runciman’s Bridge through the replacement of the Jesmond Bridge.

◼

Earthworks within the extent of the 65th Regiment paddock (R12/0911) which may encounter some evidence of
the temporary camp.

◼

The potential for in situ archaeological features associated with Runciman's Homestead (R12/1131) to be
encountered within the extent of works.

◼

The potential for evidence of Camp Hilldene (CHI 17018) to be encountered during the construction of the SUP.

◼

The potential for evidence of Herkt’s Garage (CHI 15990) to be encountered during the construction of the SUP.

◼

The potential for damage of unknown and unrecorded historic heritage sites through accidental discovery before
protocols in an archaeological authority are activated.

These effects will be mitigated through the following recommendations (set out in further detail in section 4 above):
◼

Preparation and implementation of a HHMP, which will guide works during construction including induction
requirements for contractors (and sub-contractors) and procedures for archaeological monitoring, inspection,
and investigation.

◼

A General Archaeological Authority to modify or destroy archaeological sites R12/0756, R12/0911, R12/1131,
R12/1171 and any other archaeological sites that may be encountered, within the Project corridor is to be
applied for from Heritage New Zealand under Section 44 of the HNZPT Act. The Authority will be obtained in
advance of any earthworks commencing to minimise delays, should archaeological remains be exposed once
works are under way.

◼

Ensuring that the recording of any archaeological or historic heritage features encountered during works will be
undertaken by a suitably qualified archaeologist consistent with accepted archaeological practice and in
accordance with the requirements of the Heritage New Zealand authority.
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APPENDIX A – HISTORIC HERITAGE ASSESSMENT
DETAILS
This Appendix describes in more detail the research and observations undertaken with respect to historic heritage
in the Project area. This Appendix supports the assessment of historic heritage and the potential effects of the
Project that may arise from the short-term construction/demolition phase.

1

ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY

1.1

Desktop assessment

The following sources of information were assessed for the purpose of this report:
◼

Records of archaeological sites in the general vicinity were accessed from the New Zealand Archaeological
Association Site Recording Scheme through ArchSite (archsite.org.nz accessed 24 June 2020) and
incorporated into the project specific Geographic Information System (GIS) workspace maintained by CFG
Heritage.

◼

The HNZPT digital library was searched for records of archaeological investigations in the area. Old maps and
survey plans held by Land Information New Zealand (LINZ) were accessed on 24 June 2020 using QuickMap.

◼

Aerial Photographs held by LINZ, Auckland Council and in other online archives were searched on 24 June
2020.

◼

Local soil information was searched on the S-Map Online database maintained by Landcare Research
(https://smap.landcareresearch.co.nz/) accessed on 24 June 2020.

◼

Potential vegetation based on soil information was obtained from the Land Resource Information Systems
database (https://lris.scinfo.org.nz/) accessed on 24 June 2020.

◼

The CHI, the Auckland Council GeoMaps GIS viewer and Auckland Unitary Plan Viewer were accessed on 24
June 2020 and searched for any areas of cultural significance. Additional unitary plan changes were accessed
on 31 May 2021 to see if any additional changes have been proposed which are not currently displaying in the
Auckland Council GIS layers.

1.2

Limitations and accuracy of data

Archaeological sites have been recorded since the 1950s and the quality of site information is variable. Sites were
initially recorded on 100 yd grid references, which were converted to 100 m grid references as the map data became
metricated in the 1980s. This has led to sites potentially only having a 200 m accuracy.
Since the mid-1990s, sites recorded by hand-held GPS are generally located to ± 5 m. To ensure all archaeological
sites that could be impacted by works are assessed, a 200 m buffer was placed around the Project area and all sites
contained within that buffer were subject to categorical desktop assessment to see if they were likely to be impacted
by the proposed extent of works. Any sites within 200 m of the Project which could not be ruled out by this method
will be considered as within the Project corridor until able to be proven otherwise.
Proposed stormwater ponds and outflows are still in the process of being finalised, so any comments on them should
be seen as indicative, and will be covered in full during resource consenting.
The section of SUP and stormwater outflows within 144 Park Estate Road were not able to be surveyed but will be
covered in full during resource consenting.
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1.3

Categorical assessment of archaeological and heritage sites

All archaeological sites, CHI items, HHEP and SSMW within 200m of the Project were initially reviewed and briefly
assessed as to the likely potential of archaeological or historical features to be encountered during works and to
guide future research where required. The criteria are set out in Table 1-1. Those sites deemed to have low,
moderate or high potential will have their values assessed following the categories set out in the HNZPT Writing
Archaeological Assessments (2019), and the Auckland Council Methodology and Guidance for Evaluating
Auckland’s Historic Heritage (2019).
Table 1-1 Assessment categories for archaeological and heritage sites
Potential

Reason

Response

Nil

Site, or portion within the Project corridor has been
destroyed and/or its extent did not extend into project
corridor; or the site is located outside of project corridor

No further mitigation of site required

Low

Condition and site extent unknown, but have
reasonable cause to suspect some in-situ
archaeological material may be encountered within
project corridor

Further archaeological research required.
A mix of non-invasive and invasive methods may be
required.

Moderate

Site has previously been modified, however based on
site extent it is likely that in situ archaeological material
will be encountered within the Project corridor

Further archaeological research required.
A mix of non-invasive and invasive methods may be
required.

High

The condition of the site is fair to good and it is known
that the site will extend into the Project corridor

Further archaeological research required.
A mix of non-invasive and invasive methods may be
required.

1.4

Fieldwork

Various locations indicated in section 3.4 of this appendix were subject to field survey to determine the effects on
recorded archaeological sites during construction. These inspections were undertaken by Arden Cruickshank of CFG
Heritage Ltd. Field survey was undertaken on foot, and the ground was probed using a 1 m gum spear to see if any
sub-surface archaeological deposits were able to be identified. No invasive methods such as shovel test pitting were
employed.
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2

EXISTING ENVIRONMENT

2.1

Geology

The Project lies within the Manukau Lowlands, an area of relatively flat land which is situated along the south eastern
edge of the Manukau Harbour. The six-kilometre stretch of the motorway that covers the Project cuts through four
catchments (Pahurehure Inlet, Hingaia South, Hingaia Stream and Ngakoroa Stream) which all empty into the
Manukau.
The Manukau Harbour is New Zealand’s second largest harbour, with an area of about 365 km2 and a shore length
of approximately 460 km. It was formed by the development a Quaternary dune barrier (Awhitu Peninsula) that
enclosed a large bay between Port Waikato and the Waitakere Ranges (Kelly 2008:3).
The geology of the general area is dominated by late Pliocene and early Pleistocene non-marine sediments belonging
to the Puketoka formation of the Tauranga group (Edbroooke, 2001: 47). The soils in the area are generally well
draining clays in association with the Hingaia Peninsula, with the drainage becoming poorer closer to the Otūwairoa
(Slippery) Creek and Ngakoroa Stream.

2.2

Recorded Archaeological Sites

Figure 2-1 below shows the location of recorded archaeological sites within and surrounding the Project area.

