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06th March 2026  
 
Far North District Council  
Private Bag 752 
KAIKOHE 0405 
 
Attention:  Planning Team – Resource Consent Applications   
 
Dear Sir or Madam: 
  
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 1991 – RESOURCE CONSENT APPLICATION BY 
FORTYSOUTH, FOR THE UPGRADE & CONTINUED OPERATION OF A 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY, 73B SIGNAL STATION ROAD, OMAPERE, 
NORTHLAND    
 
Enclosed for your further action is a copy of the above application. 
 
The documentation in support of the application is as follows:  
 
1. A description of the activity for which the consent is sought 
2. An analysis of the provisions of the Plan, which are relevant to the application 
3. An analysis of the National Environmental Standards for Telecommunications 

which are relevant to the application  
5. Plans and elevations; and  
6. Associated specialist reports.  
 

This application includes information concerning Police radio communications and for 
security reasons it is requested that all papers concerning and including this application 
are filed in a secure manner (and not electronically scanned) with staff access privileges 
for bona-fide purposes only and with no provision for public access (refer to s5 & s6 of 
the Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987). 
 
The appropriate lodgement fee will be paid on lodgement. If you have any questions or 
queries, please contact me directly (021 02929905). We look forward to hearing from 
you in respect of this matter.  
 
Yours faithfully 
Fortysouth 
Colin Clune (021) 0292 9905 
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colin.clune@fortysouth.co.nz 
 
Security Request 

 

This application includes information concerning Police radio communications and for 

security reasons it is requested that all papers concerning and including this application 

are filed in a secure manner (and not electronically scanned) with staff access privileges 

for bona-fide purposes only and with no provision for public access (refer to s5 & s6 of the 

Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987) 
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APPLICATION FOR RESOURCE CONSENT UNDER SECTION 88 

OF THE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 1991 
 

Fortysouth applies for a resource consent as described below: 
 

1. The names and addresses of the owner (other than the applicant) of any land to which 
the application relates are as follows: 

 
 Raewyn Maureen Klaricich & John Klaricich, Lila May Klaricich 
 73B Signal Station Road 
 Phone for contact: 021 112 8581 David Klaricich (son) 
 
2. The general location and legal description covered by this application is Private Property 

legally described as Lot 2 DP 313162 held in Title 85736 at the following location: 

• Signal Station Road, Omapere  
 
3. The type of resource consent sought is land use consent for a Discretionary Activity 

under the Far North District Plan. 
 
4. A description of the activity to which the application relates is: 
 

The upgrade of an established co-locatable telecommunications facility, at Signal 
Station Road, Omapere. Located on an Outstanding Natural Feature and within a Site 
of Significance to Māori.  

 
 The activity is more fully described in the attached annexure. 
 
5. There is no additional resource consents required in relation to the proposed activity. 
 
6. The attached annexure forms part of this application and provides a full description of 

any effects on the environment in accordance with the Fourth Schedule to the Resource 
Management Act 1991. 

 
7. No other information is required by the District Plan or regulations. 
 

 Address for service of applicant: Colin Clune  
                              Fortysouth  

                             Level 1, AA Building 
                             46 Sale Steet 

                              AUCKLAND 1142 
                          Mobile: 021 0292 9905  
                             colin.clune@fortysouth.co.nz 

 
………………………………………………… 

Colin Clune on behalf of Fortysouth 

Date: 
 
Annexure: A description of the proposed activity in accordance with the Fourth Schedule to the 
Act. 
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1. Introduction 

BACKGROUND  

1.1 Aotearoa Towers Group (ATG) trading as Fortysouth is undertaking a project 
to modernise their network. This application pertains to the establishment of 
a new standalone telecommunication facility. Required for network 
modernisation and resilience.  

NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL STANDARDS 

1.2 The National Environmental Standards 2016 (NESTF) for telecommunication 
facilities came into force on the 1st of January 2017. These regulations 
substitute the previous NESTF 2008 and existing District Plan rules for 
telecommunications structures in the road reserve. Activities that do not 
qualify as regulated activities, under the regulations of the NESTF, are to be 
assessed through the relevant District Plan under the Resource Management 
Act 1991. 

1.3 This report contains the following information: 

i. A description of the proposed activity 

ii. A description of the site and surrounding locality 

iii. An analysis of the provisions of the Resource Management (National 
Environmental Standards for Telecommunication Facilities) Regulations 
2016 which are relevant to the application 

iv. An analysis of the provisions of the District Plan that are relevant to the 
application. 

SALE BY VODAFONE NEW ZEALAND LIMITED OF MOBILE TOWER 
INFASTRUCTURE TO AOTEAROA TOWERS GROUP LP  

1.4 Vodafone (rebranded to One NZ on 1 April 2023) sold its passive mobile tower 
infrastructure business to Aotearoa Towers Group (ATG), trading as 
Fortysouth, an entity owned by funds managed by leading global investors 
InfraRed Capital Partners and Northleaf Capital Partners. The creation of ATG 
follows the establishment of numerous passive mobile tower infrastructure 
businesses or tower companies that have been seen around the world.  One 
NZ is upgrading its infrastructure on this ATG asset. 
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2. Site and Location 

2.1 The existing telecommunication facility to be upgraded is located on the 
Pukekohe summit, a property owned by J. Klaricich (Legal Description: Lot 2 
204637 and Lot 2 DP 313162). The location of the facility is 15m south of the 
Pukekohe summit. The summit itself is above and to the south of Signal 
Station Road and overlooks the Hokianga Harbour to the North Hokianga, 
west to the Tasman Sea and east to Omapere and Opononi. 

 
2.2 The site is located in the Rural Production Zone. The site is bounded by land 

zoned Conservation to the north, General Coastal zone to the west, Rural 
Production zone to the south and Coastal Living zone to the northeast. The 
subject site and surrounding rural zone sites and are predominantly 
comprised of pastoral farming land. There are a sparse number of dwellings in 
the surrounding environment, typical of living zones.  

 
2.3 Fortysouth operates an existing telecommunications facility on the site 

comprising of a pole supporting three panel antennas, two yagi antennas, two 
dish antennas, a lightning rod, ancillary equipment and an existing equipment 
cabinet. The pole and cabinet are contained within a stock fence. A 
telecommunications shelter and power transformer also associated with this 
facility are located on a separate title (Lot 2 DP 204637) to the north. 

  
 Figure 1: Omapere Site Location (Map) 
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     Figure 2: Omapere Site Location (Street View) 

                   
                 
                      

      Figure 3: Omapere Site Location (Site View) 
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3. The Proposal 

3.1 The proposed facility will provide an important component of Kordia Tait 
Systems. Tait Systems NZ Ltd is currently working to establish a number of 
digital radio communication facilities in Northland to provide a new 
communications network for emergency services. The project is Government 
funded, with that funding being overseen by Next Generation Critical 
Communications (NGCC). NGCC, is the government’s leading advisor on critical 
communications for public safety in New Zealand. More information regarding 
the rollout is available here: https://www.ngcc.govt.nz/ 

 
3.2 The purpose of the new network is to provide secure and reliable digital mobile 

radio coverage and multinetwork priority cellular broadband capability in the 
area and surrounds for New Zealand’s First Responders. 

 
3.3  Details of the upgrade are summarised in the following table and demonstrated 

in the application drawings within Appendix 2. 
 

Table 1 Proposed Works  
 

Site  Proposal  

Omapere (N1OMP): 
Signal Station Road, 
Omapere  

The following upgrade will be undertaken on the 
existing previously established pole measuring 18.9m 
in height (excluding the yagi antenna) for the co-
location of Kordia Tait antennas on a Fortysouth 
facility. The height of the pole will remain unchanged.  
 

• Proposed new 0.9mØ dish antenna and two 
(20 security cameras) – attached on a new 
mount, extending from a height of 4.5m to an 
approximate height of 6.0m 
 

• Proposed new cable tray measuring 0.3m 
width x 1.1m length x 4.0m height, attached 
to the base of the pole 
 

• Proposed new 1.2mØ dish antenna – attached 
on a new mount at an approximate height of 
6.5m 

 

• Proposed cable clips with bandit strap to 

https://www.ngcc.govt.nz/
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attached at one-meter increments to the pole 
 

• Proposed two (2) new dipole antennas – 
attached on a new mount extending from 8.5m 
to an approximate height of 12.5m  

 

• Extension of the existing concrete pad, on the 
southern side of the pole, on which the facility 
is established. The new concrete pad 
measures 3.7m length x 3.8m width (total 
14.06m²). The pad will require a retaining wall 
measuring approximately 1.18m height to be 
backfilled with hardfill aggregate.  The total 
earthworks required will be approximately 
15m³ 
 

• Proposed new wooden stock fence to be 
constructed around the permitter of the 
facility 
 

• The installation of a new side by side cabinet 
array, consisting of two cabinet bays 
measuring:  
 
Bay 1 measures 1.36m length x 0.81m width x 
2.1m height covering a total area of 1.1m² 

 
Bay 2 measures 1.36m length x 0.97m width x 
2.1m height covering a total area of 1.3m² 
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4. National Environmental Standards for 
Telecommunication Facilities 2016  

4.1 An assessment of the proposal against the relevant provisions of the National 
Environmental Standards for Telecommunication Facilities 2016 (NESTF) is 
attached as Appendix 3.  

 
4.2 This NESTF assessment has demonstrated that the proposed upgrades comply 

with the following Subparts of the NESTF 2016.  
 

• Subpart 5 – Application of District & Regional Rules  

• Subpart 7 – Radiofrequency Regulations 

• Subpart 2 – Antennas  
 
4.3 The existing facility is located within an Outstanding Natural Landscape Feature 

and Site of Cultural Significance to Māori Overlays and will not comply with 
Regulation 50(1) of the NESTF.  

 
4.4 In order to determine the activity status of the application, the proposed 

facility must be assessed against the Far North District Plan, to determine the 
activity status of the application.  
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5. District Plan Provisions 

5.1 The subject site is located on private land. The underlying zoning of the 
subject site is rural production in the District Plan Maps of both the Operative 
and Proposed Plan.  

 
5.2 The subject site includes an Outstanding Natural Feature overlay and is also a 

Site and Area of Significance to Māori (SASM) Ref# MS11-28 in the Far North 
District Plan.  

 
5.3 The following table provides a compliance assessment of the proposal, against 

the relevant provisions of the Operative District Plan and the part of the 
Proposed Far North District Plan that has legal effect. 

 
Operative District Plan 
 

RULE 
 

STANDARDS ACTIVITY 
STATUS 

CHAPTER 12 – NATURAL AND PHYSICAL RESOURCES  
 

12.1.6. Rules 
 

12.1.6.3.2 BUILDINGS WITHIN 
OUTSTANDING LANDSCAPE FEATURES  

Any new building, or any alteration or 
extension to an existing building, in an 
Outstanding Landscape Feature, as listed in 
Appendix 1B and shown on the Resource 
Maps is a discretionary activity 
 
Comment 
The proposal involves the upgrade of 
telecommunication antennas and above 
ground ancillary cabinets on a previously 
established co-locatable 
telecommunication mast, located in an 
outstanding natural landscape feature 
overlay. Due to the above ground nature of 
the proposed upgrade, it will not comply 
with Rule 12.1.6.3.2.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
Discretionary 
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12.1.6. Rules 
 

12.1.6.3.3 DEVELOPMENT ON AN 
OUTSTANDING NATURAL FEATURE  

Any new building, relocated building, 
extension or alteration to an existing 
building, excavating, filling, planting of 
trees or clearance of vegetation on an 
Outstanding Natural Feature, as listed in 
Appendix 1A and shown on the Resource 
Maps is a discretionary activity. 
 

