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INTRODUCTION 
 

Project Background 

Kiwi Property Holdings No. 2 Ltd are proposing Stage 2 of the new Drury Centre 

development in Auckland (Figure 1 and Figure 2). The addresses and legal descriptions 

are: 108 Flanagan Road (Pt Lot 1 DP 62094 & Lot 1 DP 80559) covering 4.44 ha; 132 
Flanagan Road (Lot 1 DP 580346) covering 2.27 ha; 64 Flanagan Road (Lot 1 DP 56120 

& Lot 7 DP 102224) covering 0.37 ha; 68 Flanagan Road (Lot 8 DP 165262) covering 4.13 

ha; 120 Flanagan Road (Lot 1 DP 165262 & 1/6 SH Lot 10 DP 165262) covering 12.10 ha 

and the Flanagan Road road reserve. The works covered in this assessment include the 

earthworks for the Stage 2 development which will cover general site formation and 

vegetation clearance and planting in the western part of the Stage 2 area in the vicinity of 

the Hingaia Stream (Figure 3). 

This archaeological assessment report has been commissioned by Kiwi Property Holdings 

No. 2 Ltd to assess whether the proposed Stage 2 fast track development will affect any 

archaeological values and to identify and recommend mitigation measures as required. This 

report has been prepared as part of the required assessment of effects under the proposed 

Fast Track Approvals Act (FTAA). Recommendations are made in accordance with 

statutory requirements. It is noted that an authority has been issued by Heritage NZ 

(2025/112 issued 2 October 2024) for the Stage 2 works and the authority is attached to 

this report for reference in Appendix B. 

 

Methodology 

The New Zealand Archaeological Association’s (NZAA) site record database (ArchSite), 

Auckland Council’s Cultural Heritage Inventory (CHI), Auckland Unitary Plan Operative 

in Part (AUP OP) schedules and the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga (Heritage NZ) 

New Zealand Heritage List/Rārangi Kōrero were searched for current information on sites 

recorded in the vicinity. Literature and archaeological reports relevant to the area were 

consulted (see Bibliography). Early survey plans were checked for information relating to 

past use of the property. 

Preliminary surveys of parts of the Stage 2 area were carried out in 2019 and 2021, for 

previous assessments (Cameron and Phear 2019 and 2021) and a survey of the entire Stage 

2 area was carried out for the current assessment on 2 July 2024. During the surveys, the 

ground surface was examined for evidence of former occupation (in the form of shell 

midden, depressions, terracing or other unusual formations within the landscape relating to 

Māori settlement, or indications of 19th century European settlement remains). Exposed 

and disturbed soils were examined where encountered for evidence of earlier modification, 

and an understanding of the local stratigraphy. Subsurface testing with a probe and spade 

was carried to determine whether buried archaeological deposits could be identified or 

establish the nature of possible archaeological features. Particular attention was paid to the 

areas around streams (topographical features where archaeological sites are often found 

to be located). Sites were photographed and GPS readings taken. Field sketches were made 

as required and site record forms written or updated. 
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Figure 1. Upper map showing the location of the Stage 2 area in the greater Auckland region and lower 

aerial plan showing the detail of the properties containing the Stage 2 Fast Track Area (source: 

Auckland Council GeoMaps) 
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Figure 2. Masterplan of the Stage 2 Fast Track Development outlined in red and with Stage 1 outlined in blue 

(source: Ignite)
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Figure 3. Plan showing the consented earthworks extent of the Stage 2 Project Area  (source: Woods), and areas of 

proposed vegetation clearance and planting (source: Woods) 
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HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 
 

Māori Settlement 

The Slippery Creek or Ōpaheke catchment area, whose waters flow into the Manukau 

Harbour at Ōpaheke has long been a strategic location and occupied by a number of tribal 

groups who ‘could trace their ancestry back to the earliest occupants of the land, and in 

particular the crew of the Tainui’ (Murdoch 1990:1). The Tainui canoe initially landed on 

the East Cape near Cape Runaway and subsequently travelled northwards to the eastern 

shores of the Hauraki Gulf. Upon arrival in the Waitematā a number of these migrants 

decided to settle in the district. Among them were Te Keteanataua and his son Taihaua, 

who settled at Taurere near the mouth of the Tāmaki River, and Rakataura and Taikehu, 

who settled on the shores of the Manukau Harbour. These descendants of Taihaua came to 

occupy the coastline between Tawhitokino and Kawau Island as well as numerous islands 

of the Hauraki Gulf (Murdoch 1996; La Roche 1991). 

The Papakura/Drury area and surrounds also provided an important access link for 

travellers in pre-European times (and later in the early settler and military periods). With 

Manukau Harbour to the west and the Hunua Ranges to the southeast, it was an area highly 

utilised as a connection between Tāmaki Makaurau (the Auckland Isthmus) and the 

Waikato. As well, the Manukau Harbour shores were the entrance to the inland route to 

Wairoa (Clevedon) and the Hauraki Gulf. Tracks such as the Ararimu Track and another 

that ran through Tuimata and Tuakau had been used for generations and some also 

connected up with canoe landing spots, such as the one at Chalky Point which met with a 

track that led to Waipapa at the head of the Pahurehure Inlet (Craig 1982:70).  

Where resources were abundant or a location was strategic, the area was protected by a 

fortified pā. Wetland/swamp areas in the lowlands were unlikely to have attracted 

settlement, but resources abundant in these areas would have been utilised (Tatton and 

Clough 2003). Wetland areas may also have been utilised to hide tools, weapons and other 

significant items in times of threat. 

The main settlement sites that have been identified in the vicinity of the Stage 2 area were 

at Maketu Pā (located approximately 4km to the southeast), the settlement of Ōpaheke at 

Slippery Creek just to the north and at Pukekiwiriki Pā (or Red Hill) which is situated 

further to the north and approximately 4km east of Papakura. There was also a settlement 

called Te Aprāngi situated near Pukekiwiriki Pā, although the exact location is not known. 

 

European Settlement 

Some of the earliest European visitors to the area were missionaries who had been 

travelling through the land containing present day Papakura and Drury from 1834. It is also 

considered likely that explorers and traders would have visited the area in the first half of 

the 19th century, although they would not necessarily have been documented (Heritage 

Consultancy Services 2013:16). Land purchases in the area to the south of Auckland were 

conducted by the government from the early 1840s, although details are difficult to 

ascertain, as a large number of blocks were involved and many were sold prior to survey 

with vague boundary descriptions and plans that often consisted of nothing more than rough 

sketches (Husbands and Riddell 1993: 23). The Papakura Block, the Ramarama Block and 

the Hunua Block were all acquired by the Crown during this period and the land was sold on 

to numerous investors. Settlement at Drury is not documented prior to the early 1850s, 

although it is possible that some settlement may have occurred during the 1840s. This is 
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not, however, supported for the first half of this decade, as a journal kept by a Dr John 

Johnson, who travelled through the area and camped at Slippery Creek in 1846, made no 

note of any settlers being present in the area (Craig 1982: 57). 

