
























































parking which small taverns must 
provide should be reduced. The 
appellant's suggestion that the· 
off-street parking requirement should 
not be a fixed ratio but on a slidirtg scale 
increasing with the size of the premises 
has considerable merit." 

There is however a planning, as distinct 
from a social justification for this flexibility. 
If we are to limit the number of suburban 
taverns, then clearly each facility will have 
to be somewhat larger than would be the 
case if we had a greater number of smaller 
outlets. If we have fewer, larger premises, 
then obviously a smaller percentage of the 
patrons will be within walking distance than 
would be the case if we provided an 
increased number of smaller premises. 

In recognition of these factors, a number of 
local authorities have adopted a "sliding 
scale" such tht small taverns designed to 
accommodate up to 150 persons shall 
provide parking on the basis of 1: 15 design 
occupancy, whilst those designed to 
accommodate up to 200 persons shall 
provide 1 :8 and those over 200 1 :6. 

Community Cates 
Much has been written over recent years 
about the desirability of "Community 
Cafes". The term has generally been used 
to described "premises where food and 
light meals, liquor and non-alcoholic drinks 
are sold and consumed, with liquor being 
sold by the glass and with no off-sales". 
[Lion Breweries Limited and Portage 
Licensing Trust v. Auckland City -
supra]. They have also been variously 
described as "more like a coffee house 
that sells liquor than like i;l. tavern which 
sells food", and are universally seen as 
being smaller than the smallest of local 
taverns, with a design occupancy of up to 
60 people. 

Through the vagaries of the licensing laws, 
certain Trusts are able to provide for 
community cafes, and in recognition of 
this, Auckland City's District Scheme 
provides for such establishments as a 
predominant use in certain zones. 

Throughout most of the country however 
the restrictive provisions of the Sale of 
Liquor Act apply, and effectively preclude 
the establishment of such uses. It is 
perhaps more in this area than almost any 
other that liquor licensing laws have an 
adverse impact upon what many see as a 
desirable reform in the social opportunities 
available to New Zealanders. Some 
planners have suggested that a 
community cafe could be conducted under 
the auspices of a tavern premises licence; 
there are however a number of facets of 
the licensing regime that serve to prevent 
such innovation. 

First, the Commission's general rule is that 
all taverns shall consist of at least two 

bars. This factor may however be of 
diminishing importance, as there are 
indications that the Commissin may view 
with approval suitably designed one bar 
taverns. 

Secondly, and more importantly, all 
taverns are required by s.187(1) of the 
Sale of Liquor Act to contain a public bar, 
and the proprietor's rights to regulate 
admission to a public bar are limited very 
severely by the Act. For example, it is 
impossible to impose even a very 
moderate dress standard in a public bar. 
Whilst the Act does make provision for 
application to be made to the Licensing 
Committee for an exemption from the 
obligation imposed by s.187, this 
application may only be made by a 
licensee: that is to say, only after the 
premises have been opened. Nobody is 
going to risk the capital required to 
establish a "tiny tavern" only to find that 
once open the Committee dismisses his 
application. Indeed, there are very real 
grounds for fearing that applications for 
exemption from the provision of the public 
bar will in the general course be declined. 

Thirdly, an essential element of the 
community cafe is that, like a coffee bar, 
children will be allowed onto the premises. 
It is an offence for a minor to be in a bar, 
even though he is not served with liquor, 
[s.259(6)]. Although the Sale of Liquor Act 
does provide for licensees to apply to the 
Commission for a family lounge bar permit 
such as allows minors to be on the 
premises, the Commission's minimum 
standards for such permits require that 
there be another bar available for those 
patrons who do not wish to mix in the 
company of children. In a one bar 
community cafe, this is clearly not feasible. 

Fourthly, the Sale of Liquor Act requires 
that the licensee keep his premises open 
for the hours permitted by the licence, 
which in the case of a tavern premises 
licence is 11a.m. to 10p.m. These long 
hours necessarily involve a high labour 
overhead, certainly much more than for a 
coffee bar. This obligation could well serve 
to render such establishments 
uneconomic. 