Comment 
The proposed upgrade involves extension 
of the existing concrete pad requiring 
approximately 15m³ of associated 
earthworks/excavation within the listed 
outstanding natural landscape feature 
overlay. Due to the above ground nature of 
the proposed upgrade, it will not comply 
with Rule 12.1.6.3.2. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Discretionary 
 

 
 
Proposed District Plan 
 

RULE 
 

STANDARDS ACTIVITY 
STATUS 

PART 2 – DISTRICT WIDE MATTERS  
 

Sites of 
Significance to 
Māori 
 

SASM-R1 – New buildings or structures, 
relocated buildings or extensions or 
alterations to existing buildings or 
structures, earthworks or indigenous 
vegetation clearance  

Activity status: Permitted 

Where: 

PER 1:  

The activity is undertaken by the requesting 
party listed in Schedule 3. 

PER 2:  

Any indigenous vegetation clearance is for 
customary purposes.   
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Comment 
The proposal involves the upgrade of 
telecommunication antennas and above 
ground ancillary cabinets on a previously 
established co-locatable 
telecommunication mast, located in a Site 
and Area of Significance to Māori (SASM) 
Ref# MS11-28.  

 
 
 

 
Restricted 

Discretionary 
 

 

RULE 
 

STANDARDS ACTIVITY 
STATUS 

PART 2 – DISTRICT WIDE MATTERS  
 

Sites of 
Significance to 
Māori 
 

SASM-R2 – New building or structure, 
extensions to an existing building or 
structure, earthworks or indigenous 
vegetation clearance 

Activity status: Permitted 

Where: 

PER-1:  

The activity is undertaken by or with the 
written approval of  the Te Oneroa-a-Tōhe 
Board or Te Hiku o Te Ika Iwi/Hapū.  
 
Comment 
 
The proposed upgrade involves extension 
of the existing concrete pad requiring 
approximately 15m³ of associated 
earthworks/excavation within a Site and 
Area of Significance to Māori (SASM) Ref# 
MS11-28. Written approval has been 
provided as Appendix 7.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Restricted 

Discretionary 
 

 
 
5.4 It is considered that the remaining chapters of the District Plan are relevant to 

the proposal.  
 
 
 
 

https://farnorth.isoplan.co.nz/eplan/rules/0/192/0/0/0/81
https://farnorth.isoplan.co.nz/eplan/rules/0/192/0/0/0/81
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6. Assessment of Effects  

6.1 In assessing this application for a Discretionary Activity, Council must have 
consideration to the matters set out in Section 104 of the Resource 
Management Act. These matters must be considered pursuant to Part 2 of the 
Act.  

 
 Subject to Part 2 of the Act, section 104(1) sets out the range of matters to 

which Council shall have regard. The specific matters of relevance to this 
application are as follows:  

 
104(1)(a) Any actual or potential effects on the environment of allowing the 

activity; and  

 104(1)(b)(iv) Any relevant provisions of a plan or proposed plan 

 
6.2 The effects of the proposal on the environment have been evaluated as 

required by Section 88 of the Resource Management Act 1991. The proposal 
is considered an appropriate activity, and the following matters have been 
identified as being relevant to an evaluation of this proposal: 

 
i.  Visual & Landscape Effects 

ii.  Positive Effects 

iii. Archaeological Effects 

iv. Cultural Effects  

  
6.3 Visual & Landscape Effects 
 

The existing telecommunications facility consists of an 18.9m high monopole 
telecommunication structure, with a variety of attachment panel, yagi and 
dish antennas. The existing facility was originally established in 2002 
(Application Number RC 2010891 granted November 2001) and has now 
become part of the current visual landscape. 

 
Due to the activity status of telecommunication masts and associated 
antennas within the Outstanding Natural Landscape Feature, the proposed 
antenna and cabinet upgrade will add to the level of non-compliance. The 
proposed additional dipole antennas will be attached to the monopole 
structure at a maximum height of approximately 11.3m from ground level. 
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The proposal will involve the attachment of an additional 0.9mØ and 1.2mØ 
dish antennas, attached at an approximate height of 5.5m-6.5m from ground 
level. The proposed antennas will appear visually consistent with the existing 
facility, being of a similar scale and appearance to the existing 
telecommunication antennas.  
 
Once attached, the proposed antennas will appear visually appropriate, being 
located alongside comparable utility equipment.  When paralleled against the 
bulk of the monopole structure, the visual effects associated with the 
proposed antenna attachment will be less than minor. 

 
The proposed antennas will be finished in a non-textured, recessive grey or 
non-finished metallic colour, with a low reflective nature. The colour will be 
consistent with the existing antennas and the remainder of the facility.  
Furthermore, the recessive colouring and low reflectivity ensure the antennas 
visual acceptance when viewed against the skyline from ground level.  

 
The existing telecommunications facility has been established within a 
removed area of rural farmland, setback approximately 360m from Signal 
Station Road. Located to the north of the facility. Furthermore, the facility is 
removed from the nearest dwelling (not located on the subject site), being 
73A Signal Station Road. Located approximately 335m to the northeast of the 
site. Given the significant separation distances, it is considered that the 
proposed antenna and cabinet upgrade infringements will be barely 
discernible within the existing rural environment.    
 
Due to the above-mentioned mitigating factors, any potential visual effects 
generated by the proposal will be less than minor, with no persons considered 
to be adversely affected.  

 
6.4 Positive Effects 
 

The proposal will have significant benefits to the community as it forms a part 
of essential infrastructure providing enhanced telecommunication and 
wireless broadband services for the One NZ network and critical services for 
first responders via the Tait network. A modern and secure digital 
communication network for first responders will benefit the health and safety 
of communities. Mobile phone and broadband services provide social and 
economic benefits by maintaining and improving mobile connectivity and data 
speeds for rural communities, thereby assisting businesses and households 
alike. The proposal will also provide additional radio links from other 
telecommunications facilities and connect this facility to a wider network 
which will support mobile phone broadband coverage for Omapere. 
Additionally, it will enhance disaster resilience by providing a more 
comprehensive and robust telecommunications network. Co-locating multiple 
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operators on a single facility will provide the community with the additional 
services without the need for a new facility within this area.  
 

6.5 Archaeological Effects 
 
The existing facility has previously been established within the vicinity of 
recorded archaeological site O06/626. An archaeological survey and 
assessment report commissioned and provided by Northern Archaeological 
Research, attached as Appendix 6 of this report. The assessment of 
archaeological effects in the archaeological report is as follows:   
 
Archaeological Assessment of Effects  
In 2001 the cellular mast proposal at that time was located on the top of 
Pukekohe summit and archaeological site, O06/626. Following the initial 
archaeological survey and assessment in March 2001 (Johnson 2001), the 
recommendation was made to remove the mast proposal from the summit 
and relocate the mast on the shoulder of the summit some 12m below to the 
south (with the equipment shed below to the site by some distance to the 
east). This was ultimately adopted in construction of the facility to prevent 
any unauthorised damage or disturbance to the site. The new proposal to 
add a horizontal area of 5m x 5m for the emergency services cabinets to the 
north of the mast will extend the facility back into the area of the site, 
specifically the southern lateral terrace/filled ditch that formed the basis of 
the original decision to relocate the mast off the area of the site.  
 
If the current proposal is to be established, then the proposed 5m wide cut for 
the base platform will extend up to and likely into the edge of the terrace. In 
relation to any unrecorded subsurface archaeological remains, in addition to 
any potential direct effects on the terrace, the construction of the cabinet 
enclosure will require the written authority of Heritage New Zealand Pouhere 
Taonga under Section 48(1)(a) for the partial modification of archaeological 
site, O06/626. To all intents the authority may well largely be precautionary. 
Given the poor condition of the terrace and the limited peripheral effects on 
the site we would advise Heritage New Zealand to grant such authority with 
standard monitoring conditions including sampling of any remains present for 
analysis and radiocarbon dating.  
 
Alternatively, it is understood that that Fortysouth would prefer to avoid the 
lengthy HNZPT Authority process for the emergency services upgrade on the 
hill. To achieve this, our preferred option would be to locate the new cabinet 
enclosure to the either the east, west or south of the existing mast. This 
would then avoid all areas of the site without affecting the small buffer that 
separates the mast from O06/626 and the edge of O06/626 itself. From 
verbal phone discussion with Fortysouth (K. Cheung, 17.2 26.) the suggestion 
was made to extend the cabinet enclosure only 2.5m to the north into the 
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buffer area. This was assessed on the ground through a hand dug, spade 
sized test pit that revealed the 20cm deep stony brown loam topsoil over 
yellow silty clay evident in the mast earthworks in 2002. This indicated that 
the 2.5m extension could be achieved without affecting the long lateral 
terrace at O06/626. To do this however, the limit of the facility to the north 
would have to be determined on the ground with the archaeologist and 
marked out to provide a boundary beyond which earthworks cannot occur to 
prevent any damage or disturbance to the site.  
 
We would also recommend that any earthworks to the north of the mast be 
monitored by the archaeologist in an attempt to more accurately determine 
the subsoil status of the location.   
 
Any proposal to establish the cabinet platform to the west, east or south of 
the mast, should be able to be established without further archaeological 
consideration.  
 
No archaeological remains occurred in the area of the proposed “Meter Box 
with Geni Socket Changeover” and proposed power route in the immediate 
vicinity of the existing green equipment shelter, below the summit on the 
east side. As such these can be established without further archaeological 
consideration.  
 
If the proposal to avoid the site O06/626 is chosen, then in the unlikely event 
that any unrecorded subsurface archaeological remains are exposed, all 
work affecting such remains should cease immediately and Northern 
Archaeological Research Ltd be notified so that appropriate action can be 
taken.  
 
It is understood there will be no further earthworks associated with the 
provision of access.  
 
Any change to the proposed plan assessed in this report will need to be subject 
to archaeological evaluation.  
 
The survey of the property was conducted specifically to locate and record 
archaeological remains. The survey and report does not necessarily include the 
location and/or assessment of wahi-tapu or sites of cultural or spiritual 
significance to the local Maori community, who may be approached 
independently for any information or concerns they may have.  
 
Conclusion  
Northern Archaeological Research Ltd were commissioned by L. Cheung 
(Fortysouth) to undertake an archaeological survey and assessment of the 
proposed cellular facility subdivision upgrade at Omapere, South Hokianga, 
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Far North. One previously recorded archaeological site (O06/626) was 
recorded as a result of the fieldwork undertaken. Recommendations for the 
protection, mitigation and management of this site and any unrecorded 
subsurface archaeological sites are made in accordance with the 
archaeological provisions of the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act, 
2014 and standard procedures. 
 
Summary 
In accordance with the recommendations of the archaeological assessment of 
effects from Northern Archaeological Research, Fortysouth proposes to 
extend the new concrete platform on the southern side of the pole only. The 
new platform and associated earthworks will be undertaken away from the 
“buffer area” between the existing facility and site O06/626. Northern 
Archaeological Research have indicated in their assessment of effects that 
undertaking the earthworks to the south will avoid any interference with 
recorded archaeological site O06/626 as follows:  
 
Alternatively, it is understood that that Fortysouth would prefer to avoid the 
lengthy HNZPT Authority process for the emergency services upgrade on the 
hill. To achieve this, our preferred option would be to locate the new cabinet 
enclosure to the either the east, west or south of the existing mast. This 
would then avoid all areas of the site without affecting the small buffer that 
separates the mast from O06/626 and the edge of O06/626 itself. 
 
Based on the recommendations and finding of the archaeological report 
Fortysouth will only be extending the platform 3.8m further to the south, 
away from the buffer area and O06/626. Furthermore, in accordance with the 
archaeological assessment, Fortysouth recommend that as a condition of 
consent, Northern Archaeological Research be on site during all earthworks 
for archaeological monitoring and accidental discovery protocols. On this 
basis, the new concrete slab foundation and associated earthworks will have 
less than minor effects on the neighbouring archaeological sites of 
significance.  
 