The earliest documented usage of land in the Drury area is from 1851, when a Depasturing 

license was granted to Mr George Cole of Papakura at Tuimata (Heritage Consultancy 

Services 2013: 43). It would appear that Cole, who resided and farmed in Papakura, did 

not use the land at Tuimata and allowed the lease to lapse, as in July 1852 it was granted 

to Thomas Runciman as a cattle run, as stated in a notice from the Commissioner of Lands’ 

Office 14 July 1852 and published in the 8 August edition of The New Zealander. Thomas 

Runciman, his wife Isobel and their four children are considered the first permanent settlers 

at Drury (south of Slippery Creek). The family had come to New Zealand from Scotland 

in 1840 and had resided in The Bay of Islands and Whangarei before settling near Drury. 

The Runciman family were well known and respected locally and the area just to the south 

of Drury was part of the Township of Runciman and a local road was also named after the 

family. 

The settlement at Drury itself was accompanied by a number of ‘out-settlers’ who cleared 

the bush and established farms in the district with Drury acting as their main supply town 

and transport hub. In the 1860s this included efforts to establish a cattle yard and sales 

ground (New Zealand Herald: 6 July Edition 1865). The article goes on to describe the 

tender process for the construction of a cattle stockade and finishes with a mention of the 

members of the community involved in the effort to establish the yards, which included the 

Runciman family. In fact, the land to be used for the market was granted by James 

Runciman, as was noted in the 2 June 1865 Edition of the Daily Southern Cross. 

The Great South Road 

Prior to the construction of the Great South Road which commenced in 1843, traditional 

tracks and waterways had been used for generations to travel between the Auckland 

Isthmus and the Waikato. By 1855, the Great South Road had been metalled as far as 

Papakura, but the section between Papakura and Drury was described as being little more 

than a clay track (Lennard 1986: 3). The route south from Drury utilised existing traditional 

Māori tracks as the Great South Road ended at Drury until 1853. It was in this year that a 

surveyor, Mr. H. Hayr, who was returning to Auckland from the Waikato was told he could 

not travel by the usual track as it was ‘tapu’. To avoid the track, the party instead travelled 

through farmland around Pokeno Hill and then through bush all the way back to Drury 

(Lennard 1986:1). This track which became known as Hayr’s Line was to become the Great 

South Road more or less from Drury southwards into the Waikato (Lennard 1986: 2). The 

early track from Drury to the Waikato was very rough, muddy and difficult to traverse and 

in fact remained little more than a bridle track suitable only for riding and not suitable at 

all for carts or bullock teams. Government tenders for road improvements (including land 

clearance, metalling and constructing of bridges) were issued during the late 1850s, but it 

was not until the early 1860s under the impending threat of the outbreak of hostilities in 

the Waikato that work to improve the track was undertaken in earnest by the military for 

the movement of troops and their supplies (Horsman 1971:77). 

The New Zealand Wars 

As mentioned earlier, the Papakura/ Drury area had traditionally acted as an access link 

between the Auckland Isthmus and the Waikato, and this feature was to bring the area to 

strategic importance during the Waikato Campaign of the New Zealand Wars. In the two 

years leading up to the outbreak of hostilities in 1863, improving the poor condition of the 

Great South Road was addressed by the government through the deployment of troops for  
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road building. Drury was chosen as the operations headquarters for the construction project, 

which was to be conducted under the leadership of General Duncan Alexander Cameron, 

commander of the British army in New Zealand from 1861 to 1865. General Cameron had 

his headquarters in a farmhouse near Waihoehoe Road (to the north of the Stage 2 area). 

The large groups of soldiers stationed at Drury lived in camps set up in the fields and 

pastures around the village. Regiments involved in the road building included the 18th 

Royal Irish Regiment, whose camp is believed to have been located on Runciman’s land to 

the west. The other regiment was the 65th, whose camp was located near to the house used 

as Cameron’s Headquarters. The latter camp was also occupied by other regiments on their 

way to and from the front during 1863 and towards the end of that year by the Militia 

(Lennard 1986: 6). The photograph in Figure 4 shows a camp at Drury during this period, 

although the exact location has not been able to be confirmed.  

 

 

Figure 4. Photograph of the 65th Regiment camp near Drury taken in the early 1860s (source: 

Alexander Turnbull Library, Wellington, New Zealand. /records/23136371) 
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HISTORICAL SURVEY 
 

Information from Early Maps and Plans and Archival Sources 

As can be seen in the plan dating from the 1850s in Figure 5, land around Drury, including 

the Stage 2 area, had been divided into large allotments with a variety of landowners at that 

time. The main township of Drury, which was developed during the 1860s, lies to the north 

of the Stage 2 area. An early development scheme plan believed to be from 18622 (Figure 

6) shows a proposed subdivision for a property owned by a Mr Augustus B. Abraham. 

Abraham was a Barrister who spent some time in New Zealand and made various land 

purchases before returning to England.3 Abraham’s proposed development was situated to 

the northeast of the Stage 2 area in the central part of Drury Township. The land to the east 

of Abraham’s proposed development is marked with the name Runciman. An inset on the 

plan shows a slightly wider area with the word ‘camp’ and illustrations of military tents 

covering the area to the south of the Runciman property. Although the main part of the 

camp shown in the plan lies to the north of the Stage 2 area, the full southern extension is 

not shown. Thus, it is considered possible that a military camp may have been located in a 

part of the Stage 2 area that was originally situated to the west of the Hingaia Stream, 

between the stream’s original course and the Great South Road/ Southern Motorway. 

Land including the Stage 2 area was bought by James Farmer in the 1850s, as can be seen 

in Figure 5. Farmer returned to Great Britain in 1872, shortly after he had conveyed his 

Drury Land to William Thomas Mackelvie in 1870. In that same year Mackelvie sold the 

land to Henry Chamberlain. Henry Chamberlain (M.L.C.) was a well-known Aucklander 

who bought land in Drury and further east in the Drury Hills during the mid-1800s. A 

subdivision plan from 1880 commissioned by Chamberlain shows the subdivision of lots 

to the east and northeast of the Stage 2 area, which is located in Allotments 66, 67 and 68 

(Figure 7). A planned road (Lot 222) that was never constructed can also be seen running 

through the Stage 2 area on the 1880 plan. 

The land sales did not go particularly well for Chamberlain and the land containing the 

Stage 2 area was not sold until 1882, when James McBurney purchased 110 acres. As well, 

in 1883, two brothers, Joseph and Robert Flanagan, took partial ownership (half share 

moiety) of three sections of land adjoining Flanagan Road (lots 66, 67 and 68) and 

McBurney and the Flanagan brothers farmed the land as a partnership. James McBurney 

died in 1889 and his son David inherited the land. In 1892 the McBurney and Flanagan 

partnership was dissolved (Matthews and Matthews Architects 2018: 11) and the Flanagan 

Brothers purchased larger tracts of land in the area and continued to farm the land with the 

family continuing to run a dairy farm on the property until quite recently. The 1933 plan in 

Figure 8 shows the location of the Flanagan Homestead with a description of ‘Undulating 

grass land’ annotated. As noted earlier, part of the Hingaia Stream course was altered and 

a section of land that was formerly on the western side of the stream was now situated to 

the east of the stream. This can be seen on the 1969 plan in Figure 9. 
 