Fifthly, all licensed premises are required 
to comply with the "Fire Code For 
Licensed Premises", which is very 
stringent indeed. It is a source of frequent 
amazement to the writer that a number of 
very good and very popular restaurants 
which clearly must comply with the normal 
local authority fire codes are prevented 
from obtaining a licence because of the 
more stringent requirements applicable to 
licensed premises. These more strict 
requirements are not applied to 
restaurants with a B.Y.O. Permit, and quite 
what difference it makes that the patrons 
drink the wine they bring themselves rather 

than the wine they buy from the 
restaurateur is quite beyond the writer. So 
this factor also, could well be a severe 
impediment to anybody seeking to 
establish a community cafe via the 
medium of a tavern premises licence. 

Conclusion 
Whilst the writer's personal views incline 
towards favouring the abolition of liquor 
licensing, and limiting control of licensed 
premises to that necessary on fire and 
hygiene grounds; it is certain that the 
licensing regime will be with us for many 
years to come. 

One of the major factors serving to stultify 
the development of smaller taverns in New 
Zealand, an objective few would find 
unpalatable, is the delay necessarily 
inherent in navigating one's way through 
the minefields of licensing and planning 
controls. Whilst there are areas where the 
two forms of control can have little 
influence on each other, there is certainly 
considerable room for a much closer 
involvement of planning authorities in the 
liquor licensing process.The Auckland City 
for example, is to be congratulated for 
having participated in the s.74 Review of 
its Eastern Suburbs, and for having then 
made provision for a range of licensed 
premises as permitted uses. It is to be 
hoped that fruit will be borne of this 
experience and that some smaller taverns 
will eventuate. 

Like most areas of human activity 
however, our recreational activities are 
presently undergoing significant change; 
and the advances made to date will have 
to be carefully monitored in terms of both 
society's changing needs and, in the case 
of taverns in particular, the changing 
economics that inevitably underlie 
development in such a delicately poised 
industry. 

Not only is there much room for a greater 
rationalisation of planning and licensing 
controls, but there is much that can still be 
achieved within the present legislative 
framework by planning authorities playing 
a greater role in and providing a significant 
input into liquor licensing procedures. 
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David Grove 

David Grove is Planning Manager with the 
ARA and a member of the Auckland 
Regional Committee of the N.Z. Historic 
Places Trust 

As planners or politicians we have 
sometimes been so caught up in the 
concerns of the present that we have 
tended to forget the past. Yet the present is 
transitory; it has meaning only in reference 
to the past and the future. Historic places 
and areas embody important cultural and 
aesthetic values which are an essential 
part of our heritage. An appreciation of 
such values is critical to an understanding 
of our present and to the wise 
decision-making that will shape the future 
of our cities and regions. 

Until the 1950s it was scarcely recognised 
that New Zealand had an historical 
heritage of its own, separate that is from 
the one shared with all other 
English-speaking peoples. In recent years 
however public appreciation of our 
heritage, both European and Maori has 
expanded considerably. 

This growing awareness has been 
recognised in legislative changes such as 
Section 3 of the 1977 Planning Act and 
most importantly in the 1980 Historic 
Places Act. This latter seeks to preserve 
our historic heritage by establishing an 
organisation and providing it with the 
machinery whereby the most important 
historic places can be preserved. 

The New Zealand Historic Places Trust 
was first established under the Historic 
Places Act 1954. Under that legislation the 
Trust had no rights of compulsory 
acquisition and no means to ensure an 
important building was not demolished or 
allowed to fall into disrepair. Nor were 
there any means other than persuasion to 
ensure that an important archaeological 
site was not irretreivably damaged or 
obliterated. 

The Historic Places Amendment Act 1975 
gave the Trust greatly strengthened 
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powers relating to archaeological sites. 
These provisions were incorporated into 
the 1980 Act together with entirely new 
provisions relating to buildings, and the 
introduction .of two new concepts, historic 
areas and traditional sites, which may 
include both buildings and sites. 