6.6 Cultural Effects 
 
Given the cultural significance of the subject site and surrounding Hokianga 
Harbour, Te Roroa Trust have been consulted with regarding the upgrade of 
the facility. As the Te Roroa rohe encompasses the subject site location. 
Support for the proposed upgrade has been granted from Te Roroa (dated 
March 3rd, 2026) and attached as Appendix 7 of this report. Te Rora granted 
support based on the positive effects associated with the proposed upgrade 
as follows:  
 



 

https://atgnz-my.sharepoint.com/personal/colin_clune_fortysouth_co_nz/Documents/Desktop/Kordia Tait/Omapere/Omapere RMA 

Application Nov 2025.doc/6/03/26 Page 15 C2 General  

“With continuity and improved access, benefits of daily life will be improved, 
particularly with the recuring weather events now being experienced. This 
facility will assist to mitigate many of the issues that follow”  
 
Given the consultation support provided by Te Roroa Trust, the proposed 
upgrade will have less than minor effects on the surrounding cultural 
landscape of significance.  
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7. Objectives and Policies 

7.1 The proposed facility requires assessment against the relevant objectives 
and policies of the Operative District Plan are outlined below:  

 
Operative District Plan  
 

Objectives 
17.2.3.1 To provide for the efficient development, use, maintenance and 
upgrading of utility services to meet the reasonable needs of residents and 
businesses throughout the District while ensuring that significant adverse 
effects are avoided, remedied or mitigated. 

 
Policies 
17.2.4.1 That the maintenance and upgrading of utility services and radio 
communication facilities is provided for.  
 
17.2.4.2 That any significant adverse effects of proposed utility services and 
radio communications on amenity values is avoided, remedied or mitigated. 
 
17.2.4.3 That provision be made to enable new/upgraded utility services to 
meet growth demand  
 
17.2.4.4 That provision be made for utility services corridors (such as roads) 
and the co-siting of telecommunication and radio communication equipment 
where technically and commercially practicable.  
 
17.2.4.5 That the safe and efficient development, operation and maintenance 
of existing utility services is not compromised by incompatible land 
development. 

 
 
7.2 The proposed upgrade is consistent with the above-mentioned objectives and 

policies. Potential visual effects associated with the facility have been 
mitigated as far as possible, through appropriate design, location, colouring 
and consultation. Furthermore, the proposed facility is co-locatable and will 
involve the attachment of more than one telco operator’s antennas. The 
proposed facility is required to provide resilient mobile coverage levels and to 
provide for the introduction of emergency services. When compared to the 
positive effects associated with new mobile technologies and reliable wireless 
data, the effects associated with the proposed facility will be less than minor.  
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7.3 The proposal is considered consistent with the objectives and policies as 
follows:  

• The proposal facility contributes towards a modern, robust, 
effective and regionally significant mobile telecommunications 
network.  

 

• The introduction of new mobile telecommunications technology, 
improving the efficiency of the mobile network and decreasing 
the latency of data streaming. 

 

• Adverse visual effects have been mitigated through appropriate 
site location and design.  

 

• The proposed facility will contribute to significant public benefit 
including social, economic, safety, cultural, recreational and 
environmental.  

 

• The facility will contribute to public safety through the provision 
of a resilient lifeline utility.  

 

• The proposed facility allows for co-location and will have more 
than one operator antennas attached.   

 

• The proposed upgrade will provide continued resilient coverage 
to neighbouring State Highways and coastal marine area for 
boats. 
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8. Resource Management Act 1991 

PART II ASSESSMENT 
 
8.1 The purpose of the Act as set out in Section 5(1) is: 
 

“to promote the sustainable management of natural and physical resources” 
 

8.2 For Fortysouth and its mobile network operator tenants to continue to 
provide an effective and efficient nationwide mobile service, the reliability 
and increased coverage of the network needs to be ensured. As 
telecommunication is becoming increasingly important to modern society it is 
essential that this resource is managed appropriately and is consistently 
provided. The proposed facility will provide new and improved mobile 
coverage within the surrounding environment without detracting from the 
qualities of the residential receiving environment. 

 
8.3 SECTION 95  
 
8.4 Section 95A of the Act identifies where public notification is necessary, or if 

the applicant agrees to public notification. 
 

(1) The consent authority may, in its discretion, decide whether to publicly 
notify an application for resource consent for an activity. 
 

(2) Despite subsection(1), a consent authority must publicly notify the 
application if- 

 
(a) it decides under Section 95D that the activity will have or is likely to 

have adverse effects on the environment that are more than minor; or 
 

(b) the applicant requests public notification of the application; or 
 

(c) a rule or national environmental standard requires public notification 
of the application. 

 
8.5 The proposal has been assessed as a Discretionary Activity. The actual or 

potential adverse effects are considered appropriate for the receiving 
environment.  Fortysouth does not request that the application be notified 
nor are there any rules in the Resource Management (National Environmental 
Standards for Telecommunications Facilities) Regulations 2016 that require 
the application to be notified. 
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8.6 Section 95D of the Act requires a consent authority to decide if adverse 
effects may be more than minor and states: 

 
A consent authority that is deciding, for the purpose of Section 95A(2)(a), 
whether an activity’s adverse effect on the environment may be more than 
minor –  

 
(a) must disregard any effects on persons who own or occupy –  

(i) the land in, on, or over which the activity will occur; or 

(ii) any land adjacent to that land; and 

(e) must disregard any effect on a person who has given written 

approval to the relevant application. 

 
8.7 The effects on the environment arising from the proposal are less than minor, 

particularly considering the appropriate design and location. For these 
reasons, and those contained in Section 6 of this report, there are no 
potentially affected parties from which written approval is required. 

 
8.8 Section 95E of the Act requires a consent authority to decide if any persons 

are affected by a proposal. 
 

(1) a consent authority must decide that a person is an affected person, in 
relation to the activity, if the activity’s adverse effects on the person are 
minor or more than minor (but are not less than minor). 
 

(2) the consent authority, in making its decision –  

 
(a) must disregard any adverse effect of the activity on the person if a rule 

or national environmental standard permits an activity with that 
effect; and 

 
(3) despite anything else in this section, the consent authority must decide 

that a person is not an affected person if –  
 
(a) the person has given written approval to the activity and has not 

withdrawn the approval in a written notice received by the authority 
before the authority had decided whether there are any affected 
persons; or 
 

(b) it is unreasonable in the circumstances to seek the person’s written 
approval. 
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8.9 For the reasons discussed in Section 6 of this report, no one is considered 
affected.  

8.10 Section 104 
 
8.11 Pursuant to section 104 of the Act, when considering an application for 

resource consent, a consent authority must, subject to Part 2, have regard to: 
(a) Any actual and potential effects on the environment of allowing the 

activity; and  

(b) Any relevant provisions of –  

(i) A national policy statement 

(ii) Other regulations 

(iii) A national policy statement 

(iv) A New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement 

(v) A regional policy statement or proposed regional policy statement 

(vi) A plan or proposed plan and 

(c) Any other matters the consent authority considers relevant and 

reasonable necessary to determine the application. 

  
8.12 For the reasons outlined in Section 6 (assessment of effects) of this report, the 

actual and potential adverse effects of the proposed facility is considered 
appropriate in the context of the receiving environment, and consistent with 
the environmental results anticipated by the policy framework of the District 
Plan. It is considered the proposal satisfies the criteria of section 104, and that 
Council can proceed to process the application on a non-notified basis. 
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9. Conclusion 

9.1 Fortysouth seeks resource consent to upgrade a previously established co-
locatable telecommunications facility on private property within a removed 
rural setting of Omapere.   

 
9.2 Based on the above assessment we consider that in terms of section 

104(1)(a), the adverse effects of the proposal will be appropriate to the 
receiving environment. The proposal will increase the mobile coverage levels 
and provide capacity for future telecommunications technology. Thereby 
contributing significant positive effects to the receiving environment. The 
proposed telecommunications facility is consistent with the relevant 
objectives and policies of the District Plan.    

 
9.3 In accordance with section 104C of the Act, it is considered appropriate for 

consent to be granted subject to fair and reasonable conditions. 
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1. National Environmental Standards for Telecommunication Facilities 
2016  

1.1 The proposed facility is subject to the provisions of the National Environmental Standards for Telecommunication Facilities 2016 (NESTF). The 
NESTF regulations provide for the development of different telecommunication facilities, both within and outside the road reserve.  

 
The NESTF regulations applying to this application have been assessed in a sequential order, applicable to the activity, land use, radio 
frequency and development as follows:  

 

• Subpart 5 – Application of District & Regional Rules  

• Subpart 7 – Radiofrequency Regulations 

• Subpart 2 – Antennas  

• Subpart 1 – Cabinets  

Subpart 5 – Application of District & Regional Rules 

1.2 Subpart 5 of the NESTF requires that all regulated telecommunication facilities comply with specific district wide controls for land use and 
with Regional Rules of relevance. The following provides an assessment of the proposed telecommunications facility upgrade in context 
with the applicable District & Regional Plan Rules. 
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Subpart 5 – Application of District and Regional Rules  

Regulation 44: Trees and Vegetation in the Road Reserve  

Conditions 

(1) This regulation applies to a regulated activity if— 
 

(a)  the activity is carried out at a place that is in a road reserve and within the drip line of a tree or other vegetation; and 
 

(b) In the absence of these regulations, the relevant district plan or proposed district plan would require the facility operator to obtain a resource consent for 
the regulated activity. 

 
(2) This regulation is complied with if the regulated activity is carried out in accordance with the district rules about the protection of trees and other vegetation 
that apply at that place. 

  

Site Location Comments 

Signal Station Road, Omapere 
 

The existing pole is not located in the road reserve.  
 
N/A 

 

Subpart 5 – Application of District and Regional Rules  

Regulation 45: Protection of Significant Trees  

Conditions 
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(1) This regulation applies to a regulated activity if the activity is carried out at a place that— 
 

(a) is not in a road reserve; and 
 

(b) is within the dripline of a tree that is, or is in a group of trees that are, identified in the relevant district plan or proposed district plan as being 
subject to the tree protection rules. 
 

(2) This regulation is complied with if the regulated activity is carried out in accordance with the tree protection rules that apply in relation to that tree. 
 

In this regulation, tree protection rules means the district rules about the protection of trees that are identified in that plan as being of special 
significance. 

Site Location Comments 

Signal Station Road, Omapere 
 

The existing pole is not located within the dripline of any tree.   
 
N/A 

 

Subpart 5 – Application of District and Regional Rules  

Regulation 46: Historic heritage values 

Conditions 

(1) This regulation applies to a regulated activity if it is carried out at a place identified in a district plan or proposed district plan as being subject to 
the historic heritage rules. 
 
(2) This regulation is complied with if the regulated activity is carried out in accordance with the historic heritage rules that apply to that place. 
 

(3) In this regulation, historic heritage rules means the district rules about the protection of historic heritage values. 
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Site Location Comments 

Signal Station Road, Omapere 
 

The proposed site location is not located within any listed or identified heritage place, 
item, site surround or extent of place setting.  
 
The facility is located on an Outstanding Natural Feature overlay and is also a Site and Area 
of Significance to Māori. This is assessed further in this report under Reg50.  
 
 
Complies 

 

Subpart 5 – Application of District and Regional Rules  

Regulation 47: Visual amenity landscapes    

Conditions 

(1) This regulation applies to a regulated activity if it is carried out at a place identified in the relevant district plan or proposed district plan as being 
subject to visual amenity landscape rules. 

 

(2) This regulation is complied with if the regulated activity is carried out in accordance with the visual amenity landscapes rules that apply to that place. 

 

(3) In this regulation, visual amenity landscapes rules means district rules about the protection of landscape features (such as view shafts or ridge lines) 
identified as having special visual amenity values. 