Figure 2-1 Map of area showing recorded archaeological sites in the surrounding landscape

2.3

Pre-European Māori settlement

The pre-European Māori settlement of Drury has been discussed in previous reports in the area (Murdoch 1990;
Harlow et al. 2007; Te Roopu Kaitiaki o Papakura 2010), which have all discussed similar settlement patterns in the
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area. The foothills of the Hunua Ranges were used for extensive cultivation areas and settlement, including the
settlement at Ōpaheke, where modern day Drury is located.
Ōpaheke has long been regarded by mana whenua as having a strategic position for Tāmaki Makaurau (Te Roopu
o Kaitiaki o Papakura (2010)). The confluence of waterways enabled people to visit, trade, and often enabled people
to access areas of land faster than by foot. Several complex inter-tribal relationships developed around the Manukau
Harbour shoreline. The area is under-recorded archaeologically and it is possible many of the Māori settlement sites
associated with land use have been damaged and obscured since the 1850s.
Although there is an under-representation of recorded Māori archaeological sites in the area, this can also be
attributed to the landscape. The poorly drained areas of the lowlands would not have been attractive for settlement
but would have been exploited for their birds and other wetland resources (Te Roopu Kaitiaki o Papakura 2010: 7;
Tatton 2001: 45). This would not have left much of an archaeological footprint but would have played a vital role in
Māori settlement and resource exploitation.
As well as the importance of these resources, the area was significant to Māori as a link between the Auckland
Isthmus, the Waikato, and the Hauraki Gulf. A significant pā at Maketu overlooked the Ararimu Track, the inland
route to the Waikato (Clarke 1983) and the Hauraki Gulf was accessed via an overland route through to present day
Clevedon and the Wairoa River (Tatton 2001).
There are 48 recorded pre-contact-Māori archaeological sites within 2 km of the Project area (Figure 2-1), 43 of
which are coastal middens. Although this type of site representation and distribution is common in Tāmaki Makaurau,
it is often a result of lack of systematic survey beyond publicly accessible esplanade reserves or sites being obscured
due to urban development.

2.4

Historic settlement and land purchases

Missionaries had been travelling and staying with local Māori at Ōpaheke since 1834, and the strategic location of
the town was not lost on the government.
The Government made the initial purchase in 1842 of the first of two Papakura blocks (the second taking place in
1847), followed by a claim made by Adam Chisholm for at least two Papakura blocks during the suspension of preemption in 1843-1844. This area was initially referred to as Chisholm’s Bush. However, the claim was disallowed by
the Government in 1848, who then took possession of the land (Brown and Brown 2017).
The first Government sales just north of what was then called Slippery Creek (now Drury) began in 1852 (New
Zealander, 1 September 1852: 4). In 1854, Sect 12 was granted to Wheeler (Auckland Deed Index A3.529), along
with the western part of Sect 11 (Figure 2-2). The eastern part of Sect 11 was granted to Grahame, who
immediately leased it to Wheeler (Auckland Deed Index A3.528). The eastern part of Sect 11 was eventually
absorbed by Wheeler, then Sect 11 and 12 were sold in an estate sale after Wheeler’s death in 1869 (New Zealand
Herald, 6 February 1869). Although there were a series of mortgages posted against Wheeler’s land that is
presumed to be for improvements such as dwellings and sheds, the location, number or style of these is not known.
Sect 8 (Totalling 640 acres) immediately to the north of Sect 11 (Figure 2-2) was granted to Grahame in 1862,
which he started subdividing and selling on from 1864 (Auckland Deed Index A3.525). Again, it is not known
where any structures were located on this property.
As those properties were being granted north of the Otūwairoa in 1852, Thomas Runciman made an application for
a depasturing licence for the Tuhimata Run (Morris 1965). The extent and location of this run is unknown but would
have included the location of his homestead. Old newspaper records show the Runcimans were living in Drury by
1852 (Simms 1999; New Zealander, 22 May 1852:2), and Thomas Runciman was granted Sect 38 in 1854
(Auckland Deeds Index A3.554). This was followed by Sect 37 in 1857 (Auckland Deeds Index A3.553), and
presumably Sect 14, but the Deed Register for Sect 14 is blank (Figure 2-3).
Thomas and Isabella Runciman had four children and lived in a two-story house with a cattle station on the land
between the Hingaia and the Ngakoroa Streams where present-day Drury is located. A. Kennedy travelled through
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New Zealand in 1852, and in his note book he records “… Mr Runciman has a cattle station… the site of his cottage
is good, having on his left a tidal creek connected to the Manukau, on his right a considerable stream of freshwater…”
(cited in Morris 1965: 78). The location of the Runciman homestead is recorded on the SRS as R12/1131 and is
located between Bremner Road and the sports fields next to the Ngakoroa Stream.
It is not clear how long the Runciman family had the land around Drury, but Thomas Runciman died in 1866 and Sect
38 was still owned by the family in 1876 after which the Deed Index has no further entries.

Figure 2-2 Northern portion of the Project showing original Crown Grants
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Figure 2-3 Drury portion of the Project showing original Crown Grants

2.4.1

1860s Land wars

Māori remained alienated from their land, and unease had been developing from the 1850s. By 1856, the concept
of the Māori king had come into force. However, the Crown saw the Kīngitanga movement as a direct attack on
British sovereignty and by the late 1850s the seeds of the land war had already taken root. The Kīngitanga opposed
the sale of Māori land and although some were receptive to leasing, the Crown saw this as a further obstruction to
the development. In 1860s the Taranaki Wars had caused unease among European settlers of Papakura and Drury,
some of whom were concerned that nearby Māori could “be so infatuated as to attempt to create disturbance within
this Province.” (New Zealander, 1 December 1860:6).
Tensions between Māori and Europeans in the Auckland and Waikato districts gradually increased and in July 1863
Governor Grey issued an ultimatum to the Waikato tribes around Auckland to immediately swear an oath of allegiance
to the Queen and to put down their arms. Those who did not comply were instructed to remove themselves to the
Waikato, beyond the Mangatawhiri, effectively declaring themselves as rebels against the Government.
Drury served as a gateway between the Waikato and Auckland by both Māori and Pākehā and was established as a
military garrison by the Crown. The access to the Manukau Harbour through the Pahurehure inlet and its location
on the Great South Road meant the town served as a supply base and staging post for the invasion of the Waikato.
The water access at Drury made it easy to get supplies from Onehunga, as these did not need to travel down the
Great South Road, which was notoriously difficult to negotiate in the winter, especially the section between Drury and
Papakura.
Captain Mairis of the Royal Engineers recommended the construction of two stockades in the area (New Zealander,
1 December 1860: 6). The first was built in 1860 and consisted of a wooden stockade measuring 110 x 26 feet (33.5
x 8 m) across the road from Youngs Hotel (Leonard 1986). This is recorded as archaeological site R12/0123. There
do not appear to be any records of this stockade on survey plans, and the lack of any identifiable earthworks
associated with it, it is likely that it was only a wooden structure with no defensive earthworks associated with it. The
second is the Commissariat Redoubt, recorded as site R12/0756, which was located on the eastern side of the bank
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of the Ngakoroa Stream near approximately where the SH1 Bremner Road Overbridge is located. This redoubt did
have defensive earthworks and has been noted on multiple 19th century survey maps (Figure 2-4). This site was
recently visited by Danielle Trilford of CFG Heritage Ltd, but no evidence was visible from the road.