 

 

 
2 The advertisement for auction of the land at Drury was distributed widely in newspapers of the time – to be 

held on 3 December 1862 (plan taken form 3 December 1862 edition of the Daily Southern Cross). 
3 Information taken from an obituary notice from the Timaru Herald 5 August 1907. 
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Figure 5. Detail from Roll 64 c. 1850s showing the properties and landowners with the Stage 2 area 

circled in red (source: Quickmap) 
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Figure 6. NZ Map 4498-16 (n.d., but believed to be from 1862), showing a subdivision plan of the 

property owned by Mr A.B. Abraham in Drury with the inset showing a military camp to the southwest 

(indicated by arrow). The Stage 2 area is located to the south and is not depicted (source: Auckland 

Libraries Heritage Collections) 
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Figure 7. AKC DP 119 I plan from 1880 of a subdivision to the northeast of the properties in the Stage 

2 area which are outlined yellow commissioned by Mr Henry Chamberlain – note the plan shows the 

Hingaia Stream before its course was altered, (source: Quickmap) 



March 2025 Drury Centre Stage 2- Archaeological Assessment 

 

13  

 

 

 

Figure 8. AK DP 24845 plan dated 1933 with the pro per t ie s  in  the  Stage 2 area outlined in red 

with house and sheds (Flanagan Homestead) shown in lower inset and indicated on main plan by 

arrow (source: Quickmap) 
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Figure 9. AK DP 62094 plan dated 1969 showing the former course of the Hingaia Stream indicated 

by red arrow (source: Quickmap) 

 

Information from Early Aerials 

Aerial photographs were also reviewed to gather information on land use from the 1940s 

onwards. As can be seen in the aerial photograph dated 1942 in (Figure 10), the Stage 2 

area contained two residences, the Flanagan Homestead and the house at 108 Flanagan 

Road, believed to be dated to the early 20th century, according to local informants. The 

aerial photograph also shows the area that is now on the eastern side of the Hingaia Stream 

that was formerly on the western side of the stream prior to the stream being diverted. As 

can be seen this area was covered by vegetation, which was also present in 1969, as can be 

seen in the aerial photograph from that year in Figure 11. Later aerial photographs show 

that after the stream diversion the area was modified through clearance of the vegetation 

and possibly some earthworks (Figure 12). It is noted that this area was identified as 

possibly having been used during the New Zealand Wars period as part of a military camp. 

Based on the modifications seen in the aerial photographs it is likely that if any such 

remains were present they would have been damaged or destroyed by these works in the 

1980s, although the presence of remnant deposits cannot be completely discounted. 
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Figure 10. Aerial photograph dated 1942 (Crown 192 274 1) with the properties in the Stage 2 area 

shaded red and the Flanagan Homestead indicated by black arrow, the house at 108 Flangan Road by 

yellow arrow. It should be noted that the area in the northeast indicated by the white arrow is the area 

where the Hingaia Stream was later diverted (sourced from: http//: retrolens.nz and licensed by LINZ 

CC- BY 3.0) 
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Figure 11. Aerial photograph dated 1969 (Crown 1875 5048 19) with the properties in the Stage 2 area 

shaded red and the area where the Hingaia Stream was diverted indicated by white arrow (source 

from: http//: retrolens.nz and licensed by LINZ CC- BY 3.0) 
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Figure 12. Upper aerial photograph dated 1981 (Crown5926A) and lower dated 1988 (Crown 8772 V9) 

with the area where the Hingaia Stream was diverted indicated by arrow (sourced from: http//: 

retrolens.nz and licensed by LINZ CC- BY 3.0) 
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND 
 

Recorded Archaeological Sites 

There is one recorded archaeological site within the Stage 2 area (Figure 13). This is 

R12/1125, the Flanagan Homestead, also included on the Auckland Council’s Cultural 

Heritage Inventory (CHI: 22183). As noted above, the homestead was built on land first 

purchased as a shared ownership (moiety) with James McBurney by brothers Joseph and 

Robert Flanagan in 1883 and is believed to have been constructed sometime shortly after 

this date. Based on the description in the architectural appraisal conducted for the building, 

it generally has the appearance and plan form (with later modifications) of a c.1880s villa 

and with evidence in the attic space of much earlier pit-sawn building fabric (Matthews and 

Matthews 2018:14). It is also considered likely that there are subsurface archaeological 

remains in the vicinity of the homestead which may include rubbish pits and a well. The 

NZAA site record for the site is appended to this report for reference. The building has 

been removed and is currently located on another part of the project areas, to be relocated 

in due course. 

Six additional archaeological sites have been recorded in the vicinity (within c.300m) of 

the Stage 2 area (Figure 13, Table 1). R12/742 (CHI:11388) is a railyard and the former 

Drury Railway Station which was built in 1918 and is located c.60m to the east of the Stage 

2 area. R12/755 (CHI:14071) is the house believed to have been used by General Cameron 

as his headquarters during the building of the Great South Road. This house, although 

modified, still exists. 

R12/911 (CHI:14081) and R12/967 have been recorded as ditches and were formerly 

thought to be related to military encampments dating from the New Zealand Wars period. 

They are located c.90 and 100m to the west of the Stage 2 area, respectively. Based on 

more recent research it is believed that the ditches are related to the Flanagan’s Mill and 

may represent the head race for mill. The location of the mill itself has been recorded as 

R12/1172 (CHI:23173) located c.20m to the east of the Stage 2 area on the opposite side 

of the Hingaia Stream. Finally, R12/1173 (CHI:23173) is the location of a house shown on 

an 1874 plan, located c.80m to the west of the Stage 2 area. 

 

Other Historic Heritage Sites 

The historic heritage sites recorded as archaeological sites are described above. There is 

one additional historic heritage place, CHI:22274, an historic structure (villa), located at 

60 Fitzgerald Road, c. 210m to the east of the Stage 2 area. See Figure 13 and Table 1. 
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Figure 13. Map showing the archaeological and historic heritage sites within and in the vicinity 

(c.300m) of the properties in the Stage 2 area (source: Auckland Council GeoMaps) 

 

Table 1. Brief description of the archaeological and historic heritage sites within and in the vicinity 

(c.300m) of the Stage 2 area 

 

CHI 

No. 

NZAA 

Ref 

Site Type Description NZTM 

Easting 

NZTM 

Northing 

11388 R12/742 Transport/ 

Communication 

Railyard and former Drury 

Station (1918). 

1773261 5891495 

14071 R12/755 Military 

(non- Māori) 

House believed to have been used 

as headquarters by General 

Cameron during the 1860s. 

1773921 5891336 

14081 R12/911 Military 

(non- Māori) 

Possible military encampment 

from NZ Wars. Ditch may be 

head race for Flanagan’s Mill. 

1773206 5890887 

22183 R12/1125 Historic 

Structure 

The Flanagan Homestead late 

19th century farm house. 

1773392 5891137 

22274 N/A Historic 

Structure 

Villa at 60 Fitzgerald Road 1774054 5891462 

23173 R12/1172 Flax Milling Site of Flanagan’s Mill – burnt 

down in 1903. 
1773106 5891107 

23174 R12/1173 Historic 

Domestic 

Site of a dwelling shown on 1874 

plan. 