 

Site Location Comments 

Signal Station Road, Omapere 
 

The subject site is not located within any identified visual amenity landscape overlay or 
feature. 
 
Complies 
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Subpart 5 – Application of District and Regional Rules  

Regulation 48: Significant habitats for indigenous vegetation 

 

Conditions 

(1) This regulation applies to a regulated activity if it is carried out at a place identified in the relevant district plan or proposed district plan as being 
subject to the significant vegetation rules. 
 
(2) This regulation is complied with if the regulated activity is carried out in accordance with the significant vegetation rules that apply at that place. 
 
(3) In this regulation, significant vegetation rules means the district rules about the protection of significant habitats for indigenous vegetation (however 

described). 
 

Site Location Comments 

Signal Station Road, Omapere 
 

The proposed facility will not be located within any listed place or overlay. Identified as 
being subject to any vegetation (significant vegetation or otherwise) overlay or rules in the 
District Plan. 
 
Complies 

 
 

Subpart 5 – Application of District and Regional Rules  

Regulation 49: Significant habitats for indigenous fauna 

Conditions 

(1) This regulation applies to a regulated activity if it is carried out at a place identified in the relevant district plan or proposed district plan as being 
subject to the significant fauna rules. 
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(2) This regulation is complied with if the regulated activity is carried out in accordance with the significant fauna rules that apply to that place. 

 

(3) In this regulation, significant fauna rules means district rules about the protection of significant habitats for indigenous fauna (however described). 
 

Site Location Comments 

Signal Station Road, Omapere 
 

The proposed site location is not located within any listed place or overlay. Identified as 
being subject to District Plan rules/overlays for the protection of significant habitats for 
indigenous fauna.  
 
 
Complies 

 

Subpart 5 – Application of District and Regional Rules 

Regulation 50: Outstanding natural features or landscapes  

Conditions 

(1) This regulation applies to a regulated activity if it is carried out at a place identified in the relevant district plan or proposed district plan as being 
subject to the outstanding natural places rules. 
 
(2) This regulation is complied with if the regulated activity is carried out in accordance with the outstanding natural features or landscape rules that 
apply to that place. 
 
(3) In this regulation, outstanding natural features or landscapes rules means the district rules about the protection of outstanding natural features or 
landscapes (however described).  
 

Site Location Comments 
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Signal Station Road, Omapere 
 

The subject site includes an Outstanding Natural Feature overlay and is also a Site and Area 
of Significance to Māori (SASM) Ref# MS11-28 in the Far North District Plan. 
 
Comment 
The proposed antenna upgrade will be undertaken on an existing telecommunications 
facility. The proposed upgrade will not comply with Rule 12.1.6.3.2 and will require 
discretionary consent under the District Plan.  
 
Therefore, the proposed upgrade will not comply with Regulation 50. 
 
Will not comply  

 
 
 

Subpart 5 – Application of District and Regional Rules  

Regulation 51: Places adjoining coastal marine area 

Conditions 

(1) This regulation applies to a regulated activity if it is carried out at a place identified in the relevant district plan or proposed district plan as being 
subject to coastal protection rules. 
 

(2) This regulation is complied with if the regulated activity is carried out in accordance with the coastal protection rules that apply at that place. 
 

 
(3) In this regulation, coastal protection rules  means district rules that regulate the carrying out of activities in places adjoining the coastal marine area for 

the purpose of protecting the coastal marine area.   
 

Site Location Comments 

Signal Station Road, Omapere 
 

The proposed site is not located adjoining the coastal marine area or within any coastal 
protection setback or margin.  
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Complies 

 

Subpart 5 – Application of District and Regional Rules  

Regulation 52: Rivers and lakes 

Conditions 

(1) This regulation applies to a regulated activity if it is carried out over a river or lake (as referred to in regulation 8(2)). 
 

(2) This regulation is complied with if the regulated activity is carried out in accordance with the applicable regional rules about carrying out that activity over 
the river or lake.  

 

Site Location Comments 

Signal Station Road, Omapere 
 

The proposed site is not located adjoining any river or lake.  
 
 
Complies 

 
 

1.3 An assessment of the NESTF Subpart 5 Regulations above has shown that the proposed upgrade will not comply with Regulation 50, due 
to being previously established on an Outstanding Natural Feature, where a rule in the District Plan does not provide a permitted activity 
status for telecommunication facilities.      

 

Subpart 7 - Radiofrequency Fields  

1.4 Subpart 7 of the NESTF provides the permitted standards for radiofrequency emissions, where the activity complies with the following 
conditions.   
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Subpart 7 - Radiofrequency fields  

 

Conditions 

(1) This Regulation applies to an RFG facility. 
 

(2) This regulation is complied with if— 
(a) The facility must be installed and operated in accordance with NZS 2772.1;and 

 
(b) Before the facility becomes operational, the facility operator gives the local authority-  

(i) Written notice of the facility’s location; and  
(ii) A pre-commencement report that complies with subclause (3); and  

 
(c) either — 

(i) The facility operator gives the local authority a post-commencement report that complies with subclause (4) within 3 months after the facility 
becomes operational; or 
 

(ii) Under subclause (5), the facility operator is not required to give a post-commencement report. 
 

(3) A pre-commencement report must— 
(a) be prepared in accordance with AS/NZS 2772.2; and 
(b) take into account exposures arising from other telecommunication facilities in the vicinity of the facility; and 
(c) predict whether the radiofrequency field levels at places in the vicinity of the facility that are reasonably accessible to the general public will 

comply with NZS 2772.1. 
 
(4) A post-commencement report must— 

(a) be prepared in accordance with AS/NZS 2772.2; and 
(b) provide evidence that the actual radiofrequency field levels at places in the vicinity of the facility that are reasonably accessible to the general public 

comply with NZS 2772.1. 
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(5) The facility operator is not required to give a post-commencement report if the prediction 
referred to in subclause (3)(c) was that the radiofrequency field levels will not reach 25% of the maximum level authorised by NZS 2772.1 for exposure 
of the general public. 
 
(6) In this regulation,— 
AS/NZS 2772.2 means AS/NZS 2772.2:2016 Radiofrequency fields - Part 2: 
Principles and methods of measurement and computation - 3 kHz to 300 GHz  
 
NZS 2772.1 means NZS 2772.1:1999 Radiofrequency fields - Maximum exposure levels - 3 kHz to 300 GHz. 
 
  

Site Location Comments 

Signal Station Road, Omapere 
 

The bottom of the proposed antennas (dish) will be approx. 5.5m above ground level, clear 
of any area reasonable accessible by the general public. Therefore, NZS 2772.1 will not be 
exceeded at any point. 
 
Radio frequency exposures arising from all other telecommunication facilities in the 
immediate vicinity, have been taken into consideration in calculating the Radiofrequency 
statement of compliance reports.  
  
The radiofrequency field levels from the proposed antennas are not predicted to reach 25% 
of the maximum levels authorised by NZS 2772.2 at a point where the public can reasonably 
gain access. 
 
Confirmation of compliance with the radiofrequency standards are detailed in the 
Radiofrequency statement of compliance report, provided as Appendix 4 of this report.  
 
Complies 
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Subpart 2 – Antennas  

1.5 Subpart 2 of the NESTF provides for the replacement of antennas on existing poles outside the road reserve as a permitted activity, where 
the facility can comply with the following conditions.   

 

SUBPART 2 – ANTENNAS  

 
Subpart 2 Antennas - Antennas on existing poles with antennas not in road reserve and not in a residential zone  
 
Regulation 32: Regulated activity and standard   

(1) The installation and operation of an antenna (antenna D) by a facility operator is a regulated activity if,— 
  

(a)  before work to install antenna D begins (date D), there is a pole (pole D) that— 
(i) is not in a road reserve; and 
(ii) is not in a residential zone; and 
(iii) has 1 or more antennas (the existing antennas) attached to it (whether operated by the same or a different facility operator); And 

 
(b) the installation and operation of the existing antennas on pole D complies with the Act; and 

 
(c) antenna D (alone or with 1 or more other antennas) is to be installed— 

(i) on pole D in pole D’s original location; or 
(ii) on pole D after pole D is moved to a new location; or 
(iii) on a new pole erected to replace pole D; and 

 
(d) the pole on which antenna D is to be installed (the final pole) is— 

(i) not in a road reserve; and 
(ii) not in a residential zone. 

 
(2) The standard for the activity is that— 

(a) regulation 33 must be complied with; and 
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(b) each regulation in subpart 5, if it applies, must be complied with; and 
(c) if the activity includes earthworks, regulations 53 and 54 must be complied with; and 
(d) if the antenna is an RFG facility, regulation 55 must be complied with. 
 

Conditions Comments  

Signal Station Road, Omapere 
 

The subject site is zoned Rural Production under the Proposed District Plan. 
 
The existing pole (pole D) measures 18.9m in height. The proposed antenna upgrade will 
result in no increase in the overall height or width of the pole.  
 
The existing facility includes attachment antennas. The proposal involves the 
replacement and attachment of additional antennas.  
 
The width of the existing pole will remain the same. 
 
Complies  

 

 
Subpart 2 Antennas - Antennas on existing poles with antennas not in road reserve and not in a residential zone  
 
Regulation 33: Antenna on existing pole with antenna not in road reserve and not in residential zone    

(1) This regulation applies to the regulated activity described in regulation 32. 
 

(2) This regulation is complied with if, at the time antenna D is installed,— 
 

(a) if pole D is moved or replaced, the location of the final pole— 
(i) is not in a road reserve; and 
(ii) is not in a residential zone; and 
(iii) is not more than 5 m from pole D’s location on date D; and 
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(b) if the antenna is a dish or panel antenna, the antenna size rules in subclause (3) are complied with; and 
(c) the pole width rules in subclause (4) or (5) are complied with; and 
(d) if the final pole has a headframe, the headframe width rules in subclause (6) are complied with; and 
(e) the pole height rules in subclause (7) are complied with. 

 
(3) The antenna size rules are that,— 

(a) if antenna D is a panel antenna, the width of the panel must not be more than,— 
(i) if antenna D is a replacement for an existing panel antenna the width of which was more than 0.7 m, the width of the replaced antenna; 

or 
(ii) otherwise, 0.7 m; or 

 
(b) if antenna D is a dish antenna, the diameter of the dish must not be more than,— 

(i) if antenna D is a replacement for an existing dish antenna the diameter of which was more than 1.2 m, the diameter of the replaced 
antenna; or 

(ii) otherwise, 1.2 m. 
 

(4) If the final pole is in a rural zone, the pole width rules are that the width of the final pole must not be more than,— 
(a) if the width of pole D on date D was more than 6 m, that width; or 
(b) otherwise, the lesser of— 

(i) 6 m; and 
(ii) the width of pole D on date D multiplied by,— 
(A) if the number of antennas attached to the final pole is more than the number that were attached to pole D on date D, 2; or 
(B) otherwise, 1.3. 

 
(5) If the final pole is not in a rural zone, the pole width rules are that the width of the final pole must not be more than the width of the baseline pole 

on the baseline date multiplied by,— 
(a) If the number of antenna attached to the final pole is more than the number that were attached to the baseline pole on the baseline date, 2; or 
(b) otherwise, 1.3. 
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(6) The headframe width rules are that the width of the headframe on the final pole must not be more than,— 
(a) if pole D had a headframe on date D the width of which was more than 6 m, the width of that headframe; or 
(b) otherwise, 6 m. 

 
(7) The pole height rules are that the height of the final pole and all antennas must not be more than,— 

(a) if the pole was installed without a resource consent in reliance on regulation 34, the lesser of— 
(i) the height of pole D and all antennas on date D plus the permitted height increase; and 
(ii) 25 m; or 

 
(b) otherwise, the height of the baseline pole and all antennas on the baseline date plus the permitted height increase. 