Figure 2-4 Crop of SO 1415, dated to 1864 showing the Commissariat Redoubt truncated by Browne St (current day
Bremner Road).

2.4.2

Extractive industries and tramway

Coal was mined at ‘Waihoihoi’ (Waihoehoe) from the late 1850s on land owned by James Farmer (Brassey 2020: 5,
New Zealander 25 September 1858: 2; Daily Southern Cross, 23 November 1858: 1). In 1859 the Waihoihoi Mining
and Coal Company was formed and plans were underway for the construction of supporting transport systems to
export material out of Drury (Brown and Brown 2017).
The coal mined from Waihoehoe from the 1850s was initially exported on a short self-acting tramway which was a ¼
mile long (around 400 m) (Brassey 2020). From there, it was taken by bullock teams to Runciman’s Wharf, likely
travelling what is now Waihoehoe Road and Norrie Road (Brassey pers. comm.). The logistics of this approach to
exporting the coal was not meeting expectations, and by 1860 there were plans to extend the tramway to Abraham’s
Point in Ngakoroa Stream (Brassey 2020; New Zealander 11 January 1860: 3). A brickworks and pottery were also
being planned to take advantage of the tramway, along with the cheap fuel and good quality fire clay associated with
the coal extraction.
The tramway extension to reach Abraham’s Point was designed and marked out in 1861 (Daily Southern Cross, 13
December 1861: 3). After some delays due to inclement weather, it was opened 1 May 1862. The terminus of the
mine was the new Abrahams Wharf, a custom-built facility that provided a jetty which extended out into the channel
of ‘Slippery Creek’ (the confluence of the Ngakoroa and Otūwairoa) where the water was recorded as being 10 feet
deep and had an associated depot which could hold 30 tons of coal awaiting loading into boats (New Zealander, 7
May 1862: 4). This terminus is recorded as site R12/8 in the NZAA SRS.
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2.4.3

The North Island Main Trunk

In 1870, railway development became a critical national infrastructure development project, led by future Premier
Julius Vogel. This development was intended to promote growth and immigration (Burgess and Knight 201). The first
part of the NIMT, which would eventually link Auckland and Wellington, was a 66 km section of track connecting
Auckland and Mercer (Cowan 1928).
In 1864, it became apparent that Drury could be an important settlement with both water and road access to link it
with Auckland and the Waikato. With the near-constant military presence in Drury from the Waikato War, there were
many commercial opportunities, and rail transport was an attractive option to enhance these and improve transport
connections with Auckland (Brown and Brown 2017). The first survey for the Auckland to Drury railway was carried
out in 1862 by Harding and Stewart (Ball 2009), and the first sod for the Auckland to Drury section was turned on 16
February 1865 (Daily Southern Cross, 17 February 1865: 5). However, with the troops leaving Drury the same year
and the financial situation worsening, this rail link was cancelled in 1866 (Brown and Brown 2017).
Planning for the railway recommenced in 1870 with Vogel’s scheme, with the proposed terminus extended to Mercer
(Ball 2009). The route was resurveyed by Harding and Stewart and in August 1872 a new contract was made with
John Brogden and Sons. The construction of the Auckland to Mercer line (along with the Drury and Runciman Train
Stations) was completed to the Waikato River in April 1875, where the rail service linked up with paddle-steamers
(Cowan 1928; Merrifield 2009).

2.5

Archaeological investigations and survey

The Project footprint is in an under-recorded archaeological landscape. Many sites were recorded as part of ad-hoc
surveys for development, while some were more recently recorded by Auckland Council heritage staff during coastal
survey (2010), but there has been little large-scale systematic landscape survey. Several sites related to the land
wars were added more than 15 years ago and have never been updated or investigated properly, with some never
actually being visited by an archaeologist (e.g., R12/756, the Commissariat Redoubt). The pre-contact Māori
archaeological footprint in the area, especially around Drury, is barely recorded, with only Ōpaheke (R12/1132)
recorded in the vicinity.
Murdoch (1990) argued that the limited environmental resources of the larger landscape would not have sustained a
large standing population, but rather the area would have been exploited for wetland resources such as eel and
waterfowl, which was reiterated by Tatton (2001). These types of activities are unlikely to provide much of an
archaeological footprint, but remnants of eel weirs and small temporary camps and associated cooking areas are
likely still exist in places. It is likely there is archaeological evidence of land use in and around the waterways,
especially along the larger waterways like the Hingaia Stream and Ngakoroa Stream (Ngāti Te Ata Waiohua. 2014).
An increase in housing developments and plan changes around Drury and Hingaia have led to a number of
archaeological surveys in the area (Clough 2000; Cruickshank, Craig and Trilford 2017; Foster 2007, 2014, 2015;
Prince and Clough 2003).
Other surveys have included those for infrastructure work such as the Waikato Source Project for Watercare (Clough
1995), and later pump station works on Flanagan Road, Drury (Bickler et al. 2013), as it was near a recorded site,
R12/0742, where the Drury Railway Station and Yards were situated. However, this site refers to the station and
yards built in 1918, not the original station, which was located further north, near Waihoehoe Rd (R12/1139).
Recent growth in the area has led to the development of the Drury Structure Plan. This was developed to guide
growth for the next 30 years, and commissioned the first large scale desktop study of the area (Brown and Brown
2017). This desktop study looked into general themes and the history of the area, and likely places of settlement.
Although the study was extensive and sets a good foundation for future research, it was hampered by the lack of
previous systematic survey in the area. Additional archaeological and heritage assessments are currently underway
for various Supporting Growth area projects within the Drury Structure Plan area which will also increase the overall
understanding of the landscape.
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3

RESULTS

3.1

Desktop assessment

There were 20 items of archaeological or heritage interest identified within 200 m of the proposed works (Figure 3-1
and Figure 3-2). Ten of these are sites recorded in the SRS, with the remaining 10 recorded in the CHI (seven of the
SRS sites also have a CHI record). Of these, eight were deemed to have no potential for being affected by works,
requiring no further discussion. The remaining 12 require further research and are discussed below in Table 3-1.

