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1. Introduction 

Stratum Consultants are proposing the subdivision of 98c Ōhiwa Harbour Road, Ōpōtiki District, 
(Figure 1) on behalf of the landowners Mr and Mrs. Stilwell. The land is currently a mixture of pasture 
and avocado orchard. Works associated with the subdivision will include excavation for house sites, 
utility instalment, boundary adjustment and road access. This report documents the results of an 
archaeological desk-based assessment and field inspection undertaken by Josie Hagan (InSitu 
Heritage Ltd) to identify archaeological sites that may be affected by the proposed works. This report 
is concerned with physical evidence of past human activity, information on Māori cultural values 
should be sought from mana whenua. 
 
 

 

Figure 1 - Location of the proposed subdivision (red dot) and recorded archaeological sites in the vicinity of Ōhiwa 
Harbour (blue stars). Source: ArchSite (archsite.eaglegis.co.nz). 

 

2. Statutory requirements 

Heritage New Zealand administers the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014 (the Act).  An 
archaeological site is defined in the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014 as any place in New 
Zealand (including buildings, structures or shipwrecks) that was associated with pre-1900 human 
activity, where there is evidence relating to the history of New Zealand that can be investigated using 
archaeological methods.  
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The Act makes it unlawful for any person to modify or destroy, or cause to be modified or destroyed, 
the whole or any part of an archaeological site without the prior authority of Heritage New Zealand. 
Any work that may affect an archaeological site requires an authority from Heritage New Zealand 
before commencement. This process applies regardless of whether the land on which the site is 
located is designated, or the activity is permitted under the District or Regional Plan or a resource or 
building consent has been granted. The Act provides for substantial penalties for unauthorised 
destruction or modification. 

The archaeological authority process applies to all sites that fit the legal definition, regardless of 
whether: 

• The site is recorded in the NZ Archaeological Association Site Recording Scheme or recorded 
on the New Zealand Heritage List 

• The site is not recorded and only becomes obvious because of ground disturbance 

• The activity is permitted under a district or regional plan, or a resource or building consent 
has been granted. 
 

An archaeological authority is required for any work that may affect the sites identified within the 
project area. 

 

3. Methodology 

Archaeological assessment of the proposed subdivision involved desktop research and field survey. 
Desktop research involved a review of previous archaeological survey reports and existing 
archaeological site records and an analysis of the site distribution in the wider region around the 
property. The field inspection consisted of a pedestrian survey of all proposed house lots. As no 
finalized plan had been supplied of the house site locations at the time of survey, the field inspection 
carried out on 1 March 2022 was restricted to the general areas of the proposed house sites. The 
inspected area was in mixed grazed pasture and planted avocado orchard, so ground visibility in the 
orchard was not ideal for the identification of archaeological features. The ground surface was 
examined for field evidence of archaeological sites, such as shell midden, depressions and terrace 
formations. In addition, exposed soil sections in stock track cuttings were examined for evidence of 
buried archaeological features. 

 

4. Archaeological Background 

Ōhiwa Harbour was included within two large-scale archaeological site recording surveys, the first 
carried out by the former NZ Historic Places Trust in 1986 and the second by the Department of 
Conservation in 1994. These surveys resulted in a large number of archaeological sites being recorded 
in the harbour area and surrounding hinterland. The archaeological landscape at Ōhiwa Harbour 
consists primarily of coastal midden; with pit, terrace and pā sites on higher ground above the harbour 
(Figure 2).  
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Figure 2 - Location of the proposed subdivision (red polygon) and ArchSite recorded archaeological sites in the vicinity 
of Ōhiwa Harbour (triangles represent pā, crosses represent midden and squares represent pit/terrace sites). Source: 
ArchSite (archsite.eaglegis.co.nz). 

