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Mayhead Road, Waiuku:
archaeological monitoring,
final report

Land previously under pasture on a peninsula at the end of Mayhead Road,
Waiuku (Lots 1, 3 and 4, DP 385537), was developed in 2009 for a commercial
cropping operation. This operation was carried out by the lessee of the property, AS
Wilcox and Sons Ltd. Initial ploughing and works to install drains and silt ponds
associated with this development resulted in the exposure of multiple archaeological deposits across the property. As a consequence an archaeological survey and
assessment was requested by New Zealand Historic Places Trust (HPT). Previously
only three archaeological sites had been identified on the property in the New
Zealand Archaeological Association site fi le: R12/864, 865 and 866, all shell middens recorded around the coastal margins. The full survey of the whole property
was carried out by archaeologists Beatrice Hudson and Jaden Harris on 1 October
2009, with subsequent monitoring carried out by Hudson on 3 May 2010 and final
monitoring by Harris on 24 March 2011. This report is intended to summarise all
previous archaeological work and report the results of the final stage of monitoring
in full.
As a result of the initial survey 29 different exposures of midden, one historic
European deposit, and one site containing both shell midden and historic material were identified (Hudson 2009). Midden exposures in close proximity were
amalgamated into single sites with the results that six new sites were recorded as
R11/975–80. As the property had recently been ploughed ground visibility was
good and the extent of each site was recorded using handheld GPS units (Figure 2).
Shell middens had been exposed and dispersed by ploughing and the installation
of silt traps and drains around the edges of the property had resulted in damage to
some of the sites.
The survey showed that archaeological evidence on the property was much more
extensive than previously recorded and HPT requested a more detailed report outlining the damage to sites and the potential significance of individual sites. This
involved background research on the history of land ownership of the property carried out by Jennifer Low. This report (Hudson 2010a) found that part of the property had been owned by the Church Missionary Society in the 19th century and
was the location of the Moeatoa Mission Station. The assessment of significance for
each site is summarised in Table 1. It was recommended that sites R12/976 and 978

Site

Significance Site type

Name

R12/864
R12/865
R12/866
R12/975
R12/976
R12/977
R12/978
R12/979
R12/980

moderate
low
low
low
high
low
high
low
low

Moeatoa Mission Station

midden
midden
midden
midden
historic
midden
midden & historic
midden
midden

Moeatoa Marae

Table 1. Assessment of significance of archaeological sites (after Hudson 2010a).
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1. Location map
showing location of
recorded archaeological sites (the approximate area shown in
Figures 2 is outlined).
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historic sites identified during the 2009
survey. The area
that was regrassed is
highlighted.
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be protected from future earthworks and development by being fenced off (including a buffer zone of 10 m). For other sites around the coastal margin it was noted
that the extent of most of the middens would be protected within the 10 m coastal
buffer zone required by the then Auckland Regional Council for sediment control,
or that sites could be protected by extending this buffer zone where appropriate.
For sites of low significance it was recommended that an authority be applied for
from HPT to destroy or modify the sites.
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Previous archaeological monitoring
New Zealand Historic Places Trust Authority 2010/335 was granted to allow
modification or destruction of all or part of sites R12/865, 975, 977, 979 and 980
in order to allow continued cropping and earthworks for sediment control. The
authority required that any further sediment control earthworks that could affect
archaeological sites be monitored by an archaeologist. It also required that the 10
m coastal buffer zone, which is also required for sediment control, be extended to
15 m around sites R12/864, 866 and part of 975, and that these extensions be determined by an archaeologist. The authority did not allow any further modification
of two potentially highly significant historic sites (R12/976 and 978) and imposed
the condition that they must be preserved by being cordoned off with a permanent
fence.
On 3 May 2010 the property was visited by archaeologist Beatrice Hudson to
assist with marking out the areas where the coastal buffer was to be extended to
15 m. This was done at sites R12/864, 866 and 975 middens F, H and I. The areas
to be fenced off around sites R12/976 and 978 were also marked out. For R12/976
this included the top and western slope of the raised, flat area where historic artefact concentrations were visible on the ploughed ground surface. At R12/978 this
included the whole site, middens A to F. The buffer was created from the edges of
visible midden and/or historic artefacts and GPS co-ordinates taken for the site
damage report were used as a guide where the ground surface was not as easily
visible under vegetation.
The digging of two new sediment traps was monitored at the head of the creek
not far from R12/975, midden H, but no midden or other archaeological features
were uncovered. Other sediment control measures to take place near R12/866 and
R12/980 were not monitored, as these did not involve disturbing the ground surface any further and did not pose any threat to the archaeology.
None of the ploughed midden patches were considered suitable for radiocarbon dating because of disturbance and lack of context. One sample was taken of
the intact shell midden layer at R12/980 B, where it had been exposed by earlier
digging of sediment control drains. The radiocarbon result gave a date of cal AD
1670–1820 at 68% confidence interval and AD 1630–modern at 95.4%. The date
range is not very precise but a late pre- European Maori occupation seems most
likely. For full details see Appendix D.
Summary of land ownership
The subject property is located within 600 acres of land (Omaru and Moeatoa
Blocks) originally sold by Ngati Te Ata Chiefs in September 1837 to Reverend
Robert Maunsell and James Hamlin to be held in trust for the Church Missionary
Society. The Moeatoa Block was subsequently granted by the Crown to Reverend
G. A. Kessling, Reverend John Alexander Wilson and Robert Vidal as trustees of
the Church Missionary Society (Figure 3). The total acreage granted was 253 acres
3 roods and 2 perches and legally identified as Allotment 144, Parish of Waipipi
(2G/37, LINZ Auckland).
On 28 December 1896 the Trust Board sold the property to Ellen Flavell of
Waiuku, farmer, for the sum of £100 (R56/124, LINZ Auckland). Flavell divided the
253 acre property into two equal properties with the northern half brought under
the Land Transfer Act. The southern half (the subject property) with admeasurements 126 acres 3 roods 21 perches was sold to Henare Kaihau, of Waiuku, Maori
Chief on 15 June 1901 for the sum of £82.10.0 (R136/192, LINZ Auckland). At
the time of purchase Henare Kaihau was a sitting Member of Parliament occupying the Western Maori seat. Certificate of Title NA302/205 was issued to Henare
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Kaihau on 26 May 1920. Kaihau died the
following day and the property passed to
the Public Trustee to administer.
The Public Trustee conveyed the property to George John Baker of Hamilton,
Farmer, on 30 April 1929 (NA302/205,
LINZ). Baker retained ownership for
only a short time selling to John Lorrett of
Hamilton, Farmer on 7 August 1931. Lorrett
remained owner of the land until his death
with the property subsequently passing to
his widow, Anne Lorrett on 29 March 1945.
The property came into the hands of the
present owners, Barry and Raewyn Teague,
in 1967.
Monitoring, March 2011

