
Ngāti Te Kohera Hapū Submission –
Intensification, Wastewater Risk,
Tikanga Māori
Response to Commissioner’s Hearing Direction #5
This submission responds to Hearing Direction #5, providing comments on the
relevance and impact of new national direction instruments issued by the
Government. The comments are made in the context of the hapū Ngāti Te Kohera’s
opposition to the proposed zone change by J & T Quigley Ltd to build 66 houses at
1861 Ōngaroto Rd, and the potential intensification that could occur under the NES-
DMRU with detached minor residential units (granny flats). The hapū’s primary
concern is the risk of accidental or otherwise wastewater discharge into the
lake, which contains submerged urupā, resulting in deep cultural and spiritual
grievance.

1. Tikanga-based framing of the effects
The hapū’s relationship with the lake is founded on whakapapa, mana whenua, and
kaitiakitanga. The lake is a living taonga containing submerged urupā of tūpuna
flooded during its creation, without opportunity for relocation. Any discharge of
wastewater into the lake would violate tapu and cause profound, irreversible cultural
and spiritual harm.

The proposed development of 66 dwellings already pressures the wastewater
system. The NES-DMRU enabling additional detached minor residential units
would increase population density and wastewater volumes, heightening
cumulative risk to the lake’s mauri. Tikanga Māori requires a precautionary
approach where activities pose risk to taonga, supporting limitation of further
intensification.

2. National direction instruments
2.1 National Environmental Standards – Detached Minor Residential
Units (NES-DMRU)

 Issue: Incremental intensification without site-specific assessment or mana
whenua engagement.

 Link: NES-DMRU permits granny flats on each lot, removing opportunities for
hapū input. This increases the risk of wastewater failure that could desecrate
submerged urupā.



2.2 National Policy Statement for Indigenous Biodiversity (NPSIB)

 Issue: Protection of the lake ecosystem and cultural taonga.
 Link: NPSIB requires decision-makers to protect indigenous biodiversity and

involve tāngata whenua as kaitiaki. Any intensification increasing wastewater
volumes threatens ecological integrity and the mauri of the lake, contrary to
the NPSIB’s precautionary approach.

2.3 National Policy Statement for Freshwater Management (NPS-FM)

 Issue: Risk to freshwater health and cultural values.
 Link: NPS-FM mandates giving effect to Te Mana o te Wai and active hapū

involvement. Increased wastewater discharge elevates risk to lake health and
ancestral burial sites, undermining freshwater values and breaching the
precautionary obligations of the NPS-FM.

2.4 National Policy Statement for Infrastructure (NPS-I)

 Issue: Enabling infrastructure that may support intensification.
 Link:While the NPS-I may facilitate wastewater infrastructure, it does not

override protections for freshwater and biodiversity. Infrastructure must
be planned to prevent contamination of the lake, and community wellbeing
includes the cultural and spiritual health of Ngāti Te Kohera. Any
intensification that increases risk to submerged urupā must be limited.

3. Submission point
In light of the above, the hapū Ngāti Te Kohera submits that:

1. Any additional residential intensification, including detached minor residential
units, be excluded or restricted in this location.

2. If intensification proceeds, it must be subject to a discretionary consent
process incorporating full cultural impact assessment and active hapū
involvement.

These positions are directly supported by NES-DMRU, NPSIB, NPS-FM, and
Treaty principles. They are necessary to avoid the high-consequence cultural and
spiritual harm associated with wastewater risk to the lake containing submerged
urupā.

Submitted by Craig Ahipene, Hapū Trustee, Ngāti Te Kohera and Chair of Te Ngare
o Te Kohera Trust, mandated PSGE for Ngāti Te Kohera.
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