1773124 5891011 

N/A R12/967 Industrial Ditches and Terraces 1773230 5890859 
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PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT 
 

Topography, Vegetation and Landuse 

The aerial plan in Figure 14 shows the topography of the Stage 2 area. As can be seen on 

the plan the Hingaia Stream marks the western boundary and is the most low-lying part of 

the Stage 2 area, between 5 and 10m asl, apart from the very northern tip at 64 Flanagan 

Road which borders an unnamed stream. This stream flows through the eastern part of the 

Stage 2 area. The most highly elevated part of the Stage 2 area is at 30m asl, which is the 

former location of the Flanagan Homestead. As can also be seen in the aerial photograph 

the majority of the Stage 2 area consists of farm paddocks, apart from the areas containing 

residential structures or outbuildings. 
 

 

Figure 14. Aerial plan of the properties in the Stage 2 area (outlined in yellow) with contours with the 

Hingaia Stream and the unnamed stream indicated by arrows (source: Auckland Council GeoMaps) 
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FIELD ASSESSMENT 
 

Field Survey Results 

Two surveys have been previously undertaken which included parts of the Stage 2 area. 

The surveys included the location of the Flanagan Homestead prior to the vegetation 

clearance and removal of the house in 2019 as part of the archaeological assessment for 

Plan Change 48 (Cameron and Phear 2019) and a survey for a sewer line running through 

Lot 1 DP 62094 and Lot 1 DP 580346 undertaken in 2021 as part of the Stage 1 fast track 

assessment for Drury Centre (Cameron 2022). A third survey was of the entire Stage 2 area 

undertaken recently and the results of all three surveys are provided below. 

During the surveys, the ground surface was examined for evidence of former occupation 

or land use (in the form of shell midden, depressions, terracing or other unusual formations 

within the landscape relating to Māori settlement; or indications of 19th century European 

settlement or industrial remains). Subsurface testing was carried out by probing and test 

pitting to determine whether buried archaeological deposits could be identified or establish 

the nature of possible archaeological features. 

 

2019 Survey 

The Flanagan Homestead location was visited on 11 January 2019. The central part of the 

farm contains a ridge oriented north-south. The ridge is in pasture apart from the area that 

contains the Flanagan Homestead which is situated on a high point along the northern part 

of the ridge. The grounds of the homestead were found to contain landscaped areas as well 

as a large flat expanse of grassed lawn. A photograph taken during the site visit is shown 

in Figure 15. 

 

Figure 15. Photograph of the Flanagan Homestead and front lawn (looking south) (photo: 2019) 
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2021 Survey 

This survey was carried out on 11 May 2021 as part of the Stage 1 fast track assessment 

which included a proposed sewer line in Lot 1 DP 62049 and Lot 1 DP 580346, an area 

which is relevant to the current assessment. The alignment was walked over from north to 

south. The northern part of the proposed alignment was noted to be located just to the east 

of an area that desk-based research indicated was a possible location of a military camp 

during the New Zealand Wars period. The alignment is located on land running along the 

eastern hillside of the north-south orientated ridge containing the electricity pylons. 

Four test pits (measuring c. 20cm x 20cm) were located in areas along the alignment in 

proximity to the possible camp location. An aerial photograph showing the locations of the 

test pits in this area along with detailed photographs of the test pits is shown in Figure 16 

and a photograph of the general area in Figure 17. Test pit (TP4) was located at the northern 

end of the alignment in a low-lying area at coordinates E1773214 N5891389 +-1m. The 

test pit showed a grass turf from 0-5cm (bs) over a greyish brown clayey silt from 5-23cm 

(bs). At 23cm (bs) a greyish/yellow mottled silty clay was encountered, and the test pit was 

stopped. Test pit (TP5) was located further to the south along the alignment midway up a 

hillside at coordinates E1773228 N5819350 +-1m. This test pit showed a grass turf from 

0-5cm (bs) over a dark yellowish-brown clayey silt from 5-27cm (bs) with some flecks of 

charcoal present at c.10cm (bs). At 27cm (bs) a yellowish-grey silty clay was encountered, 

and the test pit was stopped. The next test pit (TP6) was located further up the hill at 

coordinates E1773238 N5981333 +-1m. This test pit showed a grass turf from 0-5cm (bs) 

and a yellowish-brown clayey silt from 5-24cm (bs), a light yellowish-brown mixed clay 

and silt was present from 24-34cm (bs) becoming more clayey with depth. The test pit was 

stopped at 34cm (bs) with the mixed silt and clay continuing. The final test pit (TP7) was 

located at a high point along the alignment that overlooked the possible camp area. This 

test pit showed a grass turf from 0-5cm (bs) over greyish brown slightly clayey silt from 5- 

31cm (bs). At 31cm (bs) an orange/brown silty clay appeared, and the test pit was stopped. 

No evidence of archaeological features or deposits were identified in this area. From the 

high point the alignment was observed to run down a hillside and just north of a marshy 

gully to the east of the Hingaia Stream. An area of exposed soil was present approximately 

10m to the west of the alignment that showed a 20–30cm thick dark yellowish-brown silt 

topsoil over a silty yellowish-orange clay (Figure 18). The southern part of the alignment 

continued along lower hillsides to the east of the Hingaia Stream. This part of the alignment 

was c.20-30m away from the stream and probing was carried out in this area. but no 

evidence of archaeological features or deposits was identified. No evidence of 

archaeological features or deposits was identified during the survey of the proposed sewer 

line. Photographs taken during the survey are shown in Figure 19 and Figure 20. 
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Figure 16. Aerial plan showing the locations of test pits to the east of the area that may have contained 

a military camp from the New Zealand Wars period (source: Auckland Council GeoMaps) 
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Figure 17. General view of the northern part of the sewer main alignment where test pits 4, 5 and 6 

were located, looking south (photo: 2019) 

 

 

Figure 18. Photograph showing the exposed soil face near the gully to the west of the central part of 

the proposed sewer main alignment, looking north (photo: 2019) 



March 2025 Drury Centre Stage 2- Archaeological Assessment 

 

25  

 

 

Figure 19. Photograph showing a view of the southern part of the proposed sewer main alignment, 

looking south (photo: 2019) 

 

 

 

 

Figure 20. Photograph showing the southern part of the alignment near the Hingaia Stream with the 

western edge of the alignment marked by white posts (indicated by arrows), looking south (photo: 

2019) 
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2024 Survey 

A field survey of the Stage 2 area was undertaken for the current assessment on 2 July 

2024. The properties were visually scanned and subsurface testing with a probe was 

conducted on a regular basis in approximately 10m intervals in conjunction with test 

pitting, in order to understand the local stratigraphy. Test pits approximately 20cm by 20cm 

were placed across the Stage 2 area to understand the stratigraphy with locations shown in 

Figure 21. Photographs were taken to record the landscape and any features of interest, in 

conjunction with field notes. 

The Stage 2 area consists of six lots Lot 1 DP 80559, Lot 1 DP 62094; Lot 1 DP 580346; 

Lot 8 DP 165262; Lot 1 DP 165262; Lot 1 DP 56120 and Lot 7 DP 102224. All of the lots 

apart from the latter two, which contained a house and curtilage and outbuildings, were 

visited. 