3 Boundary of land
granted by the
Crown to the Church
Missionary Society
3 August 1855. The
subject property is
the southern half of
the block (2G/37, LINZ
Auckland).

After consultation between the owner
(Barry Teague), the lessee (AS Wilcox and
Sons Ltd) and HPT, it was agreed that the
whole of the area as shown in Figure 2 would
be re-grassed prior to a final agreement on
a possible covenant to protect sites R12/976
and 978 being settled between the owner
and HPT. At this stage the project was taken
over by archaeologist Jaden Harris.
This area had not been cultivated or cropped since the first survey was conducted on 1 October 2009. The topsoil was still in potato furrows and weeds had
been sprayed off. A management plan for re-grassing was submitted by AS Wilcox
and Sons Ltd to HPT and work carried out under the condition that works be subject to archaeological monitoring. Works for re-grassing were monitored by Jaden
Harris on 24 March 2011.
Results
Preparation for re-grassing involved two tractors lightly cultivating and levelling
the soil, one of which was fitted with a rotary-hoe type implement and the other
basically just raking the soil out. Once the soil was prepared another tractor with a
tiller seeder was used to plant the grass seed. This process resulted in each square
metre of ground being passed over by a tractor drawn implement up to half a dozen
times. Disturbance however was confined to the topsoil that had previously been
cultivated into potato furrows.
While this activity would not disturb the ground any further it had the potential to further damage or destroy historic material exposed on the surface. Historic
material had only been briefly inspected in the field during the 2009 survey, but
had not been formally sampled and analysed. The initial impression from the 2009
survey was that material associated with R12/978 dated to the late 19th century
or early 20th century, while material around site R12/976 was earlier and possibly
pre-1850 in date. Due to time constraints at that stage no surface collection of
material was made, which would have allowed for the sites to be precisely dated
and the nature of the sites to be better understood. It was also noted during the
2009 survey that the property appeared to have been ploughed previously.
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Therefore, a decision was made on the spot to walk over the area ahead of the
tractors and collect a representative sample of historic material exposed on the surface. Although this was focused on the historic sites, the rest of the area was also
walked over to check for any exposed Maori artefacts. If not collected this material
would have been further damaged by the cultivation and any information gained
from its analysis lost.
This was achieved by walking up every second or third potato furrow across
each site. At site R11/976 a greater effort was made to collect the exposed ceramics and other material, due to the potential significance of the site. At site R11/978
material was spread out over a much wider area and the primary aim was to collect
diagnostic pieces to date the site.
All of the historic material collected was from within the GPS polygons previously established. Analysis of the material was conducted ex gratis by Jaden Harris.
As a general observation from both sites it was noted that ceramics and glassware had been broken into small pieces by historic ploughing. Examination of the
breaks indicated that most damage had been caused by historic cultivation. The
amount of damage to generally robust artefacts such as glass bottle tops and bases,
and bricks, indicated that the area had been ploughed on more than one occasion
in the past and this damage to artefacts is of long duration. Although the samples
come from partially disturbed contexts, there is a clear differentiation in both time
and space between the two sites and the samples are considered as being representative of the sites.
Analysis of the material confirmed that site R12/976 is the most likely candidate for the Moeatoa Mission Station (1836–39) and the site record has been
updated to reflect this. Artefacts exposed at R12/976 included transfer printed
ceramics, stoneware, clay tobacco pipe fragments, brick fragments and bottle glass
fragments. Only diagnostic artefacts which could be used to date the site such as
ceramics, clay tobacco pipes and glassware were sampled. Of most interest was the
presence of transfer printed patterns including Canova, Byron Views, Broseley and
Willow, which potentially could have been produced prior to 1836. Several patterns also have parallels with early 19th century historic sites in the Bay of Islands,
which is where the CMS were supplying their southern mission stations from.
The full report on the analysis of the material is included in Appendices B and C.
Due to the nature of the site being confirmed further research into the history of
Moetoa Mission Station was also conducted and is included in Appendix A.
At site R12/978 a much smaller sample of material was collected and analysis suggests that it is the site of the settlement associated with Moeatoa Marae.
This settlement dates from c.1896, when the property was sold by the CMS, to the
1920s when the occupants were forcibly ejected by the Public Trustee (Report of
the Waitangi Tribunal on the Manukau claim, Section 5.3). Of the ceramics and
glassware analysed all of the material dates to within this timeframe. No earlier
material associated with the mission station was present in this area.
Given that there are two recorded historical occupations on the property that
match the two historic archaeological deposits, the only reasonable interpretation is the identification of R11/976 as Moeatoa Mission Station and R11/978 as
Moeatoa Marae.
Also collected during the walkover of the site was a fragment of an adze and an
obsidian flake. The adze fragment was found in the middle of the area in no clear
association to any of the midden exposures and is marked on Figure 2. The adze
appears to have suffered damage from ploughing and only the bevel end is present.
It is of greywacke and of a form which dates to the late prehistoric period. The fragment is 51 mm wide, 70 mm long and 30 mm thick. It is fully ground with some
remnant hammer dressing on the back. The cutting edge is badly chipped along
half its length and is probably the reason why it was discarded.

