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1.0 THE PROPOSAL 

The Drury South Business Project has been established by 
Stevenson Ltd in consultation with Papakura District Council and 
Franklin District Council. The project investigates the feasibility 
of, concept design and policy framework for developing an area for 
land extensive industries in the vicinity of the Stevenson Quarry 
in the Drury area. 
 
There is a shortage of business land in the Auckland region, 
particularly for manufacturing, wholesale trade, construction, 
transport and storage business. It is envisaged that these are the 
types of activities that could be accommodated in the new 
business area. The project also creates an opportunity to consider 
better transport connections for the area. 
 
As part of the project investigation a series of technical report 
studies will be prepared to address the environmental effects of 
such a project. Stevenson Ltd has invited Te Roopu Kaitiaki O 
Papakura to undertake a Cultural Heritage Assessment as part of 
this investigation. 
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PROJECT STUDY AREA 
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AREA CONTAINMENT 
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2.0 SCOPE OF THE REPORT 

 
The Cultural Heritage Assessment is but a starting point for 
further consultation and dialogue given the scale, scope and 
future implications of the proposal. 
 
The brief for this assessment was:  
 

To collate and produce the Cultural Heritage Assessment 
including recommendations regarding provisions of the plan 
change/structure plan to address any concerns. A draft 
version is to be provided first for comment with a finalised 
version incorporating that comment to follow. 
To review and assess existing documentation relevant to the 
area of interest and future documentation being developed as 
part of the Drury South Business Project Assessment of 
Environment Effects 
To undertake site visits on areas significant to iwi which will 
be done both independently and in conjunction with the 
Archaeologist if relevant to do so 
To initiate internal meetings with iwi representatives [Te 
Roopu Kaitiaki O Papakura] to discuss and deliberate issues 
and provide recommendations as to how the project should 
accommodate any iwi concerns 

 
Further ongoing discussion will be needed to identify information 
gaps in our thinking, raise issues or opportunities we had not 
foreseen, and clarify any issues as identified in this report. Any 
credible engagement with iwi will be based on a relationship of 
trust and reciprocity. As a basic premise iwi should have the 
opportunity to participate in decisions that affect [their] taonga 
and [their] people. It is expected that the Cultural Heritage 
Assessment will assist with ongoing decision making and ensure 
our issues, concerns and values are provided for as the resource 
consent process progresses. 
 
The ultimate goal for iwi is the protection, preservation and 
appropriate management of natural and cultural resources that 
recognises and provides for our cultural interests and values, and 
enables positive outcomes. Iwi have cultural-environmental 
interests and traditional associations to the project site, and wider 
surrounds.  
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3.0 BACKDROP 

 
HE TIKANGA  TE R P  KAITIAKI 

KI TE TIAKI TE 
WAIRUA-TANGA, 

TE AHUREA M  NA AKE WHENUA 
ME NG  PUNA TAONGA. 

T NEI WHAKAATURANGA KI TE 
WHAKAM HIA IA KOUTOU TO T TOU 

WHAKAPAPA, WHENUA, 
WHAKAHAERE  MANA WHENUA.  

 

 
IT IS ESSENTIAL THAT WE, 

THE GUARDIANS HAVE SPIRITUAL AND 
CULTURAL CONTROL OVER OUR 
TRADITIONAL LANDS, WATERS, 

AND RESOURCES. 
OUR INTENSION IS TO GIVE YOU A 

GLIMPSE INTO OUR CULTURE, 
REGION, CULTURE RESOURCES, 

AND CARETAKER RESPONSIBILITIES. 

The Papakura Kaitiaki Collective is a working group of tangata 
whenua representatives with cultural interests and traditional ties 
to the district of Papakura. A primary objective of the collective is 
to ensure that our cultural interests and resources are protected 
and managed appropriately for future generations of our people to 
benefit and utilise. Plan Changes and resource consent 
applications have a major impact on these interests. 
 
Iwi have had a long history in resource management and 
environmental issues within its rohe [tribal domain]. Many 
changes over the years have not always been in the best interests 
of the tribe. Such change has often resulted in the continual 
degradation of many of the tribe s natural and physical resources, 
waahi tapu sites, and other taonga.  
 
Iwi continue to have a spiritual and emotional relationship to 
these places. We never forget our connection to these places. They 
are our inheritance.  
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4.0 BRIEF HISTORY 

 
Members of the Tainui waka settled around the isthmus and 
began to intermarry with the ancestors of Te Waiohua. It was this 
intermarriage and the development of other bonds between the 
people that settlement established.  
 
In pre-European times the landscape would have been more 
varied with swamps and bush. It was a well-travelled route and 
considered a !gateway  into areas of settlement, resource use and 
occupation. Waahi nohoanga [encampments] are still known 
among iwi today on the many headlands and promontories 
around the harbour. Numerous creeks originating from deep 
swamps dissected Manukau making travel difficult and reducing 
the amount of firm, habitable land. 
 