Three houses had been present in the main part of the Stage 2 area; however, these were in 

various stages of being removed. The Lots were divided by various paddocks, with stock 

present in some area and with the gravelled Flanagan Road, running north to south. The 

paddocks consisted of undulating grass fields, bounded to the west by Hingaia Stream, to 

the north by Flanagan Road, to the south by the Stage 1 Drury Centre earthworks, and to 

the east by a long row of trees. It is noted that the edges of the Hingaia Stream and an 

unnamed stream in the eastern part of the Stage 2 area could not be fully accessed due to a 

combination of steep banks, marshy ground and thick vegetation. A description of the 

survey area by lot is described below including the test pit findings. 
 

Figure 21. Aerial plan showing the locations of the test pits and areas of exposed soil for the 2024 survey 

of the properties in the Stage 2 area (source: Auckland Council GeoMaps) 



Lot 1 DP 80559 
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This is a small triangular-shaped lot at the northern end of the Stage 2 area. As can be seen 

in aerial photographs dated to the 1980s in Figure 12, it contained a house, now demolished. 

The ground was for the most part heavily modified and made up largely of gravel and 

modern rubbish. Test Pit 1 was situated in this lot at coordinates E1773371 N5891427 +- 

3m. The test pit measured 20cm in depth with a topsoil of light yellowish-brown slightly 

clayey silt from 0-15cm (bs) over a thin slightly clayey dark yellowish-brown silt from 15- 

20cm (bs) which overlay a yellowish-orange silty clay. Photographs are provided in Figure 

22 and Figure 23. No archaeological features/deposits were encountered. 
 

 

Figure 22. Photograph taken looking north showing a view of Lot 1 DP 80559 

 

Figure 23. Left photograph showing the detail of test pit 1 and right photograph showing the general 

location of test pit 1, looking northeast 



Lot 1 DP 62094 
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This lot was found to be made up of two paddocks, consisting of northern (Figure 24) and 

southern fields (Figure 25). The northern paddock contained large grass fields with a house 

footprint visible on the fence line running east to west (Figure 26). Two test pits were 

located in this lot. Test pit 2 was located at coordinates E1773238 N5891323 +-3m. The 

test pit showed thin slightly greyish-brown clayey silt topsoil from 0-5cm (bs) over a 

disturbed mixed clay and silt layer from 5-15cm (bs). At 15cm (bs) a silty yellowish-orange 

clay was encountered. Test pit 3 was located at coordinates E1773264 N5891379 +-3m. 

The test pit showed a greyish-brown slightly clayey silt topsoil from 0-15cm (bs) over a 

mixed clayey silt layer, probably a result of ploughing from 15-26cm (bs) which overlay a 

natural yellowish-orange clay. An exposed profile was also located in this lot (exposed 

profile 1) located at coordinates E1773158 N5891220 +-3m. The exposed profile showed 

a dark yellowish-brown slightly clayey silt grass turf topsoil from 0-10cm (bs) over a 

yellowish-brown slightly clayey silt subsoil from 10-25cm (bs) over a silty clay yellowish- 

orange silty clay. Detailed photographs of the test pits and exposed soil profile are shown 

in Figure 27 - Figure 29. No archaeological features/deposits were encountered. 
 

 

Figure 24. Photograph showing a view of the northern paddock in Lot 1 DP 62094, looking west 

 

Figure 25. Photograph showing a view of the southern paddock in Lot 1 DP 62094, looking southeast 
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Figure 26. Photograph showing the location of the former house in Lot 1 DP 62094 

 

Figure 27. Left photograph showing detail of test pit 2 and right photograph showing the general 

location of test pit 2, looking northwest 

 

Figure 28. Left photograph showing the detail of test pit 3 and right photograph showing the general 

location of test pit 3, looking northwest 
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Figure 29. West facing profile exposed in the southern paddock of Lot 1 DP 62094 

 

Lot 1 DP 580346 

This lot consisted of a grass field with a gravel road cut through the paddock running north- 

south. One test pit was located in this lot, Test Pit 4 at coordinates E1773257 N5891119 +- 

3m. The test pit showed a very pale greyish brown slightly clayey silt topsoil from 0-5cm 

(bs) over a pale greyish-brown silty clay, which continued to 24cm (bs) where the test pit 

was stopped. An area of exposed soil (exposed profile 2) was also observed at coordinates 

E1773270 N5891142 +-3m which showed a yellowish-brown slightly clayey silt topsoil 

from 0-10cm (bs) over a mixed yellowish-orange and grey silty clay, which appeared to 

have been previously disturbed. Photographs are shown in Figure 30 - Figure 32. No 

archaeological features/deposits were encountered. 
 

 

Figure 30. Photograph showing a view of Lot 1 DP 580346, looking southwest 
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Figure 31. Left photograph showing detail of test pit 4 and right photograph showing general location 

of test pit 4, looking southwest 

 

Figure 32. Photograph showing the east facing profile exposed by the gravel road in Lot 1 DP 580346 

 

 

 

Lot 1 DP 165262 

This Lot appeared to be heavily modified by farming and residential activities and also 

included the remains of the garden and house footprint of the Flangan Homestead 

(R12/1125) with general views taken during the survey shown in Figure 33 - Figure 35. 

The house itself had been lifted and was on blocks in a neighbouring lot awaiting relocation. 

Three test pits were located in this lot. Test pit 5 was located at coordinates E1773332 

N5891104 +-3m. The test pit showed a greyish brown slightly clayey silt topsoil from 0- 

5cm (bs) over a pale yellowish-brown slightly clayey silt subsoil to 24cm (bs) where a pale 

yellowish-orange silty clay was encountered. Test pit 6 was located at coordinates 
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E1773444 N5891280 +-3m. This test pit showed a similar profile to test pit 5 with a greyish 

brown slightly clayey silt topsoil from 0-5cm (bs) over a darker pale greyish brown slightly 

clayey subsoil from 5cm – 22cm (bs) over a pale yellowish-orange silty clay. Test Pit 7 

was located at coordinates E1773389 N5891425 +-3m. This test pit also showed a similar 

profile to the previous two with greyish brown slightly clayey silt topsoil from 0-5cm (bs) 

over a darker pale greyish brown slightly clayey subsoil from 5cm – 20cm (bs) over a pale 

yellowish-orange silty clay. Photographs of the test pits are shown in Figure 36 - Figure 

38. 

An area of exposed shell was identified along the southwestern extent of a soil profile 

exposed in the grounds of the former Flanagan Homestead at coordinates E1773419 

N5891128. The midden contained both shell and bone, primarily fish and small mammal 

(Figure 39 - Figure 40). Probing in the area suggested the midden may extend over an area 

c.17m by 17m. The nature of the midden was not able to be determined during the survey 

and it may be associated with use by the occupants of the house or may be the remains of 

an earlier feature associated with Māori occupation and settlement. It has not been recorded 

as a separate site to R12/1125. 
 