5

6

Mayhead Road, Waiuku

The obsidian flake was not found in the area being re-grassed, but on the track
around the cultivated area by site R12/975. The flake is grey in colour and has
maximum dimensions of 39 x 34 mm by 21 mm thick. Along one edge a 32 mm
long section shows heavy unifacial wear. The flake was sitting on the surface and
had been exposed by rain washing away the soil around it.
Discussion
Archaeological monitoring at the property at the end of Mayhead Road is now
complete. The future use of the area that has been re-grassed is still under negotiation between the landowner and the lessee, but it is still proposed by HPT that sites
R12/978 and R12/976 be protected by a legal covenant on the title of the property.
The sites have been damaged in the past by ploughing, probably on more than one
occasion, and what portion of the sites remains intact has not been archaeologically tested. Site R12/978 has now been shown to date from the very last years of
the 19th century (if that) and is mostly a 20th century site. Even so, it is of some
historic significance. The shell midden associated with the site, which contains
mainly scallop shell, has a noticeably different composition to the coastal middens, and is also likely to be historic in origin. The presumed prehistoric middens
around the coast also contain scallop shell, but are mainly comprised of cockle.
The Moeatoa Mission Station (R12/976) although similarly damaged, is still of
high significance. It is one of the first European settlements in Franklin District
(now part of Auckland City); it is representative of an important period and an
important theme in local, regional and national history; and it is symbolic of early
interaction between Maori and Pakeha. The site is known to have comprised several raupo buildings and other features would have included fences, drains and
chimneys. While these features will likely have been truncated by repeated historic
ploughing, postholes indicating the layout of the buildings may still be preserved
below the plough-zone and deeper features such as wells, rubbish pits and latrines
may be well preserved.
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Appendix A: History of the Moeatoa
Mission Station
In general histories one of the few references to Moeatoa is in Muir (1983) who
writes of a fishing village called Moeatoa being located in this area – “a fishing
village on the west bank of the Needles (opposite the steel mill), near Waiuku” —
which also became the location of the Church Missionary Society Station in 1836
where the Maunsell and Hamlin missionary families lived. Details of the origin
of the name are unclear but most likely relate to Maori occupation prior to the
establishment of the mission. The fishing village which Muir writes of is unlikely to
have been contemporary with the Mission Station and may refer to earlier prehistoric occupation around the site, for which there is ample evidence, or to the later
Moeatoa Marae settlement.
That Moeatoa was chosen as the site for a new mission station was partly a
response to the shifting centres of population of the Maori tribes of the Manukau
and Waikato districts and a general policy of expansion to the southward by
the CMS. In the 1837 Missionary Register of the CMS ten stations are listed for
New Zealand: Tepuna, Kerikeri, Paihia, Waimate, Kaitaia, Puriri, Mangapouri,
Matamata, Rotorua and Tauranga (CMS Missionary Register for 1837: 162). Of
these only three are in the Auckland/Waikato region and so the CMS sought to
establish new mission stations in this region closer to the centres of Maori population. Moeatoa is not mentioned in the 1837 edition as information was up to
and sometimes over twelve months old by the time it was published by the CMS
in London. Prior to the establishment of Moeatoa James Hamlin had travelled
through the area on at least four occasions and it was probably in late 1835, in the
company of Henry Williams, that the site for the new mission station was chosen
(Ryburn 1979: 61). The site was chosen for the ease of access to the Manukau peoples on one side and the Waikato peoples on the other, rather than for the convenience of the missionaries. There is no indication from the surviving records that
the site was occupied by Maori at the time.
Robert Maunsell was newly arrived in the country and Moeatoa was to be his
first station, whereas James Hamlin had been in New Zealand since 1826 and it
was his fourth appointment. While Maunsell was an ordained minister, Hamlin
was a catechist, who had been appointed by the CMS under Marsden’s ‘mechanical
arts’ policy, and part of the delay in setting up the new station appears to have been
around reservations over Hamlin’s qualifications to take on the role of missionary
(Garrett 1991: 57). On 20 August 1836 Robert Maunsell and his wife Susan arrived
at Moeatoa and the Hamlin’s arrived shortly after on 12 September (Ryburn 1979:
64, 66). Preparations for the move had been in train throughout the year and the
Maunsell’s arrived to find their raupo whare awaiting them.
As early as March 1836 Hamlin had begun preparing for the move by dismantling the chimney of Stack’s former house at Mangapouri (at the junction of the
Waipa and Puniu Rivers) and having the bricks transported to Moeatoa on a large
canoe built by Maori under his direction for the purpose (Garrett 1991: 57). The
bricks had apparently been manufactured by Charles Marshall for the Mangapouri