 
(8) In this regulation, the permitted height increase is,— 

(a) if the facility operator for antenna D is the facility operator for all antennas attached to the final pole, 3.5 m; or 
(b) otherwise, 5 m 

Conditions Comments  

Signal Station Road, Omapere 
 

The subject site is zoned Rural Production under the District Plan. 
 
The antenna upgrade will be undertaken on Pole D, in its existing location.  
 
The proposed dish antennas will not exceed 1.2mØ.   
 
There will be no change to pole D, the width of the pole will remain the same.  
 
The existing pole has a headframe. There will be no alteration to the existing headframe.  
 
The existing telecommunication pole first was established in 2002. (consent to establish 
attached as Appendix 5).  
 
The max height of the existing facility will remain the same.  
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Summary 
The proposed upgrade and antenna attachments will be a permitted activity, complying 
with the max permitted dimensions in Regulation 33.  
 
Complies 

 
 

Subpart 1 – Cabinets  

1.6 Subpart 1 of the NESTF provides for telecommunications cabinets as a permitted activity, where the cabinets comply with the following 
conditions.   

 
 

Subpart 1 Cabinets  

Regulation 20: Cabinet not servicing antenna on building   

Conditions 

(1) This regulation applies to any cabinet other than one to which regulation 21 applies. 
 

(2)  This regulation is complied with if –  
 

(a) The height, footprint, and grouping rules in subclause (3) are complied with; and  
 

(b) One of the following applies:  
 

(i) The cabinet’s equipment does not require power; 
 

(ii) Power for the cabinet’s equipment is provided by a self-contained power unit; 
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(iii) The power supply for the cabinet’s equipment is connected under the ground or inside the cabinet.  
 

(3) The height, footprint, and grouping rules are as follows:  
 
(a) If the cabinet is in a road reserve that is in, or adjoins, a residential zone, -  

(i) The height of the cabinet must not be more than 1.8m; and  
 

(ii) The footprint of the cabinet must not be more than 1.4m²; and 
 

(iii) The group rules in regulation 22 must be complied with (subject to regulation 23): 
 

(b) If the cabinet is in any other road reserve - 
(i) The height of the cabinet must not be more than 2m; and  

 
(ii) The footprint of the cabinet must not be more than 2m²; and 

 
(iii) The group rules in regulation 22 must be complied with (subject to regulation 23): 

 
(c) If the cabinet is not in a road reserve and s in a residential zone, -  

(i) The height of the cabinet must not be more than 2m; and  
 

(ii) The footprint of the cabinet must not be more than 2m²;  
 

(d) If the cabinet is not in a road reserve and is not in a residential zone, -  
(i) The height of the cabinet must not be more than 2.5m; and  
(ii) The footprint of the cabinet must not be more than 5m². 

 
(4) In this regulation, part of a road reserve adjoins a residential zone if that part of the road reserve adjoins, and is on the same side of the road as, 

land that is in a residential zone.  

Site Location Comments 
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Signal Station Road, Omapere 
 

The proposed cabinet is located outside the road reserve on land zoned rural production.  
 
Installation of a new side by side cabinet array, consisting of two cabinet bays measuring:  
 

Bay 1 measures 1.36m length x 0.81m width x 2.1m height covering a total area of 
1.1m² 

 
 Bay 2 measures 1.36m length x 0.97m width x 2.1m height covering a total area of 
1.3m² 

 
 
Complies 

 
 

Subpart 1 Cabinets  

Regulation 25: Noise limits for cabinet not in road reserve    

Conditions 

(1) This regulation applies to a cabinet not located in a road reserve. 
 

(2) This regulation is complied with if the cabinet is installed and operated in accordance with the district rules about noise from a facility at the place 
where the cabinet is located. 

 

Site Location Comments 

Signal Station Road, Omapere 
 

The subject site is located outside the road reserve on land zoned rural production.  
 
Under Part 2, Rural Environment, Rule 8.6.5.1.7(a), the following noise controls for the 
Rural Zone, measured at the notional boundary.  
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Noise generated by any activity shall not exceed the following limits within the notional 
boundary of any noise sensitive activity in the Rural Production, Rural Lifestyle or Māori 
Purpose zones: 

• 0700 to 2200 hours 65 dBA  

• 2200 to 0700 hours 45 dBA  

• 70 dBA Lmax  
 
A noise report for the proposed cabinet model has been attached as Appendix 8 of this 
application report. The proposed cabinets will comply with the noise controls above at 3m. 
The cabinets will be located over 100m from the nearest dwelling, being 73A Signal Station 
Road. Located approximately 335m to the northeast. Therefore, the proposed cabinet will 
easily comply with the rural zone noise controls measured at the nearest notional 
boundary.  
 
Complies.  

 

Subpart 6 – Earthworks  

1.6 Subpart 6 of the NESTF provides for earthworks associated with telecommunication facilities as a permitted activity, where the facility can 
comply with the following conditions.   

 
 

Subpart 6 – Earthworks  

Regulation 54: Earthworks regional rules apply    

Conditions 

(1) This regulation applies to a regulated activity if it includes earthworks (as referred to in regulation 5(1)(d)). 
(2) This regulation is complied with if the earthworks are carried out in accordance with any applicable regional rules about earthworks.  
 

https://farnorth.isoplan.co.nz/eplan/rules/0/15/0/0/0/74
https://farnorth.isoplan.co.nz/eplan/rules/0/15/0/0/0/74
https://farnorth.isoplan.co.nz/eplan/rules/0/15/0/0/0/74
https://farnorth.isoplan.co.nz/eplan/rules/0/15/0/0/0/74


 

C2 General  

 

Site Location Comments 

Signal Station Road, Omapere 
 

The proposal involves the extension of the existing concrete pad, requiring approximately 
15m³ of earthworks. The proposal complies with all application regional rules about 
earthworks.  
 
Due to the site being located in on an Outstanding Natural Feature, the proposal will not 
comply with the District Plan Earthworks control. This is assessed further in the AEE report 
under the District Plan assessment section.  
 
Complies 

 
NESTF Regulation Assessment Summary  
 
1.7 The NESTF assessment has demonstrated that the proposed upgrade will not comply with Regulation 50(1) of the NESTF Regulations. Given 

that the existing facility has been established on a Scheduled Outstanding Natural Feature.   
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Generic Radiofrequency Field Certificate 

for PSN UHF LMR Services  

 

Introduction 

This radiofrequency (RF) field certificate is a generic certificate that demonstrates compliance with RF hazard 

safety Regulations for a PSN UHF Land Mobile Radio (LMR) site. 

Applicable PSN UHF LMR Configurations 

PSN UHF LMR services that meet all the following criteria are covered by this generic RF field certificate (refer 

also to the explanatory drawing below): 

 

Frequency 478 to 502 MHz 

Number of 
transmitters 

Up to 8 

Transmit power Up to 50 W per transmitter (adjusted to meet EIRP limit) 

System loss Varies depending on the site 

Antenna Two separate pole-mounted quarter-wave dipoles operating independently with 
up to 4 transmitters per dipole 
(receive antennas are not considered since they do not generate RF fields) 

EIRP Maximum of 17 dBW EIRP per transmitter (RF channel) 

Height Centre of lower and upper transmit dipoles at least 11.0 and 11.6 metres above 
areas (typically ground level) reasonably accessible to the General Public. 

Foreground 
clearance 

The immediate foreground in front, and to the sides, of the antennas shall be clear 
of any structures reasonably accessible to the General Public (e.g. building roofs 
or buildings of more than one storey, streetlights, large trees). 

Foreground 
terrain 

The foreground in front, and to the sides, of the antennas reasonably accessible 
to the General Public shall be flat for at least the first 5 metres and may then rise 
at a gradient of 1 in 5 beyond that (one metre of height for every 5 metres of 
distance). Alternatively, the foreground can be flat or falling away. 
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Relevant Regulations 

The Resource Management (National Environmental Standards for Telecommunications Facilities) Regulations 

2016 (NES) prescribe the Standards that must be complied with for the purposes of the Resource Management 

Act 1991. 

Regulation 13 states that a telecommunication facility is a permitted activity as far as radiofrequency field hazards 

are concerned if it is operated in accordance with Regulation 55. Regulation 55 requires that telecommunications 

facilities are installed and operated in accordance with NZS 2772: Part 1:1999 “Radiofrequency Part 1 – 

Maximum Exposure Levels – 3kHz to 300GHz”. In particular, this Regulation relates to the maximum levels the 

General Public may be exposed to in reasonably accessible areas. 

Regulation 55 also requires that a pre-commencement report is prepared predicting whether the fields at places 

in the vicinity of the facility that are reasonably accessible to the General Public will comply with NZS 

2772:1:1999. This report must be prepared in accordance with AS/NZS 2772:2:2016 “Radiofrequency fields, Part 

2: Principles and methods of measurement and computation — 3 kHz to 300 GHz”. Additionally, if the 

radiofrequency fields are predicted to reach or exceed 25 % of the General Public exposure limits in NZS 

2772:1:1999, the operator must submit a post-commencement report providing evidence that the actual 

radiofrequency field levels comply with NZS 2772:1:1999.  

The exposure limits in NZS 2772:1:1999 vary with frequency. For the frequencies applicable to this RF Field 

Certificate the General Public exposure limit is 2.4 W/m². 

RF Fields from the Proposed PSN LMR Service 

UHF LMR dipoles provide broad communications coverage from the site, with reduced coverage behind the 

antenna.  

Predictions of RF fields from the LMR antennas have been undertaken using a worst-case combination of the 

criteria stated above. RF fields up to 2 metres above ground level in any publicly accessible area around the 

antennas will be a maximum of 0.1 W/m² (4.5 % of the maximum General Public exposure level). However, this 

maximum RF field level only occurs in a localised area in front of the antenna and when all transmitters are 

operating, which will occur only very rarely. For the rest of the time, and in the majority of locations around the 

site, the RF Field levels will be less. 

These calculations have been undertaken in accordance with AS/NZS 2772:2:2016. 

Existing RF Fields & Cumulative Effects 

In general, assessment of RF fields from a proposed service must also consider the cumulative effect of fields 

from existing RF services on the site or nearby. However, in the specific case of the LMR services described by 

the criteria above, the RF fields predicted in publicly accessible areas are small in comparison with the exposure 

limit, and will have minimal impact on compliance when considering any existing RF fields. 
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Conclusion 

The RF fields in any publicly accessible area from the PSN LMR service that meets the above criteria will be a 

maximum of 4.5 % of the General Public exposure limit. However, this will occur only very rarely and for the rest 

of the time the RF Field levels will be less. 

Whilst the cumulative RF fields from any existing RF services on the site or nearby have not been specifically 

considered, the RF field from the proposed PSN LMR service is small in comparison with the exposure limit and 

therefore will have minimal impact on compliance when considering any existing RF fields in publicly accessible 

areas. 

A post-commencement report is not required. 

 

Yafei Qu 

Project Systems Engineer, Tait Communications 

19 March 2025 
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FIGURES 

 
Figure 1.  The location of the Omapere Cellular Facility, South Hokianga 

(O06) (Red outline-Figure 2). 
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Figure 2. The proposed cellular facility upgrade expansion proposal 
(Courtesy of Fortysouth 10.02.26). 
 

2 

Figure 3. The previous recorded site O06/626 (Courtesy of Archsite 15.02.26) 
 

5 

Figure 4. The original proposed location of the 2001 lease area (black); 
the actual location of the 2002 lease area (red); the 2026 
Proposed  extension of the lease area, in relation to the lower 
terrace feature associated with archaeological site O06/626 (Base 
site plan in Johnson 2001). 

7 

 
 
 
 

PLATES 
 

Plate 1.  The lower terrace in question (View to the east) 
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Plate 2. The proposed eastern expansion area (View to the south-east). 
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Plate 3. The proposed western expansion area (View to the west). 
 