Midden are the most frequent archaeological sites in this landscape, which is typical of coastal regions 
throughout the Bay of Plenty. Approximately 1km north of the property is Ōnekawa Te Mawhai 
Regional Park, a substantial complex of pā consisting of fortifications, terracing, pits, shell midden 
and living areas. In addition, several archaeological sites have been recorded in the vicinity of the 
proposed subdivision. Several of these sites are located on the adjacent property to the north-west. 
These nearby recorded sites consist of pit and terrace features, as well as shell midden either exposed 
in pasture or in track cuttings or erosion scarps. The midden exposures in pasture are generally 
indicative of the presence of extensive buried archaeological features that have little or no visible 
surface evidence.  

There have been no archaeological investigations within the proposed area of subdivision, but 
investigations have taken place on adjacent properties. Ken Phillips has carried out archaeological 
monitoring and investigation during the establishment of house sites on the adjacent Ōhiwa Cove 

Stage I development, to the south of this property1. The results of the investigation are not currently 
available; however, it is understood that the archaeological evidence encountered was more extensive 
than visible surface evidence suggested. Further investigations were undertaken by InSitu Heritage 
Ltd on Lots 4 and 5 DP545499, located to the west of Lot 6 and 12 in the proposed subdivision 

 

1
 Phillips KJS. 2008. Archaeological Survey and Assessment of Effects, Ohiwa Cove Ltd, Ohiwa Harbour Road, 

Opotiki. Unpublished report prepared for MTech Consultants Ltd. 
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(Figure 4). This work revealed clear evidence of garden soils, but no associated archaeological 

features. Midden was observed in the track cutting on the lot frontages2. These results are consistent 
with evidence from the eastern Bay of Plenty, where most archaeological features only become 
apparent through sub-surface investigation. 

Currently, there are no recorded archaeological sites on the property.  

 

5. Archaeological Field Inspection  

On 1 March 2022 an archaeological field inspection was carried out by Josie Hagan (InSitu Heritage 
Ltd) accompanied by the property owner.  The inspection included a pedestrian survey of all 
proposed lots (Figure 3). For ease, house sites have been categorized together into 5 groups in the 
following discussion.  

 

Figure 3 – Plan of proposed subdivision. Note: North is oriented to the right (Source: Stratum Consultants). Note that 
this draft version of the subdivision plan is labelled 65c Ōhiwa Harbour Road, the property is in fact located at 98c Ōhiwa 
Harbour Road. 

 

2
 Brown, A. and Walter, L. 2021. Report on Archaeological Investigations at Lot 4, 5 and 6 DP 545499, Ohiwa Cove, 

Ohiwa Harbour Road, under Section 56 of the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014. Unpublished report 

prepared for Heritage NZ.  
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Figure 4 – Groups of lots discussed in the text below.  

 

Lots 1-6 

This group of proposed lots on the property are situated at the base of a south-east face of an elevated 
ridge, with Lot 6 spanning the face of the slope (Figure 3 and Figure 4.) There is a barn currently 
located in the center of the proposed Lot 6, and Lots 1-5 are planted in avocado orchard (Figure 5) 
a water tank is also present in this area. This flat area is consistent with a location which may have 
been used for Māori cultivation in the past. However, its use as an orchard since at least the 1960s 
means it has been highly modified and any intact archaeological deposits are unlikely. 

No archaeological deposits or features were observed in this area during field survey. Review of 
LiDAR and historic aerial photos also revealed no archaeological evidence.  

 

Lots 7 & 8 

Proposed Lots 7 and 8 are situated just north of Lots 1-6, on a more gradual east-facing slope (Figure 
4). These lots are currently in pasture and had good surface visibility with substantial cattle tracking 
through the face of the slope, which could be inspected for archaeological features.  
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No archaeological deposits or features were observed in this area during field survey. Review of 
LiDAR and historic aerial photos also revealed no archaeological evidence.  

 

Figure 5 – An indicative image of Lots 1 – 5, currently under avocado orchard.  

 

 

Figure 6 – Grazed pasture in proposed Lots 7 and 8. 