From these vantagepoints, it was possible to observe waka 
movements and receive early warning of the approach of friend or 
foe. In these early times the rivers and streams were wider and 
had different courses than they do now. The waka were able to 
traverse the district with far greater ease than seems possible 
today. The main waka route used by all tribes traversing North 
and South was via the Waikato River then onto the Manukau 
harbour via the Awaroa River and Purapura.  
 
Papakura-Drury has always been regarded by iwi as having a 
strategic position to Tamaki Makaurau [Auckland]. Numerous Iwi 
and hapu were mobile throughout the area. Whether visiting, 
passing through or conquest, a number of complex inter-tribal 
relationships developed around the harbour shoreline. The 
relationship of our people to the water is evidenced by the many 
marae [and Pa remnants] still in close proximity to the harbour 
shores. The marae have traditionally enjoyed rights to the water, 
its resources and access to them.  
 
The harbours and adjacent land were used extensively, 
particularly during the summer months, for fishing camps and 
the collection of resources from the forests and coasts, including 
timber, birds and plant fibres. Archaeological evidence shows a 
clear pattern of site distribution, with settlement particularly 
focussed on headlands jutting out into the harbour and at the 
entrance to major estuaries or creeks. These locations provided 
easy access to the harbour and inland sites, easy canoe landings, 
fresh water and land suitable for seasonal gardens and would 
have been visited year after year to keep the gardens and 
maintain fishing rights. 
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In 2001 a report was prepared by ARC archaeologist Kim Tatton 
titled Cultural Heritage in the Auckland Region: Priority Areas for 
Survey and Assessment. The section Papakura District Cultural 
Heritage Resources of that report stated: 
 

Maori archaeological sites make up the greater part of all recorded 
cultural heritage sites in Papakura district. It is predicted that 
Papakura district would have been intensively settled by Maori 
because of its strategic location at the south eastern extremity of the 
Manukau Harbour, and at the entrance to major inland route ways 
to Clevedon and Wairoa in the east, and along the flats on the edge 
of the Hunua Ranges between the Tamaki isthmus and the Waikato 
in the South. Traditional and archaeological records indicate that 
each of the main valley systems of the Drury   Papakura Hills were 
occupied at least on a seasonal basis to hunt and gather forest 
resources. Recorded sites in this area on the whole are widely 
scattered, but with occasional clusters adjacent to streams and on 
the high ridges of the hills and ranges. 
 
The low lying poorly drained soil areas of the lowlands in the west 
of Papakura district would not have been attractive to Maori for 
settlement, although they would have been exploited for their 
wetland resources and birdlife. Selected areas at the base of the 
foothills where there were arable and swamp soils are likely to be 
cultivated. Recent archaeological surveys have confirmed this 
settlement pattern. The lowland area of Papakura district has 
subsequently undergone extensive modification by 20th century 
development. 
 
In the 1850!s Maori occupied a village called Te Aparangi on the 
lower slopes of Pukekiwiriki. In the early 1860!s the Waikato 
campaign of the NZ Wars created a military buildup in the wider 
Papakura area. Two European garrison redoubt sites from this 
period are recorded in Papakura district   Papakura redoubt and 
Drury redoubt. The Drury redoubt has been destroyed by 
development. The resulting land confiscations and subsequent land 
division that followed the NZ Wars played an important role in the 
historic settlement in the lowlands of Papakura. 
 
Maketu was traversed by the Ararimu track, one of the three main 
Maori route ways to the Waikato, which ran from the Manukau 
lowlands across the Drury escarpment to Paparimu and then south 
to Mangatawhiri. Along the Drury Papakura escarpment mainly pits 
and terraces have been recorded above sizeable watercourses and 
associated with basalt intrusions along the face of the escarpment. 
Scattered on hillsides beyond the escarpment were middens and 
stone structures. The pits were often located singly, without other 
archaeological evidence and therefore were likely to have been 
associated with garden areas. Promontories or high hills on or near 
the escarpment are likely to have had a pa site in pre-European 
times where the communities cultivated the extensive swampy 
ground at the base of the hills as well as in the stream valleys 
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running back into the hills. Te Maketu Pa, on the boundary of 
Papakura district and Franklin district is though to have been 
central to Maori occupation of the area. 

 
Tatton continues to state that the only survey carried out within 
the Drury Hills countryside living area was part of an 
archaeological survey of Te Maketu Pa and the Bombay-Papakura 
escarpment. Tatton recommends that the Drury Hills countryside 
Living Area be surveyed and assessed for cultural heritage sites 
given the lack of survey currently undertaken. 
 