Figure 3-1 Northern portion of the Project showing CHI items and NZAA sites recorded within 200m of the proposed
extent of works.
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Figure 3-2 Southern (Drury Interchange) portion of the Project showing CHI items, NZAA sites and PC22 Ōpaheke
extent within 200m of proposed extent of works
Table 3-1 List of archaeological and heritage sites identified within 200m of the proposed works
Name

NZAA

CHI

AUP
scheduled
HHEP

SSMW

Potential

Reason

Response

R12/0171

6903

Nil

Not a site

No further
mitigation of site
required

Midden /
Oven

R12/0676

16012

Nil

Destroyed /
Outside scope of
works

No further
mitigation of site
required

Drury
Railyard

R12/0742

11388

Low

Possible that
NIMT related
features within
scope of works

Further research
required

Commissariat
Redoubt

R12/0756

14072

Moderate

Potential subsurface features
within scope

Further research
required

65th
Regiment
Paddock

R12/0911

14081

Low

Extent and
condition
unknown

Further research
required

Flannagan’s
Mill

R12/0967

17871

Low

Extent and
condition
unknown

Further research
required
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Runciman
Homestead

R12/1131

Ōpaheke

R12/1132

Runciman
Train Station

Runcimans
Bridge

22177

Moderate

Potential subsurface features
within scope

Further research
required

Low

Boundary

Further research
required

R12/1147

Moderate

Potential subsurface features
within scope

Further research
required

R12/1171

Moderate

Potential subsurface features
within scope

Further research
required

Nil

Outside scope of
works

No further
mitigation of site
required

PC22

Camp
Hilldene
Building

14221

Camp
Hilldene

17018

Low

Extent of camp is
within scope of
works

Further research
required

Herkts
Garage

15990

Low

Potential subsurface features
within scope

Further research
required

1870

Nil

Trees to remain
as part of the
Project

No further
mitigation of site
required

Ecclesiastical
Church

14374

Nil

Outside scope of
works

No further
mitigation of site
required

Drury
Presbyterian
Church

15105

Nil

Outside scope of
works

No further
mitigation of site
required

Former
Runciman
Post Office

15892

Nil

Outside scope of
works

No further
mitigation of site
required

319

Low

Potential subsurface features
within scope

Further research
required

115 Park
Estate Drive

14224

High

Likely to be
affected by build

Further research
required

Vela House

14218

Nil

Outside scope of
works

No further
mitigation of site
required

Runciman
Oak

Slippery
Creek
Landing

712

711

3.2

Recorded sites in the SRS

3.2.1

Drury Railyards (R12/0742; CHI 11388)

The Drury Railyards are located at 103 Flannagan Road (Lot 1 DP 160625) (Figure 3-3). This site was originally
recorded during an assessment of the proposed route for the Waikato water source project in 1995 (Clough 1995).
At that stage, it was recorded as possibly being from the late 19th or early 20th century. Later research undertaken
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by Bickler et al. (2011) indicated that this is the site of a second railyard, built in 1918, with the original railyards
further north on the line, near Waihoehoe Road.
The site has been subject to heavy disturbance, with most of the obvious elements of the railyards being dismantled
and removed when it was shut down in 1972 (Rail Heritage Trust of New Zealand). The remaining features which
were recorded in 1995 onwards consisted of a basalt and concrete loading ramp, and a steel structure thought to be
a truck stop for loading ballast and a basalt retaining wall.
A water pipe was installed in 2002, and in 2011 the Bulk Supply Point was installed in the north east corner of the
lot. As part of the works, fill from the build was deposited on the remainder of the property, avoiding the three identified
features mentioned above (Bickler et al. 2011:1 6).
The property was visited on 20 November 2015 by CFG Heritage Ltd as part of a watermain installation for the
Auranga Development (Cruickshank 2015). It was noted as being considerably overgrown, with grass over a metre
in height in some places. Two of the main features of the site were identified; the basalt and concrete loading ramp
and the steel truck stop. The basalt retaining wall was not relocated. Both the basalt and concrete ramp and steel
truck stop appeared to be in fair condition.
There does not appear to be any portion of this site which is likely to be affected by the Project works and no further
archaeological survey is required.

Figure 3-3 2011 Aerial showing the indicative extent of the Drury Railyards and proposed extent of works

3.2.2

Commissariat Redoubt (R12/0756; CHI 14072)

This site is recorded as a Category A Historic Heritage Place based on its historical, Knowledge and Contextual
values (item 2173). Although the HHEP associated with this sitecovers the portion of the redoubt which extends into
the CMA, the true extent of the redoubt is much larger, extending south through Bremner Road and into the Drury
Sports Complex area, and east beyond the house currently located on the site.
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This site appears to have been visited twice by archaeologists, although it would not appear that the private property
on which most of the redoubt is located, or the eastern bank of the Ngakoroa Stream were surveyed. The first visit
was when the site was first added to the SRS by Vanessa Tanner, Nigel Prickett, and Kim Tatton in 2002. There was
no ground evidence of the site observed during that visit. An update of information was made by A Walton in 2004
using old maps but was not visited. The construction of Bremner Road (previously known as Browne Street) and the
multiple bridges that have been built over the Ngakoroa Stream are likely to have heavily modified the southern
portion of the redoubt. Figure 3-4 below identifies the area of the redoubt.

Figure 3-4 Aerial photograph showing the extent of the Commissariat Redoubt in relation to Bremner Road and bridges

3.2.3

65th Regiment Paddock (R12/0911; CHI 14081)

This site is recorded as the probable location of the temporary staging camp for the 65th Regiment, during the
construction of the Great South Road prior to the invasion of the Waikato. A truncated camp location is shown on
an inset in a c.1865 map of Drury, located on a bend of the Great South Road where Norrie Road and the Southern
Motorway are currently located. This is considerably further north of the site record location, but it is reported that
the camp was moved due to flooding issues to higher ground, so R12/0911 may represent the original location prior
to it being moved to this less flood prone location. The polygon in Figure 3-5 below encircles both the likely early
and later locations of the 65th Regiment Camp, to indicate the likely maximum extent of the camp.
It is unlikely that there are any sub-surface archaeological features related to this camp, with a low likelihood of
encountering some small items such as buttons or other pieces of materiel within the extent of the camp. Figure 3-5
below identifies the area of the camp.
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Figure 3-5 Inset from 1865 map of Drury showing location of 65th Regiment overlaid on aerial photograph. (NZ Map
4498-16, Auckland Libraries Heritage Collections)

3.2.4

Flanagan’s Mill (R12/0967; CHI 17871)

This site is located on the edge of the Hingaia Stream and is shown on a survey plan from 1892 (DP 1050) as a Mill
Dam. Although the mill itself is not drawn on the map and little information is available about it, it can be assumed
to be in the vicinity of the dam. The location on DP 1050 lines up with the grid reference provided for this site, and
any associated features are likely within that vicinity.
There are also ditches associated with this site mentioned in the site record, which like R12/0911 are purported to
be associated with the 65th Regiment camp. There is one clear ditch visible on a 1942 aerial photograph of the site,
which is more likely a water race associated with the mill than a defensive ditch from the 65th Regiment. The second
ditch, which is described as ‘… continuing north across two further properties and is bounded by hedge/trees’ in the
site record is likely the row of trees heading north from the mill location. This was modified during the construction
of an effluent field (Harlow 2008), but it is not known if any evidence of the mill was located at the time. This ditch is
represented by a hedgerow on DP30A dated to 1870 (Figure 3-6).
Based on current stormwater designs, the likely extent of this site will not be affected by works, but this will be
confirmed through field survey once access is available.
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Figure 3-6 Location of Flanagan’s Mill (R12/967) based on DP 1050