station (Ryburn 1979: 56). Charles Marshall was a European trader who settled
at Port Waikato after arriving in New Zealand aboard the Sydney Packet in 1830
(Tonson 1966: 34). At the July 1836 meeting of the Southern Committee of the
CMS at Matamata, a heifer was authorised for the new station, 1000 feet of boards
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and six window sashes were sent ahead for
Maunsell’s house and around the same time
Hamlin dismantled the floor and windows
of Stack’s house at Mangapouri for his use
at Moeatoa (Garrett 1991: 57).
The houses for both the Maunsell and
Hamlin families at Moeatoa were constructed of raupo by native labour. The
whares were constructed from raupo, bound
together in tight bundles, and tied with flax
onto a framework of posts. A ditch was dug
around the outside for drainage and the
roof was finished off with wiwi (Garrett
1991: 59). Susan Maunsell wrote that “while
new they make comfortable dwellings, but
so inflammable is the raupo that in case of
fire it would be a hopeless thing to rescue property” (Garrett 1991: 59). In June
1838 Susan further describes their house at Moeatoa: “Our present hut contains
four conveniently sized rooms, a closet, adjoining bedroom, large pantry and
little study. Our sitting room in turn serves the purpose of parlour, schoolroom,
laundry, kitchen etc” (Garrett 1991: 59). Most of the finishing work to the houses
was undertaken by the missionaries themselves and in November 1836 Hamlin
recorded the building of a brick chimney (Ryburn 1979: 69). Presumably he would
also have laid the floorboards in his new dwelling that he had removed from Stack’s
former house at Mangapouri as well. Other structures that were likely to have been
erected are fences, a store, a chapel and various outbuildings.
There are no known images of the Moeatoa mission station but the site was
visited by William Wade while it was operational and the following description is
taken from his account:
Moeatoa, at the time of which I am now writing, (January 1838,)
was occupied as a Church Mission station, by the Rev. R. Maunsell
and Mr. Hamlin, who, with their families, were residing in a couple
of rather mean looking rush houses; which, with a small chapel of
the same material, and a few out-buildings, constituted the settlement. Its site formed a peninsula, the deep and winding creek being
navigable for canoes and boats some distance beyond it. The land
at Moeatoa, and far back from the settlement, is level, but wretchedly barren, and destitute of wood; while, on the opposite side of the
creek, the soil is excellent, and wood close at hand. There seemed no
reason for choosing the place for Mission purposes but convenience
of access to the Manukau people on one side, and to the Waikato
tribes on the other. Moeatoa has since been abandoned, for the formation of two distinct stations, one near the heads of Manukau, and
the other on the Waikato River.
There were not more than seventy or eighty natives attending the
Sunday services at Moeatoa chapel when I was there, and the Sunday
school attendance on the same day was fift y-two. But with no Mission
school have I been better pleased, both as to the manner in which it
was conducted and the effects produced (Wade 1842: 80–81).
Descriptions of Moeatoa from Maunsell or Hamlin are confined mainly to brief
passages from correspondence written to the CMS secretaries or other missionaries. However, there are no substantial accounts of the time at Moeatoa; Hamlin had
earlier kept a diary but this relates to his work before Moeatoa and Maunsell did
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not keep a diary. Further writings of James Hamlin are held in the Hocken Library
but have not been accessed and it is not known if they cover his time at Moeatoa.
In the day to day running of the mission station Maunsell and Hamlin took
it in turns to travel about the district and to attend the six-monthly meeting of
the Southern Committee. A boy’s school was run at the mission and Mrs Hamlin
and Mrs Maunsell conducted a girl’s school on alternate days (Garrett 1991: 62).
Material supplies for the mission came from Kerikeri to Tauranga and were distributed from there. Hamlin was responsible for collecting the Moeatoa supplies
from Hauraki and had two boats for the purpose. This system required regular
book-keeping and a separate store at each station and continued until 1842 when it
was superseded by monetary salaries (Garret 1991: 31).
By 1838 the Maori population was shifting again with people concentrated
around the mouth of the Waikato and further to the north on the shores of the
Manukau. In 1838 Maunsell made it known to the Southern Committee that he
and Hamlin were anxious to have approval for a proposed division of their station, with Hamlin to move to Orua Bay and Maunsell to the mouth of the Waikato
(Garrett 1991: 73). Around September Maunsell travelled with his wife, who was in
poor health, to Paihia, leaving Hamlin in sole charge of a large parish. From Paihia
Maunsell wrote to the Secretaries again strongly expressing his view to divide the
mission:
The proportion the northern district bears to the southern I have
heard compared … to those which the shankbone of a leg of mutton
bears to the whole joint … There are 15 missionaries in the northern
district … All except one fit for active service and occupying stations