9 

Plate 4. The area of the proposed expansion to the north of the mast 
(View to the north). 
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Cover. View of the existing cellular facility tower at Omapere (View to the south-west). 
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Introduction 
Fortysouth propose to upgrade the cellular network transmission facility on Pukekohe 
summit at Omapere on the south side of the Hokianga Harbour. Northern Archaeological 
Research Ltd was commissioned by K. Cheung of Fortysouth to undertake an 
archaeological re-evaluation and assessment of the proposal. The re-evaluation and 
assessment were undertaken to assess the effects of the proposal on recorded 
archaeological site O06/626. This was undertaken to advise Fortysouth in relation to the 
archaeological provisions of the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act, 2014. The 
re-evaluation and assessment was undertaken by Leigh Johnson of Northern 
Archaeological Research Ltd on the 17th of February 2026. This report outlines the 
results. 
 
Location/Physical Environment 
The existing cellular facility proposed to be upgraded for emergency services occurs on 
the Pukekohe summit on a property owned by J. Klaricich at Omapere on the south side 
of the entrance of the Hokianga Harbour at 73B Signal Station Road, Omapere (Legal 
Description: Lot 2 204637 and Lot 2 DP 313162) (Figures 1 and 2) . The location of the 
facility is 15m south of the Pukekohe summit. The summit itself is above and to the south 
of Signal Station Road and overlooks the Hokianga Harbour to the North Hokianga, west 
to the Tasman Sea and east to Omapere and Opononi. The site of the proposed 
transmission site and equipment shelter is approximately 160m above sea level. The area 
affected is under pasture. The soils of the area consist of Hunoke stony clay loam 
(Sutherland et al 1980).  
 

 
 
FIGURE 1. THE LOCATION OF THE OMAPERE CELLULAR FACILITY, SOUTH HOKIANGA 
(O06) (RED OUTLINE Figure 2). 
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FIGURE 2. THE PROPOSED CELLULAR FACILITY UPGRADE (Courtesy of Fortysouth 
10.02.26). 
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FNDC District Plan:  
The area of the proposal is zoned under the Operative FNDC District Plan as Rural 
Production and Coastal Living. The location in question is one of Cultural Significance to 
Maori (MS11-28); and is zoned an Outstanding Landscape Feature. 
 
Proposed Development 
The proposal is to extend the enclosed area around the base of the existing tower to allow 
for the installation of cabinets for emergency services equipment (Figure 2 and 
Appendix). These are a new 2 bay power cabinet and a new proposed 2 bay radio cabinet 
in addition to installations on the existing mast. This will expand the enclosed area from 
the current 5m x 5m area to 10m x 10m. This will involve extending the length of 
enclosure to the north for a distance of some 5m. The total earthworks involved in 
forming a level base for a concrete foundation slab for the cabinets is estimated at 20m3.  
 
Also, in the immediate vicinity of the existing green equipment shed below and to the 
east of  site O06/626 is a proposed “Meter Box with Geni Socket Changeover” and a 
proposed short power cable route. Power and access to the site are existing and these are 
not proposed to change.    
 
Statutory Obligations  
The following is a brief outline of statutory obligations in New Zealand in respect of 
archaeological sites prepared by the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga (HNZ).    
 
There are two main pieces of legislation in New Zealand that control work affecting archaeological 
sites. These are the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act, 2014 (HNZPTA), and the Resource 
Management Act, 1991(RMA).   
 

HERITAGE NEW ZEALAND POUHERE TAONGA ACT 2014  
ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROVISIONS 

 
The Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga (HNZPT) administers the Heritage New Zealand 
Pouhere Taonga Act (HNZPTA). All archaeological sites in New Zealand are protected under the 
HNZPTA and may only be modified with the written authority of the HNZPT.  
 
The maximum penalty in the HNZPTA for un-authorised damage of an archaeological site is 
$120,000. The maximum penalty for un-authorised site destruction is $300,000. The HNZA contains 
a consent (commonly referred to as an “Authority”) process for any work of any nature affecting 
archaeological sites, where an archaeological site is defined as: 
 
Any place in New Zealand, including any building or structure (or part of a building or structure), 
that - 
a. 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  
b. Provides or may provide, through investigation by archaeological methods, evidence relating 
to the history of New Zealand; and 
c. Includes a site for which a declaration is made under section 43(1) 
 
Any person who intends carrying out work that may damage, modify or destroy an archaeological 
site must first obtain an authority from the HNZPT (Part 3 Section 44). The process applies to 
archaeological sites on all land in New Zealand irrespective of the type of tenure.  
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The archaeological authority process applies to all sites that fit the Heritage New Zealand definition, 
regardless of whether: 
• The site is recorded in the NZ Archaeological Association (NZAA) Site Recording Scheme or 

registered/declared by the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga, 
• The site only becomes known about as a result of ground disturbance and /or 
• The activity is permitted under a district or regional plan, or resource or building consent has 

been granted. 
  
Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga also maintains a Register of Historic Places, Historic Areas, 
Wahi Tapu and Wahi Tapu Areas. The register can include some archaeological sites (though the 
main database for archaeological sites is maintained independently by the NZAA). The purpose of 
the register is to inform members of the public about such places and to assist with their protection 
under the Resource Management Act, 1991.     

 
THE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 1991 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROVISIONS 
 
The RMA requires City, District and regional; Councils to manage the use, development, and 
protection of natural and physical resources in a way that provided for the well-being of today’s 
communities while safeguarding the options for future generations. The protection of historic 
heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development is identified as a matter of national 
importance (section 6f).   
 
Historic Heritage is defined as those natural and physical resources that contribute to an 
understanding and appreciation of New Zealand’s history and cultures, derived from archaeological, 
architectural, cultural, historic, scientific, or technological qualities. 
 
Historic heritage includes: 

• historic sites, structures, places, and area 
• archaeological sites; 
• sites of significance to Maori, including wahi tapu; 
• surroundings associated with the natural and physical resources (RMA section 2). 

 
These categories are not mutually exclusive and some archaeological sites may include above ground 
structures or may also be places that are of significance to Maori. 
 
Where resource consent is required for any activity, the assessment of effects is required to address 
cultural and historic heritage matters (RMA 4th Schedule and the district plan assessment criteria (if 
appropriate). 
 
Methodology and Constraints 
Background research into the archaeology and subsequent history of the affected area 
included the examination of late 19th and early 20th century land plans and survey reports 
held by Land Information NZ, Auckland. New Zealand Archaeological Association site 
record forms were checked for previously recorded archaeological sites, and a review of 
regional archaeological publications relating to the area was undertaken. This includes the 
initial archaeological evaluation of the cellular proposal by the writer (Johnson 2001, 
2002a) and a subsequent monitoring report on effects of the installation (Johnson 2002b) 
 
The archaeological survey was undertaken on foot, using a 4WD vehicle to access the site 
All parts within the specified area were covered in detail. A number of adjacent subsoil 
exposures within and immediately adjacent to the facility were also re-examined.  
 



5 
 

Constraints 
Survey conditions were reasonable. The likelihood of undetected subsurface 
archaeological remains was also considered. 
 
Archaeological and Historical Background 

 
 
FIGURE 3. THE PREVIOUS RECORDED SITE O06/626 LOCATION ON ARCHSITE (Green 
square); THE ACTUAL LOCATION OF O06/626 Red arrow; ACTUAL LOCATION OF O06/299 
Black arrow (Base Plan Courtesy of Archsite 15.02.26). 
 
The following archaeological and historical background was initially presented in 2001 
and 2002.  
 
A number of archaeological sites have previously been recorded in the area of the proposed cellular 
transmission facility. These include what appears to have been two terraces on a spur on the west 
side of Pukekohe summit, O06/299, over looking the west coast and a single terrace, O06/300, 
situated on the north side of a “saddle between Pukekohe and Patipatiarero” recorded by V. Rickard 
in 1984 while working for the former Lands and Survey Department.  More recently, a pit complex 
and possible gardening site, O06/427, has been recorded on a lip at the front of a comparatively 
sheltered flat below and to the north of Ohineturu Peak by B. Anderson in 1991.  
 
No cultural or historical information is shown for the area on old lands plans or on Captain Herds 
1827 chart or Commander Drury’s 1857 chart of the Hokianga Harbour. The only information 
shown in the vicinity is the signal station for crossing the bar on the harbour’s southern headland, a 
short distance (800m ) below to the north west.       
 
The property is understood to have been developed for pastoral agriculture in the late 19th and early 
20th centuries and to have been owned at one stage by the Hokianga Harbourmaster (Johnson 
2001: 3).   
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Following the installation of the cellular facility in April 2002, the following information 
was provided by the writer in 2002: 
 
Following the initial archaeological survey and assessment of the cell site in March 2001, an 
agreement was reached for components of the proposed facility to be relocated to avoid 
archaeological remains. This included the site of the mast to be relocated some 12-15m down the 
shoulder of the summit to avoid archaeological remains of O06/626 comprising what appeared to be 
a small pa. The transmission shed was relocated to the opposite, west side, of a small gully on the 
north slope of Pukekohe to avoid archaeological remains at site O06/627 and the access and cable 
trenches were confined to the existing driveway and farm tracks where possible and were routed off 
the small flat with archaeological remains at site O06/427.  
 
Following a redesign of part of the facility, a new archaeological assessment [Johnson 2002a] was 
undertaken of a potential cable trench route that appeared to affect other parts of site O06/427. As a 
consequence, and reconsidering the potential for affecting unrecorded subsurface archaeological 
remains at other components, Vodafone NZ were advised to apply to the New Zealand Historic 
Places for authority to modify the affected archaeological remains. As outlined above, the Trust 
issued an authority for the modification of the affected site in April 2002 subject to archaeological 
monitoring of the earthworks. 
 
The cellular facility was subsequently built in April 2002. Unfortunately, as the result of an 
accidental oversight, Northern Archaeological Research Ltd were not notified of the commencement 
of earthworks, and the effects of the earthworks on the archaeological remains on the site were not 
monitored at this time. Having been made aware of the oversight, and following discussion with The 
New Zealand Historic Places Trust, Connell Wagener on behalf of Vodafone NZ commissioned 
Northern Archaeological Research Ltd to record the effects of the associated earthworks on the 
archaeological landscape at Pukekohe Hill.       
 
In relation to the area of the mast itself, it was noted that “the mast appeared off site and off 
any ancillary remains…No archeological remains were evident in the [cut] profile and we are 
confident that the mast has been located on the summit without affecting archeological remains 
(Johnson 2002b: 3).   
 
Archaeological Re-assessment Results 
A single archeological site, O06/626, occurs in the immediate vicinity of the cellular 
facility on the summit of Pukekohe proposed to be upgraded for emergency services. An 
NZAA Additional Information for has been completed for the site and is outlined below. 
It is noted that the location of the site on the NZAA Database Map (Figure 3) is incorrect; 
and the 2002 site record additional form information was not been uploaded. 
 
O06/626. Terraces, Pa? E1633828  N6066839 Additional Information 
Since the initial archaeological evaluation in March 2001, the two wooden pole aerials 
have been removed from the summit of Pukekohe and the survey trig station has been 
removed and replaced inground with a metal marker plate. The base of the poles and 
three legs of the trig are still evident protruding from the ground. The 2002 power trench 
extending to the existing mast is still evident as a vegetation contrast mark extending 
between the two terraces to the south. The Pukekohe summit still forms part of an open 
grazed paddock with a 5mx 5m lease for the cellular facility.   
 
All the archaeological features mapped in 2001 are still evident. However, in the interim 
it now appears more likely that the site is in fact a terraced hill top rather than a formal 
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pa. The pa? designation was made on the basis of the possibility that the long lateral 
terrace on the south west side was an erosion infilled ditch. While this is still possible, it 
appears more likely that the long narrow feature, 2m in width, is a narrow terrace and part 
of the small complex of terraces on the summit itself. Despite the range of more recent 
structures established on the hilltop facilities the features of the site are still evident, 
though in somewhat poor condition. The location has a commanding position with 360° 
views of all areas at the mouth of the Hokianga Harbour.        