Statements made by elders during the Manukau Harbour 
hearings enlighten us of the principles, which have dominated 
from the very beginning and provided the foundation for later 
environmental controls and customary practices [tikanga]. 
 

"We were taught a respect for the sea, the sea gods and for 
Kaiwhare the guardian spirit of the Manukau who wreaked havoc 
on transgressors. We were told of the maintenance of the laws of 
the sea through tapu and rahui (with their self-imposed 
punishments by whaka hawea and Maori mate). We were 
introduced to rules that compelled quietness at sea and prohibited 
food on the water, gutting fish at sea or opening shellfish, lighting 
fires or cooking on the shoreline. Bathing was prohibited in certain 
places at certain times and urinating in the water was prohibited at 
all times. We were told how the people used kits not sacks, never 
dragged the kits over shellfish beds, dug only with their hands, 
replaced upturned rocks, and never took more than their needs.  We 
were given brief references to incantations and rituals (still 
practised by many). The reading of signs was a specialised art, the 
reading being taken from wave patterns, fish breaking the waves, 
shellfish digging deeper into the bed, bird movements and the 
growth or blooms of trees. The appropriate places for collecting 
various fish and shellfish according to seasonal migratory and 
spawning and feeding habits# 

 
A sense of grievance among iwi still exists today with the loss of 
lands and fisheries. Much !ill feeling  underlies the sentiment from 
iwi regarding the large-scale drainage and accelerated settlement 
of these places, the swamps and wetlands. The damage which has 
been caused to the mauri of waterways, the cultural offence 
caused by practices such as sewage and effluent discharge, the 
damage to and loss of mahinga kai, rongoa, and building 
resources these natural places once held and the damage to the 
health of the iwi.  
 
The Fairburn purchase [known as !Tamaki  in Old Land Claim 
files] came into being as the result of peace making attempts by 
missionaries. The missionaries mistakenly believed that the 
underlying reason for the instability of the Tamaki region was the 
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competition between Waikato and Thames tribes for the large area 
of relatively unpopulated borderland later incorporated in the 
!purchase . Henry Williams argued that the territory should be 
ceded to missionaries and held in trust as a buffer between the 
contending parties, thereby removing any immediate obstacles to 
peace. As a result, the deed of sale for this huge block of land 
originally calculated as being 40,000 acres. The land was 
acquired by a series of payments, almost exclusively in trade 
goods such as blankets, pipes, adzes, tobacco, garden 
implements, clothing etc, valued at £907.  
 
On 12 July 1837, Fairburn signed an agreement promising to 
return one-third of the block back to its Maori owners once the 
boundaries had been surveyed. In the 1840s Fairburn s Purchase 
was examined by the Land Claims Commission and eventually he 
received a number of grants totalling 5,495 acres, slightly less 
than one seventh of his original purchase. However, the 
!disallowed  parts of the purchase did not automatically revert to 
the Maori owners but became !Surplus Land  at the disposal of 
the Crown. In 1851 the land was estimated to be nearly 75,000 
acres and a century later at 83,947 acres.  
 
The grievances continued with the land confiscations of the 
1860 s. By confiscation the tribes lost most of their lands 
including villages and sacred places. We live with this loss today. 
To many of our people that confiscation just didn t stop in 1863. 
It continued in one form or another, from then to the present day. 
The loss of customary land ownership is no better described than 
in the Manukau Harbour Claim findings: 
 

"Despite pleas that remaining Native Reserves should be held by 
tribes as a whole, in accordance with Maori custom, the Maori Land 
Court was established and directed by Parliament to convert tribal 
titles to titles held in individual ownership and this was duly done. 
In accordance with the same laws, lands that were owned by large 
numbers were vested by the Court in ten or fewer persons to 
facilitate the issuing of Crown Grants These people, being recorded 
on the titles without reference to any trust, came to be regarded as 
absolute owners and disposed of the land as such, or were 
succeeded by their children so as to defeat the inheritance of the 
majority. Tribal control was thereby lost, and with pressure from the 
growth of Auckland, further lands were sold#. 

 
Today the guardian families of the Manukau Papakura rohe are 
represented in various marae Whatapaka, Pukaki, Kaiaua, 
Umupuia and Tahunakaitoto. Each of these marae once thrived 
and relished in easy access to the bounty of the surrounding 
resources, including the many significant waterways used for 
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traversing, food harvesting, building material and ceremonial 
purposes like the Te Maketu and Hingaia.   



11

5.0 TE MAKETU PA 

Extract taken out of the Management plan compiled for Te 
Maketu by Whatapaka Marae Committee. 
 
Historical Background 
 
Te Maketu is a place with a long and rich human history.  Its 
volcanic features and soils, strategic location and temperate 
climate have attracted human settlement for many hundreds of 
years.  This report focuses upon historic and archaeological 
records of Maori and European occupation relating to Te Maketu 
Historic Reserve.   
 