The functions and powers of the Trust 
include the identification, classification and 
protection of historic places and areas; 
keeping permanent records of historic 
places; and,fostering public interest and 
furnishing aovice to assist in the 
preservation of historic places. (Sec. 5) To 
this end the Trust is empowered to 
acquire, restore and manage historic 
places, or to assist others to do this, to 
raise finance for preservation purposes, 
and to erect signs and noticeboards 
denoting historic places. (Sec. 14) 

The Trust is controlled by a fifteen person 
Board of Tr.ustees appointed by the 
Minister of .Internal Affairs and including 
nominees of various academic 
professionai and interest groups, 
representatives of Regional Commitees, 
and heads of government departments. 
Regional Committees are elected by the 
membership of the Trust in the various 
districts, with provision also for nominees 
of relevant government departments and 
co-opted members. The role of the 
regional committees is to facilitate the work 
of the Trust in the regional areas, and they 
would normally provide the first and most 
immediate point of contact for local 
authorities :and the public. 

Classification of Buildings (Sec. 35) 

The Act empowers the Trust to classify 
buildings according to their historical 
significance or architectural quality, as 
follows: 
(A) buildings having such historical 

significance or architectural quality 
that their preservation is regarded as 
essential; 

(B) buildings which merit permanent 
preservation because of their very 
great quality; 

(C) buildings which merit preservation 
because of their historical significance 
or architectural quality; 

(D) buildings which merit recording 
because of their historical 
significance or architectural quality 

Protection Notices (Sec. 36 and 37) 

In the case of A or B classified buildings 
the Trust may, with the approval of the 
Minister of Internal Affairs, issue a 
protection notice declaring the building and 
all or part of its associated land to be 
protected, and setting out the conditions 
and restrictions that apply. Protection 
notices are required to be included in the 
appropriate district scheme, thus giving the 

owner the right of appeal to the Planning 
Tribunal. 

Once a protection notice has been served, 
the owner is prohibited from carrying out 
any work that is not provided for in the 
protection notice without the consent of the 
Trust until the notice has either been 
cancelled by the Trust or revoked by the 
Planning Tribunal. The owner may also 
appeal to the Tribunal where the Trust 
refuses its consent to any works, or the 
terms of consent are unacceptable. 

Where a protection notice has been 
served, the Trust is empowered to make 
grants or advances of money or give any 
other assistance to the owner of the 
building for its protection, maintenance 
and preservation, and an owner may apply 
to the Trust for such financial assistance. 
(Sec. 40) 

Repairs Notices (Sec. 41) 
Where a building is subject to a protection 
notice and is in urgent need of repair, the 
Trust may draw the matter to the owners 
attention in writing, outlining the work 
considered necessary for the building's 
protection. If the Trust is not satisfied that 
the necessary action is being taken, it may, 
with the approval of the Minister, issue a 
repairs notice requiring the work to be 
done. 

If the owner does not undertake the work 
required the Trust may execute the works 
specified in the notice and recover the cost 
from the owner. Here too, an appeal can 
be made to the Tribunal on the grounds 
that the work was unnecessary for the 
preservation or maintenance of the 
building. 

Archaeological Sites 

An archaeological site is defined in the Act 
as meaning any place in New Zealand -
"(a) Which at any material time was 

associated with human activity which 
occurred more than 100 years before 
that time; or 

(b) Which is the site of the wreck of any 
vessel where at any material time 
that wreck occurred more than 100 
years before that time, - and which 
is or may be able through 
investigation by archaeological 
techniques to provide scientific, 
cultural, or historical evidence as to 
exploration, occupation, settlement, 
or development of New Zealand". 

Thus archaeological sites may include 
pas, middens, urupas, and other Maori 
features; and also early European features 
such as dam sites or sites of early 
buildings. 

The Act requires the Trust to control the 
destruction, damage or modification of 
sites by means of a register and the 



issuing of 'authorities' and 'permits'. 

Section 43 requires the Trust to establish 
and maintain a register of sites, but unlike 
buildings, it does not prescribe a graded 
classification. The Trust may 'request' a 
territorial local authority to record a 
registed site in its district scheme and the 
territorial authority 'shall so record the site'. 
(Sec. 47) 

The 1980 Historic Places Act introduced 
two new concepts to historic places 
legislation, Historic Areas and Traditional 
Sites. 