 

Figure 33. Photograph showing general view of the southern part of Lot 1 DP 165262, looking southeast 
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Figure 34. Photograph showing a view of the paddock in Lot DP 165262, looking southeast 

 

Figure 35. Photograph showing a view of Lot 1 DP 165262, looking east 
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Figure 36. Left photograph showing the detail of test pit 5 and right photograph showing the general 

location of test pit 5, looking northeast 

 

Figure 37. Left photograph showing the detail of test pit 6 and right photograph showing the general 

location of test pit 6, looking northeast 

 

Figure 38. Left photograph showing detail of test pit 7 and right photograph showing the general 

location of test pit 7, looking southeast 
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Figure 39. West facing profile (exposed profile 3) showing shell located in the grounds of the Flanagan 

Homestead in Lot 1 DP 165262 

 

Figure 40. Example of bone (provisionally identified as fish and or small mammal) in the grounds of 

the Flanagan Homestead in Lot 1 DP 165262 
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Lot 8 DP 165262, Lot 1 DP 56120 and Lot 7 DP 102224 

Parts of Lot 8 DP 165262 were being used for stock grazing at the time of the survey, with 

cattle situated in the southern paddock and with the remainder consisting of grassed 

paddocks (Figure 41). One test pit was located in Lot 8 DP 165262 at coordinates E1773389 

N5891425 +-3m. The test pit showed a light grey/pale brown slightly clayey silt in topsoil 

from 0-10cm (bs) over a pale greyish-yellow silty clay from 10-22cm (bs) where the test pit 

was stopped (Figure 42). It is also noted that the Flanagan Homestead had been moved onto 

Lot 8 DP 165262 from its original location in Lot 1 DP 165262, awaiting relocation (Figure 

43). The property containing Lot 1 DP 56120 and Lot 7 DP 102224 was not entered but was 

viewed from the property boundary and found to contain a house and a number of 

outbuildings. No archaeological features/deposits were encountered. 
 

 

Figure 41. Photograph showing a view of Lot 8 DP 165262, looking northeast 

 

Figure 42. Left photograph showing the detail of test pit 8 and right photograph showing the general 

location of test pit 8 indicated by red arrow, looking northeast 
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Figure 43. Photograph showing the Flanagan Homestead awaiting relocation, looking southeast 
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DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS 
 

Summary of Results 

One recorded archaeological site is located within the Stage 2 area. This is site R12/1125 

(the Flanagan Homestead). The house has been removed from its original location and will 

be relocated to another part of  the wider Drury Centre in the future. The original location 

of the house was visited in 2019 prior its removal and in 2024, after it had been removed. 

During the latter survey, shell midden was identified in exposed soil in the grounds. The 

nature of the midden was not able to be determined and it may be associated with the use 

of the house or may be the remains of an earlier feature associated with Māori occupation 

and settlement. 

No other archaeological remains were identified during the survey. It is noted that an area 

in the northeast of the Stage 2 area was identified as possibly having contained part of a 

military camp associated with the New Zealand Wars period. The presence of 

archaeological remains has not been able to be established in this area and based on aerial 

photographs showing modifications during the 1980s it is considered likely that if any 

archaeological remains were present they would have been damaged or destroyed by these 

works. It is noted, however, that the presence of remnant archaeological features and 

deposits cannot be completely discounted. 

 

Māori Cultural Values 

This is an assessment of archaeological values and does not include an assessment of 

effects on Māori cultural values. Such assessments should only be made by the tangata 

whenua. Māori cultural concerns may encompass a wider range of values than those 

associated with archaeological sites. We understand that engagement with tangata whenua 

in relation to the Stage 2 project is in process and ongoing at the time of writing this report. 

The historical association of the general area with the tangata whenua is evident from the 

recorded sites, traditional histories and known Māori place names. 

 

Survey Limitations 

It should be noted that archaeological survey techniques (based on visual inspection and 

minor sub-surface testing) cannot necessarily identify all sub-surface archaeological 

features, or detect wāhi tapu and other sites of traditional significance to Māori, especially 

where these have no physical remains. 

It is noted that the steep banks and vegetation cover did not allow full access to the edges 

of the Hingaia Stream and the unnamed stream and obscured the ground surface, hindering 
full inspection. 

 

Archaeological Value and Significance 

The Auckland Regional Policy Statement (RPS) identifies several criteria for evaluating 

the significance of historic heritage places. In addition, Heritage NZ, has provided 

guidelines setting out criteria that are specific to archaeological sites (condition, rarity, 

contextual value, information potential, amenity value and cultural associations) (Heritage 

NZ 2019: 9-10). Both sets of criteria have been used to assess the value and significance 

of the archaeological sites: for R12/1125 (see Table 2 and Table 3). 
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The archaeological value of sites relates mainly to their information potential, that is, the 

extent to which they can provide evidence relating to local, regional and national history 

using archaeological investigation techniques, and the research questions to which the site 

could contribute. The surviving extent, complexity and condition of sites are the main 

factors in their ability to provide information through archaeological investigation. For 

example, generally pa are more complex sites and have higher information potential than 

small midden (unless of early date). Archaeological value also includes contextual 

(heritage landscape) value. Archaeological sites may also have other historic heritage 

values including historical, architectural, technological, cultural, aesthetic, scientific, 

social, spiritual and traditional values. 

Overall, site R12/1125 is considered to have limited to moderate local archaeological value 

based on the criteria discussed. Any associated subsurface archaeological remains would 

have moderate archaeological value in terms of the knowledge they could provide through 

archaeological investigation relating to information on the lifestyle and use of the property by 

the house occupants in the late 19th and early 20th century. It is noted that if the shell midden 

is determined to be associated with Māori occupation and settlement, it would have moderate 

value to provide temporal information through collection of samples for radiocarbon dating 

and past environments and resource exploitation through collection of environmental samples. 

 
Table 2. Assessment of the archaeological values of site R12/1125 (the Flanagan Homestead) based on 

Heritage NZ criteria (Heritage NZ 2019: 9-10) 

 

Value Assessment 

Condition The homestead itself is in good condition. An exposed section of intact shell 

midden has been identified near the former location of the house which appears 

to be in good condition. The condition of the remainder of the subsurface 

remains is unknown. 

Rarity Few early homesteads or other places have been identified as surviving from the 

early phase of settlement at Drury. 

Contextual value The site is part of the early European settlement landscape of the Drury area and 

will be retained in the local area. 

Information potential The homestead can provide evidence of c.1880s residential construction 

techniques and materials. Archaeological investigation of any associated 

subsurface remains has the potential to provide information on the lifestyle of 

the occupants of the homestead and early settlers in the Drury area. If the 

midden is determined to pre-date European settlement it could provide 

information on Māori occupation and settlement of the area through 

archaeological investigation. 

Amenity value The house has been removed but will retain its visual amenity value as part of 

the Drury centre development. The site itself has no amenity value. 

Cultural associations The site is associated with early European settlers (the Flanagan family). If the 

midden is from an earlier period it would have Māori cultural associations. 