 

 
 
FIGURE 4. THE ORIGINAL PROPOSED LOCATION OF THE 2001 LEASE AREA (black); THE 
ACTUAL LOCATION OF THE 2002 LEASE AREA (red); THE 2026 PROPOSED  EXTENSION 
OF THE LEASE AREA, IN RELATION TO THE LOWER TERRACE FEATURE ASSOCIATED 
WITH ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE O06/626 (Base site plan in Johnson 2001).  
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PLATE 1. THE LOWER TERRACE IN QUESTION (View to the east). 
 

 
 
PLATE 2. THE PROPOSED EASTERN EXPANSION AREA (View to the south-east). 
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PLATE 3. THE PROPOSED NORTHERN EXPANSION AREA (View to the north west). 
 

 
 
PLATE 4. THE AREA OF THE PROPOSED EXPANSION TO THE NORTH OF THE MAST 
(View to the north). 
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Archaeological Significance 
Archaeological significance/values relate to the potential of a place to provide evidence 
of the history of New Zealand. The following matters must be taken into account when 
assessing archaeological value: Condition of the site; the sites rarity; the sites contextual 
value; the sites information potential; and any amenity value (HNZPT June 2014).  
 

Site/s Criteria Assessment 

 
 
 
 
 
O06/626 
Terraced hill 
top or small 
pa?  

Condition Medium to poor. The summit appears likely to have been part of 
a pastoral farm for over a century or more and has sustained 
some stock damage and erosion. Two pole aerials and a survey 
trig have been established on the summit, now removed, and a 
cellular facility has been established on the south side 
immediately outside the edge of the site.     

Rarity/ 
Uniqueness 

If a terraced hill top or small pa? the site appears a common 
component of any archaeological landscape in northern New 
Zealand  

Contextual Value The site has contextual value as an element of late pre-contact 
Maori settlement at the mouth of the Hokianga Harbour with a  
strategic location.  

Information 
Potential 

While marginally to moderately damaged, O06/626 has the 
potential to provide some information on the age and nature of 
the late pre-contact Maori settlement at this location.  

Amenity Value As O06/626 is located on private land, the site has limited 
amenity value, though is understood to form part of a coastal 
walkway (J. Klaricich pers comm.)   

Cultural 
Associations 

The site appears of late pre-contact Maori origin.   

TABLE 1. THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SIGNIFICANCE OF O06/626. 
 
Additional comments 
The archaeological significance or value of site/s are associated with the site condition, 
rarity, contextual value, information potential and/or amenity value. No ranking of sites is 
allowed or appropriate under the Act.   
 
Heritage Significance 
Heritage significance/values accounted for under the Resource Management Act 1991. 
The following matters must be taken into account when assessing Heritage 
significance/values include: historical, architectural, cultural, scientific and technological 
qualities (RMA 1991). 
 
Additional comments 
Overall, the heritage value of the sites/area is of low, low-moderate, moderate, moderate-
high or high significance, at a local, regional or national level. No additional ranking is 
appropriate or required. 
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Location. Criteria Assessment Significance 

 
 
 
 
 
 
73B Signal Station 
Road, Omapere 
  
Lot 2 204637 and 
Lot 2 DP 313162) 
 

Historical: the place reflects important 
or representative aspects of national, 
regional or local history, or is 
associated with an important event, 
person, group or idea or early period of 
settlement within NZ, the region or 
locality    

The sites form part of a wider 
cultural/archaeological 
landscape but have no known 
associations to historical 
events or persons 

Moderate 
 

Architectural/ Physical attributes: the 
place is notable or representative 
example of its type, design or style, 
method of construction, craftsmanship 
or use of materials or the work of a 
notable architect, designer, engineer or 
builder 

The site inventory displays a 
limited range of site types 
commonly associated with 
late precontact Maori 
settlement 

Low 

Cultural: the place has a strong or 
special association with or is held in 
high esteem by a particular community 
or cultural group for its symbolic, 
spiritual, commemorative, traditional 
or other cultural value 

The sites have association to 
previous Maori occupation – 
significance to be determined 
by the effected tangata 
whenua 

 

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 

This to be determined by the 
effected tangata whenua 

 

Scientific: the place has potential to 
provide knowledge through scientific 
or scholarly study or to contribute to 
an understanding of the cultural or 
national history of NZ, the region or 
locality 

The site appears likely to have 
low to moderate potential to 
provide information 
archaeological investigation.  

Low to 
moderate  

Technology: the place demonstrates 
technical accomplishment, innovation 
or achievement in its structure, 
construction, components or use of 
materials  

 N/a 

Aesthetic: the place is notable or 
distinctive for its aesthetic, visual or 
landmark qualities 

The location has a 
commanding and strategic 
view over all areas at the 
mouth of the Hokianga  
Harbour.  The location is an 
outstanding natural feature 
under the FNDC Operative 
Plan.  

 
High  

Context: the place contributes to or is 
associated with a wider historic or 
cultural context, streetscape, 
townscape, landscape or setting 

All sites contribute to a wider 
archaeological and historical 
settlement landscape.  

Moderate 

 
TABLE 2. THE HERITAGE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE LOCATION. 
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Archaeological Assessment of Effects 
In 2001 the cellular mast proposal at that time was located on the top of Pukekohe 
summit and archaeological site, O06/626. Following the initial archaeological survey and 
assessment in  March 2001 (Johnson 2001), the recommendation was made to remove the 
mast proposal from the summit and relocate the mast on the shoulder of the summit some 
12m below to the south (with the equipment shed below to the site by some distance to 
the east). This was ultimately adopted in construction of the facility to prevent any 
unauthorised damage or disturbance to the site. The new proposal to add a horizontal area 
of 5m x 5m for the emergency services cabinets to the north of the mast will extend the 
facility back into the area of the site, specifically the southern lateral terrace/filled ditch 
that formed the basis of the original decision to relocate the mast off the area of the site.  
 
If the current proposal is to be established, then the proposed 5m wide cut for the base 
platform will extend up to and likely into the edge of the terrace. In relation to any 
unrecorded subsurface archeological remains, in addition to any potential direct effects 
on the terrace, the construction of the cabinet enclosure will require the written authority 
of Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga under Section 48(1)(a) for the partial 
modification of archaeological site, O06/626. To all intents the authority may well largely 
be precautionary. Given the poor condition of the terrace and the limited peripheral 
effects on the site we would advise Heritage New Zealand to grant such authority with 
standard monitoring conditions including sampling of any remains present for analysis 
and radiocarbon dating.  
 
Alternatively, it is understood that that Fortysouth would prefer to avoid the lengthy 
HNZPT Authority process for the emergency services upgrade on the hill. To achieve 
this, our preferred option would be to locate the new cabinet enclosure to the either the 
east, west or south of the existing mast. This would then avoid all areas of the site 
without affecting the small buffer that separates the mast from O06/626 and the edge of 
O06/626 itself. From verbal phone discussion with Fortysouth (K. Cheung, 17.2 26.) the 
suggestion was made to extend the cabinet enclosure only 2.5m to the north into the 
buffer area. This was assessed on the ground through a hand dug, spade sized test pit that 
revealed the 20cm deep stony brown loam topsoil over yellow silty clay evident in the 
mast earthworks in 2002. This indicated that the 2.5m extension could be achieved 
without affecting the long lateral terrace at O06/626. To do this however, the limit of the 
facility to the north would have to be determined on the ground with the archaeologist 
and marked out to provide a boundary beyond which earthworks cannot occur to prevent 
any damage or disturbance to the site.   
 
We would also recommend that any earthworks to the north of the mast be monitored by 
the archaeologist in an attempt to more accurately determine the subsoil status of the 
location.  
 
Any proposal to establish the cabinet platform to the west, east or south of the mast, 
should be able to be established without further archaeological consideration.   
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No archeological remains occurred in the area of the proposed “Meter Box with Geni 
Socket Changeover” and proposed power route in the immediate vicinity of the existing 
green equipment shelter, below the summit on the east side. As such these can be 
established without further archeological consideration. 
 
If the proposal to avoid the site O06/626 is chosen, then in the unlikely event that any un-
recorded subsurface archaeological remains are exposed, all work affecting such remains 
should cease immediately and Northern Archaeological Research Ltd be notified so that 
appropriate action can be taken.   
 
It is understood there will be no further earthworks associated with the provision of 
access.   
 
Any change to the proposed plan assessed in this report will need to be subject to 
archaeological evaluation. 
 
The survey of the property was conducted specifically to locate and record archaeological 
remains. The survey and report does not necessarily include the location and/or 
assessment of wahi-tapu or sites of cultural or spiritual significance to the local Maori 
community, who may be approached independently for any information or concerns they 
may have. 
 
Conclusion 
Northern Archaeological Research Ltd were commissioned by L. Cheung (Fortysouth) to 
undertake an archaeological survey and assessment of the proposed cellular facility 
subdivision upgrade at Omapere, South Hokianga, Far North. One previously recorded 
archaeological site (O06/626) was recorded as a result of the fieldwork undertaken. 
Recommendations for the protection, mitigation and management of this site and any 
unrecorded subsurface archaeological sites are made in accordance with the 
archaeological provisions of the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act, 2014 and 
standard procedures. 
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Recommendations 
 
1. The current proposal as planned has the potential to modify the terrace and possible 

subsurface archeological remains. As such, the new enclosure will require the written 
authority of Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga under Section 48(1)(a) for the 
partial modification of archaeological site, O06/626.  

 
Given the poor condition of the terrace and the limited peripheral effects on the site 
we would advise Heritage New Zealand to grant such authority with standard 
monitoring conditions including sampling of any remains present for analysis and 
radiocarbon dating.  
 
We do note however, that the site occurs in an area classified as of Cultural 
significance to Maori on the FNDC Operative District Plan (MS11-28). 
 

2. Alternatively, Fortysouth has the option to locate the new cabinet enclosure to the 
either the east, west or south of the existing mast. This would then avoid all areas of 
the site without affecting the small buffer that separates the mast from O06/626 and 
the edge of O06/626 itself.  

 
3. A further alternative to extend the cabinet enclosure only 2.5m to the north into the 

buffer area was assessed by a test pit that revealed the 20cm deep stony brown loam 
topsoil over yellow silty clay evident in the mast earthworks in 2002. This indicated 
that the 2.5m extension could be achieved without affecting the long lateral terrace at 
O06/626.  

 
If this option is taken, the limit of the facility to the north would have to be 
determined on the ground with the archaeologist and marked out to provide a 
boundary beyond which earthworks cannot occur to prevent any damage or 
disturbance to the site.   

 
4. It is recommended that any earthworks to the north of the mast be monitored by the 

archaeologist in an attempt to more accurately determine the subsoil status of the 
location.  

 
5. Any proposal to establish the cabinet platform to the west, east or south of the mast, 

should be able to be established without further archaeological consideration.   
 

6. If the options to avoid the site O06/626 are chosen, then in the unlikely event that any 
un-recorded subsurface archaeological remains are exposed, all work affecting such 
remains should cease immediately and Northern Archaeological Research Ltd be 
notified so that appropriate action can be taken. 

 
7. No archeological remains occurred in the area of the proposed “Meter Box with Geni 

Socket Changeover” and proposed power route in the immediate vicinity of the 
existing green equipment shelter, below the summit on the east side. As such these 
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can be established without further archeological consideration. It is understood there 
will be no further earthworks associated with the provision of access. 

 
8. Any change to the proposed plan assessed in this report will need to be subject to 

archaeological evaluation. 
 