The Historic Reserve comprises almost 12 hectares of land on 
three separate allotments in the area today known as Ramarama.   
 
The allotments are commonly referred to as Peach Hill Pa (lot 
165/206), Pratt s Road cemetery Pa (lot 136A) and Opaheke 
Domain Pa (lot 132).   
 
Early Maori Settlement 
 
Te Maketu was a favourable location for Maori settlement.  It was 
situated in a highly strategic position, on one of the few tracks 
connecting Auckland and the Waikato.  Archaeologist, Alan 
Clarke, described the importance of Te Maketu s position as 
follows:    
 
"Te Maketu guards the Ararimu track which linked the Auckland 
Isthmus with the headwaters of the Mangatawhiri Creek which 
was one of the main canoe routes both to Waikato and the 
Hauraki Gulf in the prehistoric period.   
 
One of the three overland trails into the Waikato, the Ararimu 
track skirted the Papakura swamp before taking a precipitous 
and rugged course through the densely forested hills to 
Mangatawhiri Stream.   
 
Extensive views of the flat undulating country leading across to 
the Manukau in the northwest and to the Bombay Hills in the 
southwest gave it a distinct strategic advantage.   
 
Access to these areas was possible for part of the way along two 
tributary streams of Karaka Creek (ie. the Hingaia and Maketu 
Streams) which ran in deep and easily navigated in winter 
allowing access from Manukau harbour to within a few hundred 
metres of the site of it.# 
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Te Maketu by Hawira Maki 
 
The name  Maketu! 
 
An historical explanation for the name Maketu was provided by 
historian, George Graham.  He based his information on recorded 
conversations with Tamaki elders throughout the late 1800s and 
early 1900s.  It appears, however, that Graham s explanation for 
Maketu combined several separate incidents.  He described 
Maketu as follows 
 

"Lift or pull up with rollers#. Near Bombay. Originally tribal area of 
Ngariki.  Te Korahura of Ngati Paoa attacked them.  Battle was 
called Te Rakahorahora (dried up and withered in the sun) because 
slain lay all day in a hot summer sun before being eaten by Ngati 
Paoa. Noia, whose pa was at Maketu attacked Korahura to avenge 
this and defeated Ngati Paoa at Tuahu (Wairoa district) hence the 
canoe Kahumauroa was skidded on rollers. 

 
Kaumatua (elders) continue the story, explaining that surviving 
Tangata Whenua later returned and buried the bones.  The area 
was then declared Waahi Tapu. 
 
Linked to Te Maketu 
 
Te Maketu has also been linked with the place of the same name 
in Hawaiki, from where the last Maori canoe departed for New 
Zealand. It has been suggested that Te Maketu was the first place 
of rest chosen by Maori on their arrival in New Zealand. Certainly 
the tropical microclimate of the cones is reminiscent of a warmer, 
pacific climate.   
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Cheiftainess Hingaia  
 
The Hingaia Stream and its catchment, this is an area, which 
was, formerly, densely populated by Maori.  Hingaia was a 
cheiftainess who is buried at Maketu (near Stevenson s quarry).   
 
The stream, which bears her name, represents her.  The stream 
and surrounding area therefore have special meaning for Maori. 
Any further development needs to be considered by Iwi very 
carefully as any major impact on the value of traditional land and 
waterways will not be supported by tangata whenua. 
    

 
After the Ngapuhi Raid during the early 1800s, Ngati Tamaoho (Te 
Akitai) moved into the area of Te Maketu while the Ngati Pou 
chiefs returned to Tuakau and Pokeno Ngati Tamaoho and Ngati 
Pou arose from the union of Waikato and the inhabitants of 
western and southern sides of the Manukau,  
 
The Ngati Tamaoho chief whom resided sometimes at Te Maketu 
over this period was Pepene Te Hihi. He was the grandson of Te 
Wai O Hua Chief, Kiwi Tamaki. Te Tihi s son, was Ihaka Takanini, 
he lived most of his life at Pukaki in Mangere but had large claims 
to land in South Auckland.  
 
Ngati Tamaoho was known to occupy parts of Te Maketu and also 
began cultivating the land on the flat below the pa. They planted 
harakiekie (flax) and crops it is documented that in 1842 Edward 
Short land visited Te Maketu and Te Tihi s people fed him fish 
from the Manukau and Kumara. Grown on the flats below the pa 
other notable crops were peaches, fig trees, gooseberries. Crops 
were also sold in Auckland markets it was common to see Maori 
from Te Maketu with flax basket full of crops from Te Maketu.  
 
Some kaumatua recall visiting Te Maketu with other Iwi to 
witness the cutting down of a large totara from Te Maketu at 


















