Other The homestead building has some architectural value as a good representative 

example of a Victorian timber villa in the Drury locality and technological value 

as it illustrates c.1880s residential construction techniques and materials. 
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Table 3. Assessment of the historic heritage significance of site R12/1125 (Flanagan Homestead) based 

on the criteria in the AUP OP (Chapter B5.2.2) 

 

Criterion Comment Significance 

Evaluation 

a) historical: The place reflects important 

or representative aspects of national, 

regional or local history, or is associated 

with an important event, person, group of 

people or idea or early period of settlement 

within New Zealand, the region or locality 

There are no specific events 

associated with the site, but it has 

strong associations with the Flanagan 

family who farmed the land from the 

1880s. 

Moderate (local) 

b) social: The place has a strong or special 

association with, or is held in high esteem 

by, a community or cultural group for its 

symbolic, spiritual, commemorative, 

traditional or other cultural value 

No strong or special associations 

with a particular community have 
been identified. 

Little (local) 

c) Mana Whenua: The place has a strong or 

special association with, or is held in high 

esteem by, Mana Whenua for its symbolic, 

spiritual, commemorative, traditional or 

other cultural value 

To be determined by mana whenua Not assessed 

d) knowledge: The place has potential to 

provide knowledge through scientific or 

scholarly study or to contribute to an 

understanding of the cultural or natural 

history of New Zealand, the region, or 

locality 

The structure itself, independent of 

its location, has some potential to 

provide knowledge of building 

construction and alterations 

including building materials used. 

Any associated subsurface remains 

would have potential to provide 

knowledge on the lifestyles of the 

occupants of the house. If the midden 

is determined to pre-date European 

settlement it would provide 

information on Māori occupation and 

settlement of the area through 

archaeological investigation. 

Moderate (local) 

e) technology: The place demonstrates 

technical accomplishment, innovation or 

achievement in its structure, construction, 

components or use of materials 

The homestead incorporates 

evidence of c.1880s residential 

construction techniques and 

materials. 

Moderate 

f) physical attributes: The place is a notable 

or representative example of a type, design 

or style, method of construction, 

craftsmanship or use of materials or the 

work of a notable architect, designer, 

engineer or builder; 

The homestead itself, independent of 

its location, has some value as a 

representative example of a Victorian 

timber villa in the Drury locality. 

Little (local) 

g) aesthetic: The place is notable or 

distinctive for its aesthetic, visual, or 

landmark qualities 

As the building has been removed 

from its original setting the aesthetic 

value is lowered. 

Little (local) 

h) context: The place contributes to or is 

associated with a wider historical or 

cultural context, streetscape, townscape, 

landscape or setting 

The house is one of a small number 

of Victorian era buildings in Drury. 

While it has been removed from its 

original location, it is planned 

relocated within Drury Centre in the 

future, and will retain some 

contextual value. 

Moderate (local) 
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Effects of the Proposal 

Flanagan Homestead has been removed from its original location and will be relocated to 

another part of the Drury centre in the future. This removal enables the largescale 

earthworks required for site formation of the proposed Stage 2 development. As can be 

seen in Figure 44, the cut works at the location of the Flanagan Homestead will be between 

3m and 8.5m. These works will directly affect the shell midden and also any other 

subsurface remains relating to site R12/1125 (apart from deep features, such as the lower 

parts of wells). As such, preliminary earthworks in the area outlined in red on Figure 44 

should be carried out under archaeological supervision to identify and record 

archaeological remains. 

It is noted that two streams have been identified in the Stage 2 Project Area, the Hingaia 

Stream which runs along the western boundary and an unnamed stream that runs through 

the eastern part. As vegetation, marshy conditions and steep banks in places hindered the 

full inspection of the areas bordering the streams during the surveys, it is considered 

possible that unrecorded archaeological sites such as shell midden may be present.  

As can be seen in Figure 45, vegetation clearance and planting are proposed in the vicinity 

of the unnamed stream and these would affect any archaeological sites, if present. The area 

bordering the Hingaia Stream is also proposed for vegetation clearance and planting as 

shown in Figure 46. As well, the area highlighted for potential to contain archaeological 

remains associated with the New Zealand War period is also shown on Figure 46 (yellow 

outlined area) where a stormwater pond is proposed. As such it is recommended that the 

black outlined areas on Figure 45 and Figure 46 are monitored by an archaeologist during 

vegetation clearance and planting to determine if any archaeological sites are present and if 

identified, ensure that that they can be avoided if possible, or if not to investigate and record 

them. As well, the yellow outlined area on Figure 46 should be monitored by an 

archaeologist during the topsoil stripping for the stormwater pond to determine if any 

archaeological sites are present. 

Based on the moderate archaeological value of the affected site, the removal and future 

relocation of Flanagan Homestead, the effects on site R12/1125 are considered likely to be 

minor and can be mitigated by archaeological monitoring, investigation and recording in 

the red outlined area shown in Figure 44 to recover information on the 19th century use of 

the property by the Flanagan family and also to provide information relating to the history 

of the Drury area. The potential effects on any archaeological remains associated with the 

New Zealand Wars period are also considered likely to be minor as the area has undergone 

past modifications that would have damaged or destroyed archaeological features and 

deposits and only remnant deposits are considered likely to have survived. The effects on 

any sites that cannot be avoided in the vicinity of streams are also considered likely to be 

minor, as the sites would most likely consist of shell midden and effects could either be 

avoided through preservation in situ or could be mitigated through investigation, recording 

and collection of material suitable for radiocarbon dating to provide information on Māori 

occupation and settlement in the area. 
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Figure 44. Cut Fill plan showing area where preliminary earthworks should be carried out under archaeological 

supervision at site R12/1125 (the Flanagan Homestead) outlined in black;. Details of the cut depths and the area 

where shell was identified at R12/1125 (indicated by pink triangle) shown in inset (source: Woods) 
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Figure 45. Riparian planting plan at unnamed stream where vegetation clearance and planting should be 

monitored by an archaeologist within 10m of the stream edge (indicated by black outline) (source: Boffa Miskell) 

 

 

 
Figure 46. Plan showing the proposed stormwater pond (yellow outlined area) and stream edge  and riparian planting 

with area within 10m of the Hingaia Stream (outlined in black) and area of archaeological potential associated with the 

New Zealand Wars period outlined in yellow where vegetation clearance and planting should be monitored by an 

archaeologist (source: Boffa Miskell) 
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Fast Track Approvals Act 2024 

Under the Act in Section 42C (1), an authorised person for a listed project or a referred 

project may lodge with the EPA. Under section 42 (3) (a) the applicant must be eligible to 

apply for any corresponding approval under a specified Act. A substantive application may 

seek:  under Section 42(4)(a) a resource consent that would otherwise be applied for under 

the Resource Management Act 1991 and section 42(4)(d) a designation or an alteration to 

an existing designation for which a notice of requirement would otherwise be lodged 

under the Resource Management Act 1991. As well, under Section 42 subsection (4) (i) 

an archaeological authority described in section 44(a) or (b) of the Heritage New Zealand 

Pouhere Taonga Act 2014 that would otherwise be applied for under that Act- but as stated 

in section 42 subsection (9) (a) may be made only if the application also seeks an approval 

described in subsection 4 (a) or (d); it may also include an application under clause 7 of 

Schedule 8 application for approval of person to carry out activity subsection 9 (b). 