3.2.5

Runciman Homestead (R12/1131; CHI 22177)

Thomas and Isabella Runciman had four children and lived in a two-story house with a cattle station on the land
between the Hingaia and the Ngakoroa Streams where present-day Drury is located. Old newspaper records show
they were living here by 1852 (Simms 1999; New Zealander, 22 May 1852: 2).
The homestead is shown on SO 865 (1854), located where an indicative driveway is marked (Figure 3-7). Although
the property is not shown on any subsequent survey plans, the driveway is visible on a 1942 aerial (SN192 274/17)
and the likely location of the curtilage can be ascertained from this image (Figure 3-8). Although the proposed extent
of works will be within the indicative curtilage shown in Figure 3-7 and Figure 3-8, this area has been heavily modified
in the past through motorway construction (Figure 3-9) and it is unlikely any remnants of the driveway remain.
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Figure 3-7 Cropped portion of SO 865 showing Runciman Homestead in relation to 'Hayr's Track' which later became
Great South Road

Figure 3-8 1942 aerial showing driveway and likely location of Runciman curtilage
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Figure 3-9 2011 aerial showing location of likely Runciman curtilage in relation to current motorway alignment

3.2.6

Ōpaheke (R12/1132)

Research into Ōpaheke is ongoing and will be covered in more detail in Stage 1B2 of the P2B project, but for now it
should be noted that the recorded extent of the site abuts the southern portion of Stage 1B1. This site was recorded
in 2019 as part of the Stage 1A works for the P2B project. It was based off the extent provided in Plan Change 22
(PC22) of the Auckland Unitary Plan (Operative in Part) (AUP), as a site or place of significance to mana whenua.
Murdoch (1990) describes Ōpaheke as a kāinga near the mouth of Slippery Creek, although it should be noted that
the name ‘Slippery Creek’ seems to be used by different historic survey maps to represent the Ngakoroa, Hingaia or
Otūwairoa Streams. Regardless, this would likely represent the confluence of the three, which is the location of
PC22. Further information was provided in the PC22 documentation, describing a kāinga, pā and at least one battle
that occurred at this location. Figure 3-11 below identifies the area of Ōpaheke.
Prior to the motorway and associated ‘Slippery Creek Bridge’ being constructed, there is a clear transverse ditch
across the headland visible in aerial photography (Figure 3-10). Although there are various explanations for the
historic construction of transverse ditches, they are typically a defensive feature on pā sites (Walton, 1999), and this
is the most likely explanation for this ditch at Ōpaheke.
The area has been subject to heavy modification, with it being farmed for approximately 100 years prior to motorway
construction, and it is likely that any subtle surface features would have been obscured through ploughing and disking
of the surface.
No clear evidence is visible of Māori occupation at this southern extent of Ōpaheke, and works for the Project will
remain outside of the indicative extent of this site.
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Figure 3-10. Closeup of aerial photograph (SN92 274/17) from 1942 showing transverse ditch across Ōpaheke.

Figure 3-11 Extent of Ōpaheke in relation to the Stage the Project works
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3.2.7

Runciman Train Station (R12/1147)

The Runciman Train Station (Figure 3-12) was officially opened for passengers in April 1882, although it had been
used for goods since 1879, and closed 8 December 1918 (Scoble 2010). James Runciman offered his land freely for
use as the terminus of the Drury Railway in 1864. It was not until 1881 that a contract was issued for the construction
of a seventh-class station. By 1884 there was a shelter shed, passenger platform, cart approach, cattle yards, and
coal accommodation at the station. The name of the station was changed to Oira in 1909 but changed back to
Runciman later that year (Scoble n.d.).
It can be assumed that all of the structures would be within the extent of the original railway siding, as shown on DP
30A dated to 1870 (Figure 3-13), and should not be affected by works.

Figure 3-12 Extent of Runciman train station
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Figure 3-13 Location of Runciman Train Station and hedge and possible ditch discussed R12/967

3.2.8

Runciman’s Bridge (R12/1171)

This bridge has been labelled on historic survey maps under a range of names, with the earliest being ‘Ligars Bridge’
tentatively dated to the 1860s (SO 1415 D2), with later iterations referring to it as the Browne Street Bridge and SH1
Bremner Road Overbridge. It is not known how many iterations of the bridge have been built since it was first utilised,
but there is evidence of wooden piers visible underneath the current bridge which may relate to a pre-1900 version
of the bridge (Figure 3-14). This site was only recently recorded as part of the larger scope of structure plan works
associated with the Supporting Growth projects, and hence has not yet been entered into the CHI.
Due to the proposed replacement of the current bridge (Jesmond Bridge), it is likely that any associated structural
evidence of the original bridge (or subsequent bridges) will be affected.
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Figure 3-14 Crop of SO 1415 D2 showing 'Ligars Bridge' at the western end of Browne Street (Bremner Road) crossing
Ngakoroa Stream

3.3

Heritage Items in the Auckland Council CHI

3.3.1

Camp Hilldene (CHI 17018)

This camp was occupied by the United States Military between 1942 and 1945 as part of their presence in the Pacific
during World War II. The camp consisted primarily of prefabricated buildings which were removed after the camp
was no longer required. There were some buildings which were permanent, with one still remaining (CHI item 14221),
which is part of a pre-school centre (Figure 3-15).
The extent of the camp was able to be plotted based on limited photos and plans extracted from Hinton and Hinton
(1993) (Figure 3-16). The current CHI point is approximately 225 m north of the actual location, so this will be updated
in the CHI to reflect the true location. Although it is unlikely that any remnants of the camp will be encountered during
works, it was noted in a letter published in Hinton and Hinton (1993) from the then Mayor of Papakura that an
ammunition dump was encountered when the motorway was originally constructed, but this has not been able to be
confirmed.
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Figure 3-15 Extent of Camp Hilldene

Figure 3-16 Oblique aerial photograph (looking south west) showing Camp Hilldene when it was in use. Date and
photographer unknown, taken from Hinton and Hinton (1993)
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3.3.2

Herkt’s (Runciman) Garage (CHI 15990)

This Garage was located on the corner of Great South Road and Pitt Road (originally called Pukekohe Road), prior
to the construction of the Southern Motorway (Figure 3-17). The current CHI location is incorrect as it has it placed
on the realigned Great North Road corner approximately 150 m south west of its actual location. In this correct
location, the southern extent of the SUP associated with the Project encroaches into the corner of the lot where the
garage was situated (Figure 3-18).
The garage and service station was built in 1929 for the original owner W.J Bycroft (New Zealand Herald, 21 June
1929: 1), who sold it to W. Herkt in March 1937 (Franklin Times, 24 March 1937: 1). Little information is available on
the structure itself, and the area has been heavily modified through motorway construction.