9. The survey of the property was conducted specifically to locate and record 

archaeological remains. The survey and report does not necessarily include the 
location and/or assessment of wahi-tapu or sites of cultural or spiritual significance to 
the local Maori community, who may be approached independently for any 
information or concerns they may have. 
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NZAA SITE RECORD ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 
FORM  

SITE NO:O06/626 

MAP NO: O06 SITE NAME: Pukekohe 
MAP NAME: WAIPOUA  
MAP EDITION: 1st 1987 SITE TYPE: Pa?/terraces. 
GRID REFERENCE: NZTM E1633828  N6066839  
  
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:  
Site revisited on 16.02.26 
 
Located on J. Klaricich’s property at 73B Signal Station Rd, Omapere, South Hokianga (Legal 
Description: Lot 2 204637 and Lot 2 DP 313162). The site occurs on the summit of Pukekohe Hill. 
 
Since the initial archaeological evaluation in March 2001, the two wooden pole aerials have been 
removed from the summit of Pukekohe and the survey trig station has been removed and replaced 
inground with a metal marker plate. The base of the poles and three legs of the trig are still evident 
protruding from the ground. The 2002 power trench extending to the existing mast is still evident as a 
vegetation contrast mark extending between the two terraces to the south. The Pukekohe summit still 
forms part of an open grazed paddock with a 5mx 5m lease for the cellular facility.   
 
All the archaeological features mapped in 2001 are still evident. However, in the interim it now appears 
more likely that the site is in fact a terraced hill top rather than a formal pa. The pa? designation was 
made on the basis of the possibility that the long lateral terrace on the south west side was an erosion 
infilled ditch. While this is still possible, it appears more likely that the long narrow feature, 2m in 
width, is a narrow terrace and part of the small complex of terraces on the summit itself. Despite the 
range of more recent structures established on the hilltop facilities the features of the site are still 
evident, though in somewhat poor condition. The location has a commanding position with 360° views 
of all areas at the mouth of the Hokianga Harbour.       
 
Reference: 
Johnson, L.   2001.   Archaeological Survey and Assessment of a Proposed Cellular Facility, Omapere,  
      South Hokianga.   Unpublished Report.   Auckland: Northern Archaeological Research Ltd.  
 
Report: 
Johnson, L   2026.   Archaeological Survey and Assessment of a Proposed Cellular Facility Lease  
     Expansion Area, Omapere, South Hokianga, Far North.   Unpublished Report.   Auckland: Northern  
     Archaeological Research Ltd. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by: Leigh Johnson  
                     Northern Archaeological Research Ltd 
                     PO Box 32585,  
                     Devonport 
                     Auckland 0744. 
 
Owner:  J. Klaricich 
              73B Signal Station Rd 
              Omapere 
              Hokianga  
 
 
 
 
 



NZAA SITE RECORD ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 
FORM  

SITE NO:O06/626 

MAP NO: O06 SITE NAME: Pukekohe 
MAP NAME: WAIPOUA  
MAP EDITION: 1st 1987 SITE TYPE: Pa?/terraces. 
GRID REFERENCE: NZTM E1633828  N6066839  
  
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:  
 

 
PLATE 1. THE LOWER SOUTH TERRACE IN QUESTION (View to the east). Photo Credit: L 
Johnson 16.02.26. 
 

 
PLATE 2. CELLULAR FACILITY DOWNSLOPE FROM THE SUMMIT (AND SITE OF) 
PUKEKOHE (View to the south-west) Photo Credit: L Johnson 16.02.26. 
 



NZAA SITE RECORD ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 
FORM  

SITE NO:O06/626 

MAP NO: O06 SITE NAME: Pukekohe 
MAP NAME: WAIPOUA  
MAP EDITION: 1st 1987 SITE TYPE: Pa?/terraces. 
GRID REFERENCE: NZTM E1633828  N6066839  
  
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:  
 

 
PLATE 3. THE EXISTING CELLULAR FACILITY DOWNSLOPE FROM THE SUMMIT OF 
PUKEKOHE (View to the north) Photo Credit: L Johnson 16.02.26. 
 

 
PLATE 4. THE EXISTING CELLULAR FACILITY DOWNSLOPE FROM THE SUMMIT OF 
PUKEKOHE (View to the north-west) Photo Credit: L Johnson 16.02.26. 
 
 



NZAA SITE RECORD ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 
FORM  

SITE NO:O06/626 

MAP NO: O06 SITE NAME: Pukekohe 
MAP NAME: WAIPOUA  
MAP EDITION: 1st 1987 SITE TYPE: Pa?/terraces. 
GRID REFERENCE: 446.1 289  
  
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:  
Site revisited on 17. 7.  2002. 
 
Located on J. Klaricich’s property at Signal Station Rd, Omapere, South Hokianga. The site occurs on  
the summit of Pukekohe Hill. 
 
A transmission cable trench some 50 cm in width and about 60-70 cm in depth has been cut down the 
ridge to the east of the cellular mast and has passed over the south edge of the upper of the two  
outlying terraces and passed immediately outside the upper west edge of the lower terrace. The trench  
itself had been only partially backfilled still revealing the soil profile over much of its length, including  
the two terraces. No midden or remains of structural archaeological features of any nature were evident  
at any point in the profile and it appears any impact on the two terraces is likely to have been minimal.  
The remainder of the cable trench appears to have avoided the site.           
 
Reported by: Leigh Johnson  
                     Northern Archaeological Research 
                     67 Church St, Devonport 
                      Auckland. 
 
Owner:  J. Klaricich 
             Signal Station Rd 
             Omapere 
              Hokianga  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



NZAA SITE RECORD ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 
FORM  

SITE NO:O06/626 

MAP NO: O06 SITE NAME: Pukekohe 
MAP NAME: WAIPOUA  
MAP EDITION: 1st 1987 SITE TYPE: Pa?/terraces. 
GRID REFERENCE: 446.1  289  
  
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:  
 
 
 
 

 
                         
                        FIG 1. LOCATION OF SITE O06/626 AT OMAPERE (O06). 
 
 

 
 
                        PLATE 1. THE CELLULAR MAST ON THE SUMMIT AND CABLE TRENCH  
                        THROUGH LOWER OUTLYING TERRACES.  
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Attention: Jean-Baptiste Sauquet 
Kordia Group Limited 
Level 3, 162 Victoria Street West 
Auckland 1010 

SLR Project No.: 820.030311 

RE: Tait – Kordia Joint Venture 
Telecommunications Cabinet Noise Measurements 

SLR has been commissioned by Kordia Group Limited (Kordia) to undertake noise 
measurements of a standard Kordia telecommunications cabinet. 

This report serves to provide setback distances to assist with the consenting of future 
cabinet locations against relevant noise limits prescribed in the Resource Management 
(National Environmental Standards for Telecommunication Facilities) Regulations 2016 
(NESTF 2016) or any relevant District Plan standard or resource consent condition. 

NESTF 2016 Noise Limits 

NESTF 2016 Regulation 24 details noise limits for telecommunication cabinets located in a 
road reserve: 

3. If the cabinet is located in a residential zone or on an adjoining road reserve, the 
noise limits for the cabinet are; 

a. Between 7am and 10pm, 50 dB LAeq(5min); and  
b. Between 10pm and 7am, -  

i. 40 dB LAeq(5min); and  
ii. 65 dB LAFMAX 

4. For any other cabinet, the noise limits for the cabinet are; 
a. At any time, 60 dB LAeq(5min): and 
b. Between 10pm and 7am, 65 dB LAFMAX 

Per Regulation 24 (6) noise levels from cabinets must be measured and assessed: 

a. 1m from the side of the building (or on the vertical plane of the side of the 
building) if a building containing a habitable room is within 4m of the road reserve 
where the cabinet is located 

b. Or, in all other cases, at least 3m from the cabinet and within the boundaries of 
land adjoining the road reserve where the cabinet is located. 

Regulation 24 (5) requires the measurement of cabinet noise must be: 

a. Made in accordance with NZS 6801:2008 Acoustics – Measurement of 
environmental sound; and 

b. Adjusted in accordance with NZS 6801 to a free field incident sound level; and 
c. Assessed in accordance with NZS 6802:2008 Assessment of Environmental 

Sound.   

Regulation 25 (2) details noise limits for cabinets not in the road reserve.  

2. This regulation is complied with if the cabinet is installed and operated in 
accordance with the district rules about noise from a facility at the place where 
the cabinet is located. 
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Cabinet Noise Measurements 

The main noise source from the cabinet was determined to be the cooling fans which are 
variable depending on the internal temperature of the cabinet. Noise measurements have 
been taken at various internal cabinet temperatures to determine noise emissions of the 
cabinet at various fan speeds.  

Measurements were taken outdoors at the Kordia Kimbell site between 11:00pm on the 7 
November 2023 and 12:30am on the 8 November 2023, with clear, calm conditions and an 
ambient temperature of approximately 10°C. A nighttime measurement period was selected 
to minimise extraneous ambient noise sources unrelated to the cabinet. A photo of the 
tested cabinet during daytime is shown in Figure 1. Noise measurements were undertaken 
using a SVAN 957 sound level meter (serial number 20673). The calibration of the sound 
level meter was checked before and after the measurements and was found to be within an 
acceptable margin of the reference signal.  The noise measurements were undertaken in 
accordance with the requirements of NZS 6801:2008 Measurement of Sound and assessed 
in accordance with the requirements of NZS 6802:2008 Assessment of Environmental 
Sound.   

 

Figure 1 Tested cabinet (image source: Kordia) 

The tested cabinet did not have a continuous adjustment of fan speed available, therefore 
an external heater was placed inside the cabinet to raise the internal temperature to simulate 
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what we understand to be a realistic worst-case warm weather operating condition for the 
cabinet cooling fans.  

The cabinet was observed to have a steel exterior construction and internal lining of fibrous 
insulation. There were minimal openings in the construction and the doors to the cabinets 
interior had well fitting doors with compressible rubber seals. 

Noise measurements were taken at the front, back and side of the cabinet to account for 
directionality, at distances of 1, 2, 5, 10 and 15 metres.  

No tonal component was detected from measurements during wither temperature condition, 
either subjectively on site or objectively via assessment of the measurement as per NZS 
6802:2008 Assessment of Environmental Sound.   

Predicted Setback Distances for Compliance 

Following noise measurements of the cabinet, analysis was carried out to determine the 
distance at which compliance can be achieved for the tested cabinet temperature conditions 
at the front, left, right and back of the cabinet, as demonstrated in Figure 2.  

 

 

 

 

Setback distances to enable compliance with a 40 dB LAeq(5min) and a 35 dB LAeq(5min) noise 
limit are shown in Figures 3 and 4 and Tables 1 and 2 respectively. A 35 dB LAeq noise limit 
has been assessed to account for potential situations where district plan provisions may be 
more restrictive than the NESTF 2016 Regulations.  

Cabinet Doors 

Right 

Back 

Left 

Front 

Figure 2 Cabinet Measurement Orientation (plan view) 
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Figure 3 Plot of Setback distances from cabinet for compliance with 40 dB LAeq(5min) 

Table 1 Setback distances from cabinet for compliance with 40 dB LAeq(5min)  

Temperature Condition Setback distance required for compliance (m) 

Front Left Right Back 

Cool  <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 

Warm (simulated summer) 3 0.5 <0.5 <0.5 
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Figure 4 Plot of Setback distances from cabinet for compliance with 35 dB LAeq(5min) 

Table 2 Setback distances from cabinet for compliance with 35 dB LAeq(5min) 

Temperature Condition Setback distance required for compliance (m) 

Front Left Right Back 

Cool 1 1 0.5 0.5 

Warm (simulated summer) 5 3 1 1 

 

Regards, 

SLR Holdings NZ 

 

 

Sean Syman, B. Eng (Hons) 
Associate Acoustic Consultant 
ssyman@slrconsulting.com 
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