Regional, district and local plans contain sections that help to identify, protect and manage 

archaeological and other heritage sites. The plans are prepared under the provisions of the 

RMA. The Auckland Unitary Plan Operative in Part 2014 (AUP OP) is relevant to the 

proposed activity. There are no scheduled historic heritage sites located on the properties 

containing the Project Area. 

This assessment has established that the proposed activity will affect subsurface remains 

of site R12/1125 in the form of shell midden, while the Flanagan Homestead itself has been 

removed from its original location but will be relocated elsewhere within Drury Centre in 

the future. The site is not scheduled in the Auckland Unitary Plan. It also has potential to 

affect unidentified subsurface archaeological remains that may be exposed during 

development. Any effects on archaeological deposits or features can be appropriately 

mitigated through archaeological investigation and recording to recover information 

relating to the history of the area. 

If resource consent is granted, it is recommended that a condition requiring archaeological 

monitoring of preliminary earthworks as shown by the red outlined area in Figure 44 to 

investigate and record subsurface remains of site R12/1125; for vegetation clearance and 

planting in the black outlined areas on Figure 45 and Figure 46; and for topsoil stripping 

for the stormwater pond in the yellow outlined area in Figure 46 to identify if any additional 

archaeological sites are present. 

An authority to modify has been applied for and issued by Heritage New Zealand 

(2025/112) on 2 October 2024 for the Stage 2 works (see Appendix B). An archaeological 

Management Plan was also prepared as required for the archaeological authority application  

and is included in this report for reference in Appendix C . 

https://www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/2024/0056/latest/link.aspx?search=ts_act%40bill%40regulation%40deemedreg_fast-track+approvals+act_resel_25_a&p=1&id=DLM230264
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Resource Management Act 1991 

Section 6 of the RMA recognises as matters of national importance: ‘the relationship of 

Māori and their culture and traditions with their ancestral lands, water, sites, waahi tapu, 

and other taonga’ (S6(e)); and ‘the protection of historic heritage from inappropriate 

subdivision, use, and development’ (S6(f)). 

All persons exercising functions and powers under the RMA are required under Section 6 

to recognise and provide for these matters of national importance when ‘managing the use, 

development and protection of natural and physical resources’. There is a duty to avoid, 

remedy, or mitigate any adverse effects on the environment arising from an activity (S17), 

including historic heritage. 

Historic heritage is defined (S2) as ‘those natural and physical resources that contribute to 

an understanding and appreciation of New Zealand’s history and cultures, deriving from 

any of the following qualities: (i) archaeological; (ii) architectural; (iii) cultural; (iv) 

historic; (v) scientific; (vi) technological’. Historic heritage includes: ‘(i) historic sites, 

structures, places, and areas; (ii) archaeological sites; (iii) sites of significance to Māori, 

including wahi tapu; (iv) surroundings associated with the natural and physical resources’. 

 

Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014 

In addition to any requirements under the RMA, the HNZPTA protects all archaeological 

sites whether recorded or not, and they may not be damaged or destroyed unless an 

Authority to modify an archaeological site has been issued by Heritage NZ (Section 42). 

An archaeological site is defined by the HNZPTA Section 6 as follows: 

‘archaeological site means, subject to section 42(3), – 

(a) any place in New Zealand, including any building or structure (or part of a 

building or structure) that – 

(i) was associated with human activity that occurred before 1900 or is the site of 

the wreck of any vessel where the wreck occurred before 1900; and 

(ii) provides or may provide, through investigation by archaeological methods, 

evidence relating to the history of New Zealand; and 

(b) includes a site for which a declaration is made under section 43(1)’4 

Authorities to modify archaeological sites can be applied for either in respect to 

archaeological sites within a specified area of land (Section 44(a)), or to modify a specific 

archaeological site where the effects will be no more than minor (Section 44(b)), or for the 

purpose of conducting a scientific investigation (Section 44(c)). Applications that relate to 

sites of Māori interest require consultation with (and in the case of scientific investigations 

the consent of) the appropriate iwi or hapu and are subject to the recommendations of the 

Māori Heritage Council of Heritage NZ. In addition, an application may be made to carry 
 

 

 

 
4 Under Section 42(3) an Authority is not required to permit work on a pre-1900 building unless the building 

is to be demolished. Under Section 43(1) a place post-dating 1900 (including the site of a wreck that occurred 

after 1900) that could provide ‘significant evidence relating to the historical and cultural heritage of New 

Zealand’ can be declared by Heritage NZ to be an archaeological site. 
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out an exploratory investigation of any site or locality under Section 56, to confirm the 

presence, extent and nature of a site or suspected site. 

An authority to modify has been applied for and issued by Heritage New Zealand 

(2025/112) on 2 October 2024 for the Stage 2 works. The authority covers the entire Stage 

2 area and archaeological monitoring will be undertaken in the areas indicated in Figure 44, 

Figure 45 and Figure 46 to investigate and record subsurface remains of site R12/1125 and 

to identify if any additional archaeological sites are present. 

 

Conclusions 

The Flanagan Homestead (R12/1125) has been uplifted and removed from its original 

location, and will be relocated elsewhere within Drury Centre in the future. However, a shell 

midden relating either to the homestead or to earlier Māori settlement will be directly 

affected and other archaeological remains such as building foundations, refuse pits, a well, 

and the remains of associated outbuildings may also be exposed during earthworks. Any 

unavoidable adverse effects on archaeology can be mitigated through the recovery of 

archaeological information relating to the 19th century occupation of the house (and of 

Māori settlement and occupation, if the recently discovered shell midden is found to pre-

date European settlement) through archaeological monitoring, investigation and recording. 

An authority has been applied for and issued under the HNZPTA and archaeological 

monitoring will be carried out to record and investigate the subsurface remains of 

archaeological site (R11/1125) and to determine if any additional sites are present. 

 

 



47 

March 2025 Drury Centre Stage 2- Archaeological Assessment 

 

 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

• All preliminary earthworks at the location of site R12/1125 in the red outlined area on 

Figure 44 should be monitored by an archaeologist to investigate and record the 

archaeological remains. 

• Vegetation clearance and planting works as shown by the black outlined areas in 

Figure 45 and 46 should be monitored by an archaeologist to identify if any 

archaeological remains are present. 

• Preliminary earthworks (topsoil stripping) for the stormwater pond shown in the 

yellow outlined area on Figure 46 should be monitored by an archaeologist to identify 

if any archaeological remains (particularly those associated with the New Zealand 

Wars period) are present. 

• Any archaeological remains that cannot be avoided should be investigated, recorded 

and sampled in accordance with the conditions of Authority (2025/112) issued by 

Heritage NZ 

• In the event of kōiwi tangata (human remains) being uncovered, work should cease 

immediately in the vicinity of the remains and tangata whenua, the Heritage NZ, NZ 

Police and Council should be contacted so that appropriate arrangements can be 

made. 

• Since archaeological survey cannot always detect sites of traditional significance to 

Māori, such as waahi tapu, the tangata whenua should be consulted regarding the 

possible existence of such sites in the development area. 
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APPENDIX C: ARCHAEOLOGICAL MANAGEMENT PLAN 
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