Figure 3-17 1942 aerial photograph of Runciman showing the Runciman Garage on the intersection with Pitt
(Pukekohe) Road
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Figure 3-18 2011 aerial photograph showing extent of Runciman Garage post Motorway construction

3.3.3

Slippery Creek Landing (CHI 319)

This CHI item is erroneous in both location and description and appears to represent both the Commissariat Redoubt
Landing (R12/756; CHI item 14072) and Abrahams Wharf (R12/8; CHI item 6860; AUP Scheduled Historic Heritage
Place 692). Its location is approximately 100 m from the water, directly east of the Commissariat Redoubt (Figure
3-19).
Because of the erroneous nature of this CHI item, it will not be subject to any further research or investigation as
both the Commissariat Redoubt (R12/756) and Abrahams Wharf (R12/0008) will be covered by the Project (and are
addressed elsewhere in this report) and Stage 1B2 works respectively.
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Figure 3-19 2011 aerial showing location of CHI319, the Commissariat Redoubt and Abrahams Wharf

3.3.4

115 Park Estate Road (CHI 14224)

This site was initially identified by Clough, Prince and Baquié in 2000 during a structure plan heritage assessment of
the area. Not much information was provided for the house, other than it being described as “A well-kept house built
c.1920's” (Clough, Prince and Baquié 2000) at 115 Park Estate Road (Figure 3-20).
This house was originally likely to be affected by works, but the design of the SUP has been modified to avoid this
house.
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Figure 3-20 House at 115 Park Estate Road

3.3.5

Additional places of potential historic heritage

3.3.5.1

NIMT

The NIMT was built in the 1870s and passes through the proposed works area beneath the Drury Interchange.
Although this is not recorded as a single archaeological site, any evidence of original construction would be covered
by the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act.
3.3.5.2

144 Park Estate Drive

This property has been subject to several archaeological and heritage surveys, with the most recent by Foster in
2014. The focus for survey of this property would be where stormwater culverts are to be placed, and the proposed
SUP route. Further research including field survey is needed for a better understanding of potential effects but was
unable to be undertaken due to access restrictions.
3.3.6

Summary

Of the 12 sites and items identified in Table 3-1 as requiring further research, six have subsequently shown to not
be affected by works. The remaining six sites were subjected to field assessment to mitigate any effects caused by
works. These locations are discussed in the field survey section of this assessment.
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3.4

Field Survey

3.4.1

Commissariat Redoubt (R12/0756; CHI 14072) and Runciman’s Bridge (R12/1171)

The Commissariat Redoubt was visited on 17 July 2020 to see if any subsurface evidence could be seen within the
property as no archaeologists have been on site to inspect any remnants of the redoubt. Access was not able to be
obtained for 31 Bremner Road (Lot 4 DP 106093), which makes up the majority of the redoubt, but the esplanade
reserve was able to be accessed through 37 Bremner Road (Pt Allot 37 PSH of Ōpaheke). This opportunity was also
used to view the wooden piles located underneath the Jesmond Bridge which have been recorded as part of
Runciman’s Bridge (R12/1171).
The esplanade reserve along the western side of the redoubt has been subject to heavy slumping and erosion, which
has likely removed all evidence of defences along this stretch. There was also no evidence of supporting structures
associated with the wharves visible within the HHEP (2173), which are unlikely to have been obscured by silting, and
have most likely been removed (Figure 3-21).
There are no visible depressions within the esplanade reserve, or the portion of 31 Bremner Road which can be
viewed from the esplanade reserve that could be attributed with the defensive structure of the redoubt. Much of the
open area of 31 Bremner Road is covered by storage of wrecked cars, which could be obscuring features associated
with the redoubt. It is likely that any defensive ditches associated with the redoubt were infilled to allow for the land
to be more usable (Figure 3-22).
The piers associated with Runciman’s Bridge were able to be viewed from the esplanade reserve next to 37 Bremner
Road. It appears that there are two rows of three piers visible on the western side of the bridge, but any associated
abutment has been either obscured or destroyed by the construction of the concrete replacement bridge. There is
also one pier visible within the water itself, with the possibility of others beneath the water level (Figure 3-23). It is
not known which iteration of the bridge these piers belong to.

Figure 3-21 View south towards Jesmond Bridge showing area where wharves were located.
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Figure 3-22 View south of R12/759 which is underneath wrecked cars

Figure 3-23 Close up of bridge piers underneath Jesmond Bridge
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3.4.2

65th Regiment Paddock (R12/0911; CHI 14081)

This site will require survey once access can be organised. Any effects will be based on stormwater and possible
battering for road.
3.4.3

Runciman Homestead (R12/1131; CHI 22177)

This area was visited on 15 July 2020 to see if any subsurface evidence of the homestead could be identified. The
area has been extensively modified in the intervening years through motorway construction and infilling of the area
for use as sports fields (Figure 3-24). As a result, both the topography and the creek bank have been modified and
are no longer in the same position as they were when the homestead was located at the site. The area where the
homestead was located is not as flat as the sports fields to the south of it, and it is possible that some sub-surface
features associated with the homestead may exist in the area. The area was intermittently probed, but other than
some solid material beneath the surface (assumed to be brick or rock fragments) no clear evidence of structures
could be located. No test pitting was undertaken as the site is currently in use as a public park.

Figure 3-24 View west across area where homestead was likely located

3.4.4

Camp Hilldene (CHI 17018)

This area was visited on 15 July 2020 to see if any evidence of the camp is present in the public road reserve. This
area has been heavily modified through subdivision, with the one remaining feature of the camp (Item 14221) within
a private pre-school. This was not inspected as part of the survey. No additional evidence of the camp was identified.
3.4.5

Herkt’s (Runciman) Garage (CHI 15990)

This area was visited on 15 July 2020 and viewed from the road reserve on Pitt Road (Figure 3-25). The area has
been heavily modified and is currently a mix of pavement, shrubs and metaled surface with some new buildings
located to the rear of where the garage was located. It is not known if any sub-surface features are present beneath
the pavement.
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Figure 3-25 View east of approximate location of the Herkt's (Runciman) Garage

WAKA KOTAHI NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY

FILE 506207-0490-REP-NN-0058.DOCX | 10/06/2021 | REVISION 3 | PAGE 47

4

ASSESSMENT

4.1

Assessment of values

The following recorded NZAA sites and CHI items are assessed following two sets of criteria where required; those
set out in the HNZPT (2019), and the Auckland Council RPS criteria set out in the Auckland Council Methodology
and guidance for evaluating Auckland’s historic heritage (Auckland Council 2019) . These values only relate to
archaeological and heritage values. Other interested parties, in particular mana whenua, may hold different values
regarding the proposed works.
4.1.1

Commissariat Redoubt (R12/0756; CHI 14072)

4.1.1.1

HNZPTA Criteria

◼

Condition – The site is in poor condition, and appears to have been heavily modified through farming, roading
and construction of dwellings within the extent of the Redoubt. No elements or features of the redoubt appear
to be visible, but it is possible that sub-surface features are present.

◼

Rarity – Redoubts are relatively rare both regionally and nationally

◼

Context – This redoubt is part of a string of redoubts leading into the Waikato and served as the staging point
for the invasion of the Waikato.