of which, all except Kaitaia, are only a three hour visit from each
other. At the Southward there are only 9 occupying our 5 stations of
whom 4 are in very delicate health. All our wives except Mrs Stack
and Mrs Preece are also invalids. Tauranga is two hard days journey from Rotorua, and Hauraki two days and a half from Tauranga.
Maraetai is placed at the opposite side of the wide and dangerous
firth of Thames and Moeatoa is a two days journey from Maraetai.
Travelling inland from Moeatoa to Rotorua to committee is a ten day
journey and five (out of nine) must attend committee (Garrett 1991:
73).
Maunsell returned late in December but was preoccupied with securing land
for the new station at Waikato Heads. In January 1839 Mr and Mrs Ashwell arrived
at Moeatoa to assist with the mission duties (Ryburn 1979: 74). However, by the
middle of the same year Moeatoa had been abandoned. On June 1839 Hamlin
moved with his family to Orua Bay (Ryburn 1979: 75). Shortly after Maunsell was
established at Maraetai (Waikato Heads) and in a letter to the Secretaries dated 27
July 1839 wrote: “I am now happy to inform you that through divine goodness,
we have succeeded though in the depths of winter to remove from Moeatoa to
Waikato Heads. Such a step I trust I shall never be obliged to take again as long as
Mrs Maunsell continues in her present state of health” (Garrett 1991: 82).
Later history of Moeatoa
In the years between 1839 and 1896 when the land passed out of the hands of the
CMS to Ellen Flavell, little is known about the site. Any materials of substance in
the buildings such as floor boards and window sashes are likely to have been taken
away by Hamlin and Maunsell for use at their new stations and the raupo huts
would have decayed within a few years. There is no mention of Maori occupation
on the site at the time the station was established, but rather that Maori were living
near the site. In 1844, writing from Orua Bay, Hamlin noted that “several small
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parties of Natives, who were residing on the spot when the Station was formed,
have left: some have emigrated to Waikato, some to the vicinity of Moeatoa, and
others to Auckland” (Missionary Register 1844: 491).
After 1896 when the land was sold to Ellen Flavell it would appear that the area
was resettled by Maori. The following description of Moeatoa Marae is from the
Report of the Waitangi Tribunal on the Manukau Claim:
Moeatoa Marae of the Ngati Te Ata people once stood on a promontory
overlooking a narrowing of the Waiuku isthmus known today as “The
Needles” on the bank opposite NZ Steel Mill. It was here the first mission
station in Franklin District was established. As is not uncommon, title to
the marae and papakainga was in the name of one person. Nganeko
Minhinnick told us that in the 1920s the land was sold by a public
administrator of his estate who treated the deceased as owners of the land
instead of as a trustee. She claimed that 96 families were forced to leave,
and those who did not were imprisoned, “without ever knowing why”. In
keeping with Maori respect for forebears, Princess Te Puea exhumed and
carried away the remains of the dead (Waitangi Tribunal 1989:
Section 5.3).
This evidence fits in with what is known from the land ownership history with
the southern half of the property sold to Henare Kaihau, of Waiuku, Maori Chief
on 15 June 1901. This would also fit with the archaeological evidence observed after
the area had been ploughed around site R12/978. Historic material was present
around R12/978 which was temporally quite distinct from the mission station
material. The material was judged to date c. 1900–1920s.
Biography of Robert Maunsell
(Sources: Garrett 1991; http://www.teara.govt.nz/en/biographies/1m28/1)
Robert Maunsell was born on 24 October 1810 at Dublin and was later educated at
Waterford and at Trinity College, Dublin. After graduating BA in Classics in 1833
Maunsell decided to take Holy Orders and after training at the Church Missionary
Society’s institution in Islington he was later ordained priest by the Bishop of
London on 21 December 1834. The Reverend Robert Maunsell and Mrs Maunsell
departed England aboard the Florentina on 26 February 1835. The couple eventually reached Australia and left Sydney on 8 November 1835 and arrived in New
Zealand on 25 November (Mission Register 1837: 162).
The first appointment for the Maunsells was intended to be
the pioneer station at Mangapouri, at the junction of the Waipa
and Puniu Rivers, but instead the Maunsells found themselves at
the Puriri station awaiting a final decision from the secretaries. In
August the decision was made that Mangapouri would close and
that Maunsell would work with Hamlin at the first station on the
Manukau, to be established at Moeatoa. The Maunsell’s served at
Moeatoa from 20 August 1836 until around July 1839. During this
time Susan Maunsell had their first child in 1837 at Moeatoa and
a second at Paihia in 1838. Susan later died, aged 37, in 1851 from
complications during the birth of what would have been her eighth
child. Robert Maunsell remained at the mission station at Maraetai
(Waikato Heads) until the early 1850s when the station was shifted
up the river to Kohanga. Maunsell remarried and continued in
service at Kohanga until 1864 when his second wife Beatrice died.
He then removed to Auckland, where he later became Archdeacon
in 1870, before retiring from active service in 1882. On 19 April

