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Page 8 — Archaeological Assessment of the Proposed New School Site. Lot 5 DP 388478, Kaiwaka

3.0 Proposed Development

No plans for the proposed school are available but the working assumption for this assessment is that
the western two thirds of the property will be developed and require extensive earthworks to
rehakiljtate the area of the existing dwelling and buildings, and provide platforms for new facilities
including school buildings, carparking, playgrounds and playing fields across the western three hectares

_——
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w property.

T 40 Methodology
4.1 Desktop and Field Assessment

The methods used to assess the presence and state of archaeological remains in the project area
included both a desktop review and field survey. The desktop survey involved an investigation of written
records relating to the history of the property. These included regional archaeological publications and
unpublished reports, New Zealand Archaeological Association Site Record Files (NZAA SRF - ArchSite -
www.archsite.org.nz - is the online repository of the NZAA SRF), and land plans held at Land Information
New Zealand.

The field assessment involved pedestrian survey with limited subsurface probing. No spade testing was
undertaken as there were numerous opportunities to view soil profiles in eroded and cut areas, and no
potential archaeological features to test.

4.2 Significance Assessment

Where archaeological sites, features and/or values are present in the vicinity of the proposed
subdivision, two sets of criteria are used to assess their significance:

The first set of criteria assess the potential of the site to provide a better understanding of New
Zealand’s past using scientific archaeological methods. These categories are focussed on the intra-site
level.

How complete is the site? Are parts of it already damaged or destroyed?
A complete, undisturbed site has a high value in this section, a partly destroyed or damaged site has
moderate value and a site of which all parts are damaged is of low value.

How diverse are the features to be expected during an archaeological excavation on the site? A site with
only one or two known or expected feature types is of low value. A site with some variety in the known
or expected features is of moderate value and a site like a defended kainga which can be expected to
contain a complete feature set for a given historic/prehistoric period is of high value in this category.

How rare is the site? Rarity can be described in a local, regional and national context. If the site is not
rare at all, it has no significance in this category. If the site is rare in a local context only it is of low
significance, if the site is rare in a regional context, it has moderate significance and it is of high
significance it the site is rare nationwide.

The second set of criteria puts the site into its broader context: inter-site, archaeological landscape and
historic/oral traditions.

What is the context of the site within the surrounding archaeological sites? The question here is the part
the site plays within the surrounding known archaeological sites. A site which sits amongst similar
surrounding sites without any specific features is of low value. A site which occupies a central position
within the surrounding sites is of high value.