◼

Information – This redoubt would provide information on the everyday lives of the troops who worked on, and
inhabited the area prior to, and during the invasion of the Waikato.

◼

Amenity – The majority of the site is within private land and is difficult to interpret.

◼

Cultural – This is a 19th century European site.

4.1.1.2

AUP RPS criteria

a) Historical. This redoubt represents the staging area for the invasion of the Waikato. The wharves were used
to get troops and equipment from Auckland to Drury. The site has moderate historical value.
b) Social. The place is poorly recognised and generally not well understood by the community. The site has
little social value.
c) Mana Whenua. Only mana whenua can make a statement of the sites value to them.
d) Knowledge. The place has the potential to provide information which will improve the understanding of the
history of the invasion of the Waikato. The site has moderate knowledge value.
e) Technology. The site is not visible and not enough is known about the redoubt to consider technological
values. However, based on what is currently known about the site, the site has little technological value.
f)

Physical attributes. This site is not visible, but it is possible that some sub-surface features remain. The site
has little physical value.

g) Aesthetic. This site is not visible. The site has no aesthetic value.
h) Context. The place is associated to the wider historical context of the 19th century land wars. The site has
moderate context value.
This site has moderate values, based on its highest values which are its context, knowledge, and historical values. It
should be noted that although the site has a HHEP (2173), it only covers a portion of the site and the proposed works
do not encroach into it.
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4.1.2

65th Regiment Paddock (R12/0911; CHI 14081)

4.1.2.1

HNZPTA Criteria

◼

Condition – The original paddock has been heavily modified through motorway construction and farming
practices. An effluent field has been built in the southern portion of the paddock.

◼

Rarity – Paddocks that temporarily housed troops during the land wars would be relatively common
regionally and nationally.

◼

Context – This paddock was part of the staging area for the invasion of the Waikato.

◼

Information – Any information gained from the use of this paddock as the 65th Regiment’s camp would likely
relate to the day-to-day life of the soldiers of the 65th.

◼

Amenity – The majority of the paddock is within private land, and no visible remnants of the 65th Regiment
remains.

◼

Cultural – This is a 19th century European site.

4.1.2.2

both

AUP RPS criteria

a) Historical. This paddock represents the staging area for the invasion of the Waikato, which is important both
regionally and nationally. The site has moderate historical value.
b) Social. The place is poorly recognised and generally not well understood by the community. The site has
little social value.
c) Mana Whenua. Only mana whenua can make a statement of the sites value to them.
d) Knowledge. The place has potential to provide little information to improve the understanding of the history
of the land wars. The site has little knowledge value.
e) Technology. The site is no longer visible and is not likely to have been heavily modified for defence. The site
has little technological value.
f)

Physical attributes. The site is no longer visible. The site has no physical value.

g) Aesthetic. While the place is no longer visible from the ground surface. The site has no aesthetic value.
h) Context. The place is associated to the wider historical context of the 19th century landwards. The site has
moderate context value.
This site has moderate values, based on its highest values which are its context and historical values. Retention of
these values is desirable, but it does not warrant any special protections and any loss of heritage values can be
mitigated.
4.1.3

Runciman Homestead (R12/1131; CHI 22177)

4.1.3.1

HNZPTA Criteria

◼

Condition – The homestead is no longer standing, and any sub-surface features are in an unknown condition.

◼

Rarity – Mid-19th Century houses that have been demolished are common in New Zealand.

◼

Context – This dwelling represents one of the earliest European settlers in the area, and the land holdings it was
associated with.

◼

Information – The information value of this house would be limited as it has been demolished, but it is possible
that there are some sub-surface features which would inform on early settler life.

◼

Amenity – The location is within a public park but is not easily interpreted.
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◼

Cultural – This is a 19th century European site.

4.1.3.2

AUP RPS criteria

a) Historical. The place reflects the first European homestead in the area. The site has moderate historical
value.
b) Social. The place is recognised locally, with street names named after the family, and the oak trees
associated with the homestead were avoided by the motorway in the past after social pressure. The site has
moderate social value.
c) Mana Whenua. Only mana whenua can make a statement of the sites value to them.
d) Knowledge. The place has limited potential to provide information which will improve the understanding of
the first European settlement in the area. The site has little knowledge value.
e) Technology. The homestead has been demolished, and anything that remains is sub-surface. The site has
little technological value.
f)

Physical attributes. The site is no longer visible from the ground surface. The site has no physical value.

g) Aesthetic. The place is no longer visible from the ground surface. The site has no aesthetic value.
h) Context. The place is associated to the wider historical context of the 19th century settlement. The site has
moderate context value.
The main values of this site are Historical, Social and Context. Although it was likely the first European structure in
the area, the homestead has been demolished which has made its historical value no longer legible and it does not
have the same value or significance as it would if it was still standing. The association of the Runciman family with
the area was incidental, with local places of interest named after them only because they were the first family to settle
south of Otūwairoa (Leonard, 1986). This site has moderate heritage values and does not warrant any special
protections. Any loss of heritage values can be mitigated. Any works within the driveway area of this homestead as
shown in Figure 3-9 should be considered as less than minor.
4.1.4

Runciman’s Bridge (R12/1171)

4.1.4.1

HNZPTA Criteria

◼

Condition – There are some piles still in situ underneath the current bridge built in the 1960s, but it is not known
if these are original or how many iterations of this bridge there have been.

◼

Rarity – If these are piles from the original 19th century bridge, they would be considered quite rare.

◼

Context – This bridge allowed early settlers in the area to be able to cross the Ngakoroa Stream to provide easy
access to the Wharves and NIMT and would have been an important part of the local history.

◼

Information – Any structural remains would allow us to understand the bridge materials and construction
methodology employed in the 19th century.

◼

Amenity – The bridge is no longer standing, but the piles underneath the current bridge (of unknown age or
iteration) can be viewed from the road reserve.

◼

Cultural – This is a 19th century European site.

4.1.4.2

AUP RPS criteria

a) Historical. The bridge would reflect the European settlement and transportation improvements in the area.
The site has moderate historical value.
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b) Social. The name of the bridge (Runciman) is recognised locally, with street names named after the family,
and the oak trees associated with their homestead were avoided by the motorway in the past after social
pressure. The site has moderate social value.
c) Mana Whenua. Only mana whenua can make a statement of the site’s value to them.
d) Knowledge. Any structural remains would allow us to understand the bridge materials and construction
methodology employed in the 19th century. The site has low-to-moderate knowledge value.
e) Technology. Any structural remains would allow us to understand the bridge materials and construction
methodology employed in the 19th century. The site has low-to-moderate technological value.
f)

Physical attributes. there are some piles still in situ underneath the current bridge built in the 1960s, but it is
not known if these are original or how many iterations of this bridge there have been. The site currently has
an unknown physical value.