5. Robert Maunsell
(Garret 1991).
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1894 Robert Maunsell died after having served 59 years as a missionary in New
Zealand.
Maunsells legacy, apart from his skills in mediating between Maori and
European parties alike, is in his work done in translating the Bible into Maori.
Maunsell was a gifted linguist and had been working on his translation of parts of
the Old Testament into Maori since his time at Moeatoa. After a setback in 1844
when the Maunsell’s home was destroyed by fire and several working manuscripts
lost, the work was finally completed in 1857.
Biography of James Hamlin
(Source: Ryburn 1979)

6. Left, James Hamlin;
right, Elizabeth Hamlin
(Ryburn 1979).

James Hamlin was born into an ordinary family in Somerset on 2 September 1803.
Hamlin later became a flax dresser and weaver by trade and in 1825 was the first
candidate accepted into the Church Missionary Society’s newly established training institute at Islington. After just a few months Hamlin, accompanied by William
Williams along with their wives, was shipped off to New Zealand aboard the Sir
George Osborne on 12 August 1825. After a brief stay in Australia they arrived in
the Bay of Islands on 25 March 1826. The Hamlins were sent to Kerikeri, with their
first son born on 1 May 1826. In 1830 the Hamlins and their young family were
moved on to the newly established station at Waimate, where they remained until
1835.
During this time Hamlin was often away and in 1834 had explored the Waikato
in the company of A. N. Brown searching for suitable mission sites. In the middle
of 1835, just before the Hamlins first proper weather-board home could be completed at Waimate, they were sent off to the remote new station at Mangapouri,
arriving on 2 July 1835. This station proved to be a short lived affair and after the
Stacks had left on 12 April 1836, the Hamlins removed to Moeatoa in September
of the same year.
In June 1839 Hamlin was establishing himself at Orua Bay, where he would remain
until 1844. Then once again Hamlin, with his wife and large family, was appointed
to a new and remote station at Wairoa in the Hawkes Bay. Hamlin remained at
Wairoa for nearly twenty years, finally abandoning the station for health reasons
in 1863, after which he lived in Auckland and at Waipuna. Elizabeth Hamlin had
earlier died in 1858, leaving James to look after their family of twelve children.
Hamlin was finally admitted to Priests Orders by
William Williams, Bishop of
Waiapu, in December 1863,
just two years before his
death on 15 November 1865.
James Hamlin was a noted
linguist, fluent in Maori,
and had served the Church
Missionary Society’s cause
in New Zealand continuously for nearly forty years.