 



  7 

Lot 9 

Lot 9 is the Landowner’s current residence; therefore, no house site is proposed for this lot. A 
potential access track may be established on Lot 9, to provide access to Lots 10-12, extending the 
current driveway (also part of the proposed lot) westwards along the top plateau of the ridge.  

There are no recorded archaeological sites in the vicinity, and no features were identified during the 
field inspection or review of LiDAR and historical aerial photography. 

 

Lots 10-12 

Lots 10, 11 and 12 are on the south-west edge of the ridgeline plateau, and closest in proximity to the 
recorded archaeological sites on adjacent properties. The closest recorded site is W15/891 
(Pit/terrace) recorded in 2004 by Ken Phillips, which is 150m west of the proposed lots (Figure 4). 
This ridge top location is consistent with areas used for Māori crop storage and occupation in the 
past. However, its use as an orchard since at least the 1960s means it has been highly modified and 
any intact archaeological deposits are unlikely. 

There are no recorded archaeological sites in the proposed lots, and no features were identified during 
the field inspection or review of modern and historic imagery. 

 

Lots 13 & 14 

Proposed Lots 13 and 14 are in the south of the proposed subdivision and are currently in use as the 
main access driveway into the property, with a small section of pasture running along part of the road 
(Figure 4). Higher in the toe of the ridge, on the adjacent property there have previously been 
substantial earthworks to flatten the spur for use as an airstrip. There are no recorded archaeological 
sites in the vicinity, and no features were identified during the inspection. 

 

6. Archaeological value & assessment of effects 

6.1 Assessment of archaeological value  

Archaeological values relate to the potential of a place to provide evidence of the history of New 

Zealand3. This potential is framed within the existing body of archaeological knowledge, and current 

research themes and questions relating to understanding New Zealand’s past4. 

 

3
 Gumbley, W. 1995. Guidelines for the provision of archaeological information and assessment for authority 

applications under section 11 or 12 of the Historic Places Act 1993. Archaeology in New Zealand 38(2): 100-105., 

Walton, T. 2002. Assessing archaeological value. Archaeology in New Zealand 45(3):220-236. 

 
4
 Walton, A. 2002. Assessing archaeological value. Archaeology in New Zealand 45(3):220-236. 
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The proposed subdivision is part of a wider landscape on the margins of Ōhiwa Harbour. The hill 
country of the eastern Ōhiwa Harbour is a significant archaeological landscape, with extensive 
evidence of both open and defended settlement associated with use of the harbour resources and 
horticultural activity utilizing the favorable soils and climate. No sites were located during the desk-
based review and field survey of the property; however, were features to be found, they would 
contribute to the emerging picture of Māori settlement and use of the land use in the area.  

This survey and assessment focused on archaeological values; however, it is noted that sites may also 
possess further historic and cultural values. Input from tāngata whenua is required to consider Māori 
heritage values.  

6.2 Assessment of effects 

The location of certain lots within the subdivision (Lots 1-5 and Lots 10 – 12) is consistent with areas 
where archaeological features related to Māori activity are often found. However, the large amount 
of previous ground modification associated with horticultural activity over a long period of time 
means it is highly unlikely that any intact archaeological deposits are present in these areas.  
 
 
 

7. Recommendations  

 

• On the basis of the desk-based review and field survey, it is considered that the risk of damage 

to archaeological sites as a result of subdivision of 98c Ōhiwa Harbour Road is very low and 

does not warrant the need for a prior archaeological authority from Heritage New Zealand.     
 

• An Archaeological Site Discovery Protocol should be used during all ground 

disturbances.  All contractors should be made aware of the requirements of the protocol, prior 
to the commencement of any ground disturbance, to ensure that appropriate action is taken 

in the unlikely event that buried archaeological deposits are encountered.   
 

• Any archaeological features that may be encountered are subject to the provisions of 

the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014. If suspected archaeological material is 

encountered during ground disturbance, all work in the area of the find must cease 

and further archaeological advice should be obtained.    
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