g) Aesthetic. It is not known if the piles are associated with the original 19th century bridge. The site has an
unknown aesthetic value.
h) Context. The place is associated to the wider historical context of the 19th century settlement. The site has
moderate context value.
The main values of this site are Historical, Social and Context. Although it was likely one of the first bridges built in
the area, it has been demolished, and there is currently a 1960s bridge sitting over the site. It is highly unlikely that
the bridge that was removed in the 1960s would have been the original, possibly 1860s bridge, but this cannot be
completely ruled out. This site has low to moderate heritage values and does not warrant any special protections.
Any loss of heritage values can be mitigated.
4.1.5

Camp Hilldene (CHI 17018)

4.1.5.1

HNZPTA Criteria

This camp does not meet the criteria set out in Section 43 of the HNZPT Act, so does not require assessment under
the Act.
4.1.5.2

AUP RPS criteria

a) Historical. This place represents a temporary camp utilised by the US Military during WWII, prior to
deployment in the Pacific. This site has moderate historical value.
b) Social. The place is poorly recognised and generally not well understood by the community. The site has
little social value.
c) Mana Whenua. Only mana whenua can make a statement of the sites value to them.
d) Knowledge. There is only one visible structure left from this camp which has been recorded separately in the
CHI (item 14221). The remainder of the site has little knowledge value.
e) Technology. This site is not of notable or a good representative sample of early-to-mid 20th century
architecture, and its importance is questionable. This site has little technological value.
f)

Physical attributes. With the exception of CHI item 14221, this site has little physical attribute value.

g) Aesthetic. Although the majority of the camp was deconstructed after it was no longer in use, there is
evidence that the servicemen, their descendants, and those who interacted with the servicemen value the
aesthetic appeal of the place. This site has moderate aesthetic value.
h) Context. This camp is no longer visible but does contribute somewhat to the character and sense of place
which is the WWII landscape of Auckland. The site has moderate context value.
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This site has moderate values, based on its aesthetic and context. Note that the Camp Hilldene Building (CHI item
14221) is not assessed as part of the Project as it is outside the extent of works. The extent of Camp Hilldene does
not warrant any special protections and any loss of heritage values can be mitigated.
4.1.6

Herkt’s (Runciman) Garage (CHI 15990)

4.1.6.1

HNZPTA Criteria

This camp does not meet the criteria set out in Section 43 of the HNZPT Act, so does not require assessment under
the Act.
4.1.6.2

AUP RPS criteria

a) Historical. This place represents an early petrol station and important marker point for travellers as it sat on
an important intersection of Pukekohe Road and Great South Road. This site has moderate historical value.
b) Social. The place is poorly recognised and generally not well understood by the community. The site has
little social value.
c) Mana Whenua. Only mana whenua can make a statement of the sites value to them.
d) Knowledge. There are no visible remnants of the garage left. The site has little knowledge value.
e) Technology. This site is not of notable or a good representative sample of early-to-mid 20th century
architecture, and its importance is questionable. This site has little technological value.
f)

Physical attributes. The garage has been removed and has little physical attribute value.

g) Aesthetic. The structures associated with this garage have been removed and the intersection no longer
exists. This site has low aesthetic value.
h) Context. This garage once served as an important landmark and supplier for the community. The site has
moderate context value.
This site has moderate values, based on its historical and context values. This CHI item does not warrant any special
protections and any loss of heritage values can be mitigated.

4.2

Assessment of effects

The following sections discuss the potential effects on known historic heritage impacted by proposed works.
4.2.1

Commissariat Redoubt (R12/0756; CHI 14072)

Bremner Road and the two bridges either side of the redoubt will be replaced as part of the Project which will occur
within the known extent of this redoubt (Figure 4-1). However, this area has been subject to heavy disturbance in
the past, with at least two different bridges being built across the Ngakoroa Stream, and roading upgrades and a
cycleway recently being carried out to allow access into the Auranga housing development.
In addition to the bridge and road replacement in the southern extent of the redoubt, a stormwater pond has been
proposed directly east of the likely extent of the redoubt. This has been reduced to the smallest feasible footprint, but
it is possible that sub-surface features associated with the redoubt may be impacted by this pond.
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Figure 4-1 Map showing indicative extent of redoubt, with stormwater pond location and extent of works along
Bremner Road

4.2.2

65th Regiment Paddock (R12/0911; CHI 14081)

The true extent of this site has only been estimated in Figure 3-5, but this extent will be subject to works associated
with the Project, including road widening, battering of slopes and stormwater processing. At this stage, the full extent
of these works is not known, but it is not likely that any in situ features relating to the use of this area by the 65th
Regiment will be encountered; the most likely items would be out of context findspots of small artefacts such as
buttons. The effects of the Project on this site should be viewed as less than minor.
4.2.3

Runciman Homestead (R12/1131; CHI 22177)

Part of the works will impact a portion of the driveway which led to the homestead (Figure 3-9). This area has been
subject to previous modification through the construction of the motorway and Victoria Street, but it is possible that
some sub-surface archaeological features associated with the homestead may be encountered. The main portion of
the homestead, including where the structures were likely located, have been avoided by the Project and the effects
will be negligible.
4.2.4

Runciman’s Bridge (R12/1171)

This bridge has been replaced at least once before, and it is not known if the piles beneath the current 1960s bridge
(Jesmond Bridge) are from a pre- or post-1900 iteration of the bridge. The proposed replacement of the Jesmond
Bridge will require the removal of those piles as they are currently a navigation hazard and are impeding water flow
(see Figure 3-9). The effects of the Project on this site is currently unknown, but the removal of the piles, and
archaeological monitoring of earthworks could be viewed as a positive effect as it will allow for investigation and
analysis of any possible sub-surface remnants of the bridge.
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4.2.5

Camp Hilldene (CHI 17018)

This area has been heavily modified through subdivision, with the one remaining feature of the camp (CHI Item
14221) within a private pre-school. This was not inspected as part of the survey and is not assessed as part of the
Project as it is outside of the scope of works. The proposed SUP will pass within the extent of the camp (Figure
3-15), which although unlikely, it is possible that some evidence of the camp, most likely in the form of materiel such
as buttons or spent rifle casings could be encountered during works. The effects of the Project on the camp will be
negligible.
4.2.6

Herkt’s (Runciman) Garage (CHI 15990)

This garage was located on the corner of Great South Road and Pitt Road (originally called Pukekohe Road), prior
to the construction of the Southern Motorway. It appears that this garage was demolished when the intersection was
removed, and the Great South Road was realigned during the construction of the Southern Motorway, and it is not
known if there are any remaining sub-surface features associated with the garage. The southern extent of the SUP
associated with the Project encroaches into the corner of the lot where the garage was situated. The effect of the
Project on this CHI item will be negligible.
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5

MITIGATION MEASURES

The design process has minimised the extent of previously unmodified land which was required for the widening of
the motorway and installation of the SUP. Further measures are proposed to further mitigate the actual and potential
adverse effects of the Project on both known archaeological sites and unidentified subsurface archaeological
remains:
Through minimising the impact of the Project on previously unmodified land, obtaining a General Authority from
Heritage New Zealand and undertaking the works in accordance with the HHMP, it is considered that the effects of
the Project on archaeology will be no more than minor.
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APPENDIX B – HISTORIC HERITAGE MAP
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