Jaden Harris
CFG Heritage Ltd

Appendix B: Surface collected
artefacts from Moeatoa Mission
Station (R11/976)
From the raised flat area and the south-east slope leading down to the lower terrace
above the foreshore, 193 pieces of ceramic, clay tobacco pipe and glass were collected. The size of the fragments was generally very small with the total assemblage
weighing just 1002 g. The assemblage is predominantly made up of ceramics with
161 fragments of whiteware, 12 of stoneware, 2 of red-body ware, and 2 fragments
of porcelain. Apart from the high degree of fragmentation one other thing of note
was that one piece of ceramic showed clear signs of having been burnt (Figure B1
n). The other artefacts include three fragments of a ‘black beer’ type glass bottle,
a fragment of a stemmed glass drinking vessel, and 12 fragments of clay tobacco
pipe.
Ceramics
The ceramic assemblage is dominated by earthenware (163 fragments) of which
161 are of whiteware fabric and the other two red-body fabric. Other ceramics
included 12 fragments from stoneware vessels and two small fragments from a
miscellaneous porcelain vessel. Vessel forms are predominantly tableware, namely
cups, saucers and plates, and 121 fragments are transfer printed. The transfer
printed designs include four identified patterns (Willow, Broseley, Canova and
Byron Views) with one previously recorded unidentified pattern and nine new unidentified patterns. The new unidentified patterns were recorded as MO 001–MO
009. Four transfer printed fragments were recorded as ‘non diagnostic.’ All of the
ceramics were found within the previously identified boundary of R11/976, apart
from the rim fragment of a chamber pot or possibly a soup tureen, found beside a
drain south of the site. All of the transfer printed patterns are in blue, apart from
three OK 001 fragments in green and two MO 001 fragments in red.
Other decorative techniques included one small fragment from a slip decorated
bowl or mug (Figure B1 m) and two fragments of a red-body fabric mixing bowl or
wash bowl with a heavy yellow lead glaze on the inside and a brown slip glaze on
the outside (Figure B4). Figure B-06 c shows two joining fragments from the rim
of a small jug which has relief moulded decoration.
Undecorated vessels include fragments of two small bowls or jars that are likely
to have had a kitchen or utilitarian function (Figure B6 a). The plain rim fragments
in Figure B6 b are from two small plates or dishes. Figure B6 e is part of a small
round ointment or cosmetic jar 30 mm high and the cup base in Figure B6 d is
probably from a transfer printed vessel.
Twelve fragments of stoneware were collected, representing a minimum
number of eight vessels. Most of the fragments would appear to be from bottle and
jar forms and were minimally decorated either with a ‘salt-glaze’ or ‘Bristol-glaze’
finish.
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Identified Transfer Printed Patterns
‘OK 001’
While this pattern does not have a formal pattern name, it has been previously
identified from the First Government House site, Okiato, Bay of Islands (Q05/1356;
where it was first recorded; Harris 2009) and William Williams House, Paihia, Bay
of Islands (Q05/1078; unpublished data with author). The location and date of these
two sites, coupled with the fact that the pattern has now been recorded from a CMS
mission station, suggests that this pattern may have been supplied or purchased
from the CMS store in Kerikeri. The pattern is a basic ‘sheet design’ in green and
has only been found on cups and saucers. The vessels have the distinction of having
scalloped rims, as with the present example from Moeatoa (Figure B1 a).
Canova
Canova has been previously recovered from several sites in New Zealand including: Pompallier House, Russell, Bay of Islands (Q05/1074); the Bamber House site,
Wanganui (R22/511); His Majesty’s Theatre, Auckland (R11/1624); and Miner’s
Bay, Kawau Island (R09/627) (www.bickler.co.nz/china/index.php; Campbell et al.
2009). The contexts Canova has been found in date early – mid 19th century. One
example from Pompallier House, Russell, carried the backmark of George Phillips
(1834–1848). Fragments of just one saucer were identified (Figure B1 c).
Broseley
Broseley is a ‘chinoiserie’ style pattern typically printed in light blue on teaware.
Several vessels may be represented by the 25 fragments of cup and 23 fragments of
saucer, but analysis suggests that there may be as few as two cups and two saucers,
which have been broken into very small pieces (Figure B3). Broseley was produced
by numerous manufacturers, including Spode and Copeland and Garrett, and is
found in both early and late 19th century contexts in New Zealand. The form of
the cups and saucers, which have scalloped rims, suggest a date for these pieces no
later than the 1830s.
Byron Views
The Byron Views series was produced by Copeland and Garrett based on engravings in Finden’s Landscape and Portrait Illustrations to the Life and Works of Lord
Byron (1833), published in three volumes (Coysh and Henrywood 1982: 64). This
pattern has previously been identified from the William Williams house site,
Paihia (Q05/1078) and the Blomfield House site, Russell (Q05/1179), both in the
Bay of Islands. The date of manufacture, which cannot have been any earlier than
1833, suggests that the CMS was supplying its missionaries in New Zealand with
current and fashionable earthenware. It is also likely that missionaries would have
had small supplies of ceramics and other material goods with them when the first
arrived in New Zealand, either purchased prior to their departure in England or en
route in Sydney. Fragments of one cup and one saucer printed in blue are present
(Figure B1 b).
Willow
Willow is the most recognisable and most common of the Chinese inspired designs
produced in the 19th century. The pattern is almost exclusively found printed in
blue and was used on a wide variety of tableware forms. In total 31 fragments of
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Willow were found, representing a minimum number of five dinner plates and two
serving vessels (Figure B2). The serving vessel fragments are from flat based vessels
with deep sides, possibly used as baking dishes. None of the pieces are backmarked
but from a site of comparable age, William Williams House, Paihia (Q05/1078),
Willow plate fragments were found carrying the mark of manufacturer Wood and
Challinor (1828-1843).
Other Artefacts
The most common artefact other than ceramic vessels were fragments of clay
tobacco pipes. Eleven of the fragments were small pieces of pipe stem and the other
a fragment of pipe bowl (Figure B7). The largest section of stem was just 34 mm
long highlighting the degree of fragmentation in the assemblage as a whole. None
of the fragments carried any markings or other decoration. The smoking habits of
Maunsell and Hamlin are not known but smoking was popular among Maori and
missionaries commonly used tobacco as a trade commodity.
Glassware was notable for its absence across the site, with fragments of just one
black beer style bottle and a stemmed glass recovered. The black beer fragment is
from a tall cylindrical vessel in dark olive coloured glass and has a pontil formed
base and hand finished top (Figure B8). The other fragment was part of a round
base from a clear coloured stemmed drinking vessel (Figure B9).
Small fragments of bricks were also present across the site, but were not sampled. All of the fragments examined were plain (without a frog) and appeared to
represent a number of different sources. It is well documented that the missionaries
had bricks at their disposal for the construction of chimneys and other structures
and bricks were even specifically made at some mission stations for this purpose.
Early handmade bricks are generally plain, with frogs and markings not coming
into common usage until later in the 19th century.
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B1. a, OK 001 saucer; b, Byron Views saucer; c, Canova saucer; d, MO 003 bowl; e, MO 001 bowl; f, MO 006 chamber pot/serving vessel rim; g, MO 004 saucer; h, MO 008 jug/bowl; i, MO 009 chamber pot; j, MO 005 saucer; k,
MO 007 jug; l, ‘non-diagnostic’ jug/bowl; m, slip decorated mug/bowl; n, ‘non-diagnostic’ jug/bowl; o, MO 002
cup; p, MO 006 bowl/wash bowl.
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B2. Willow pattern fragments.
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B3. Broseley cup and saucer fragments.

B4. Red-body earthenware mixing bowl or wash bowl.
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B5. Stoneware bottle and jar fragments.

b

a

c

d

e

B6. a, plain mixing bowl fragments; b, small plate or dish rim fragments; c, plain cup base fragment; d, relief moulded jug rim fragments; e, ointment jar fragment.
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B7. Clay tobacco pipe fragments.

B8. Black-beer type bottle fragments.

B9. Stemmed drinking glass base fragment.
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Appendix C: Surface collected
artefacts from Moeatoa Marae
(R111/978)
Archaeological evidence at site R11/978 comprised both shell midden and historic period material, but the key to establishing the date of the site lies with the
historic material. The most likely source for this material is from the settlement
associated with Moeatoa Marae, documented in the Waitangi Tribunal Report on
the Manukau Claim. This occupation is known to have dated from around 1896,
when the land passed out of the hands of the CMS, to around the 1920s when the
land was taken over by the Public Trustee and the Maori occupants evicted. To test
the date of the historic material only selected diagnostic artefacts were sampled
from across this site.
In total 48 fragments of artefactual material were collected, including 27 pieces
of ceramic, 26 pieces of glassware and one fragment of writing slate. The ceramics were predominantly whiteware in tableware forms, with the remainder being
a fragment of red-body teapot, two fragments of a porcelain mug and a fragment
of stoneware from a large crock or jar. Transfer printing was the main form of
decoration, with two patterns, Asiatic Pheasants and Poppy identified. The style
of the rest consisted of simple floral border patterns and similar designs dating
from the very end of the 19th century up to around 1920. The glassware presented
a similar picture in terms of the date range, with just one machine-made bottle
top present. Other diagnostic pieces were a tumbler base (Figure C3 d) and other
bottle fragments in manganese glass. Manganese was added to glass mix in the
late 19th century and early 20th century as a means to produce clear vessels. Over
time, with exposure to sunlight, this results in a distinct amethyst tint to the glass.
The main source of manganese was from Germany and so this type of glass ceased
production after World War One.
All of the artefacts sampled were of a domestic nature. Other material observed,
but not sampled, included shoe leather, bricks and animal bone.
Analysis of this small sample clearly suggests that R11/978 is the site of the
Papakainga associated with the historic Moeatoa Marae. Like R11/976 the site has
been disturbed by historic ploughing and
there are no structural
remains of any houses
or other buildings visible. The sudden break
in the date range of
the material culture
around the 1920s
supports the documented evidence that
the occupants of the
settlement and likely
the buildings were
removed in the late
1920s.

C1. Surface collected
adze fragment from
Moeatoa Marae.
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C2. a, b, ‘non-diagnostic’ transfer printed cup and saucer; c, ‘non-diagnostic’ transfer printed plate; d, e, Poppy plate
fragments; f, ‘non-diagnostic’ plate; g, Asiatic Pheasants plate fragments; h, ‘non-diagnostic’ saucer fragments.
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C3. a, tool-finished pickle jar top; b, castor oil bottle fragment; c, decorative glass fragment; d, manganese glass tumbler base; e, early machine-made bottle top; f, ‘ring-seal’ bottle top; g, lined writing slate fragment.
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Appendix D: Radiocarbon results
The University of Waikato
Radiocarbon Dating Laboratory
Private Bag 3105
Hamilton,
New Zealand.
Fax +64 7 838 4192
Ph +64 7 838 4278
email c14@waikato.ac.nz
Head: Dr Alan Hogg

Report on Radiocarbon Age Determination for Wk- 28062
Submitter

BM Hudson

Submitter's Code

R12/980 Midden B

Site & Location

Mayhead Road, Waiuku, New Zealand

Sample Material

Cockle

Physical Pretreatment

Surfaces cleaned. Washed in an ultrasonic bath. Tested for recrystallization:
aragonite.

Chemical Pretreatment

Sample acid washed using 2 M dil. HCl for 200 seconds, rinsed and dried.

13C

0.4 ±

0.2 ‰

D14C

-67.9 ±

4.0 ‰

F 14C%

93.2 ±

0.4 %

Result

565 ± 35 BP

Comments

24/6/10
•



•


•

•

Result is Conventional Age or Percent Modern Carbon (pMC) following Stuiver and Polach, 1977, Radiocarbon 19, 355-363. This
is based on the Libby half-life of 5568 yr with correction for isotopic fractionation applied. This age is normally quoted in
publications and must include the appropriate error term and Wk number.
Quoted errors are 1 standard deviation due to counting statistics multiplied by an experimentally determined Laboratory Error
Multiplier.
The isotopic fractionation,  13C , is expressed as ‰ wrt PDB.
F 14C% is also known as
pMC (percent
modern (pMC)
carbon).
Percent
Modern Carbon
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Radiocarbon determination

Marine data from Reimer et al (2009);Delta_R -7±45;OxCal v3.10 Bronk Ramsey (2005); cub r:1 sd:12 prob usp[chron]

Wk28062 : 565±35BP

900BP

68.2% probability
1670AD (68.2%) 1820AD
95.4% probability
1630AD (95.4%) ...

800BP
700BP
600BP
500BP
400BP

1400CalAD

1600CalAD
Calibrated date

1800CalAD

2000CalAD