Historic Areas (Sec. 49) 

An Historic Area is an area containing an 
inter-related group of pre-historic or 
historic features which have historical 
value individually. Historic areas may 
therefore consist of buildings, or of 
archaeological sites or other historic 
features, or a combinination of both. 

The Trust may classify an area as an 
historic area and may further classify such 
an area into precincts or conservation 
areas or any other category that is 
appropriate to the particular situation. 

The Trust is to give notice in writing to the 
territorial authority in which the historic 
area is situated and may recommend 
proposals to any approriate body or person 
for the preservation and enhancement of 
any such historic area. The territorial local 
authority is required to 'take into account' 
the desirability of preserving or enhancing 
its character or appearance. 

Traditional Sites (Sec. 50) 

A traditional site is defined as a place or 
site important by reasons of its historical 
significance or spiritual or emotional 
association with the Maori people. 
Application may be made to the Trust to 
have a place or site declared a traditional 
site, in which case the Trust would review 
the authenticity and importance of the site 
and assess what action if any is needed to 
protect it. The matter may then be referred 
to the Minister of Maori Affairs to be 
considered pursuant to the Maori Affairs 
Act and the Maori Land Court; or to a Maori 
Association or Tribal Authority to consider 
its importance and what action should be 
taken. 

Where a place or site is declared to be a 
traditional site, the territorial authority in 
whose district the site is situated must take 
into account the desirability of protecting or 
preserving the traditional site. 

Thus the provisions relating to Traditional 
Sites and Historic Areas are advisory only, 
but are very important nevertheless in that 
they recognise the importance of the 
cultural and historic context which give rise 
to the individual highly valued examples, 
the A and B classified buildings and the 

important protected sites. 

Finally the Act provides for the Trust to 
require registration on the certificate of title · 
under the Land Transfer Act of important 
sites and buildings (Sec. 51 ); and for 
Heritage Covenants (Sec. 52), whereby 
the Trust can agree with an owner or 
lessee to provide for the protection, 
preservation and maintenance of an 
historic place subject to agreed terms and 
conditions. This may be in perpetuity or for 
a specified term, depending on the nature 
of the agreement. 

Thus the 1980 legislation provides greatly 
strengthened powers to the Trust in 
respect of important sites and buildings. 
This has been a two-edged sword in that 
some local authorities have shown signs of 
wanting to opt out of any responsibility for 
historic places in their area, including 
deleting the register of historic places and 
the related ordinances and placing the 
whole responsibility for historic 
preservation on the Trust. 

It is important to realise that the Trust's 
powers relate mainly to A and B classified 
buildings and that this classification is from 
a national perspective. The majority of 
buildings in a district are therefore likely to 
be either classified C or D, or more likely 
not classified at all on the national register, 
but of local and perhaps regional 
importance nevertheless. It is therefore 
essential that local authorities maintain 
their district scheme registers of historic 
places in order to provide a complete 
picture of the historical resources in their 
area, and to act as an early warning 
system so that community response can 
be made when a listed building is 
threatened. While protection for sites is 
wider, nevertheless the register is an 
important means of informing the public of 
their historic heritage. 

What is really needed is not just the 
maintenance of a register of individual 
sites and buildings, but rather a full 
assessment of the historical values in the 
area and a conscious attempt to respect 
and preserve significant values through 
the zoning pattern and ordinance 
provisions of the district scheme. If this 

were done then the retention of 
conservation areas and precincts would 
follow automatically and the preservation 
of outstanding individual examples would 
be so much easier. 

While the Historic Places Act empowers 
the Trust to make recommendations to a 
rocal authority regarding historic 
conservation areas and precincts, it is local 
authority planners who are in the best 
position to take a lead in this matter 
working in conjunction with the Trust. 

However, there is a limit to what legislation 
and planning controls can accomplish. 
Experience here and in other countries has 
shown time and again that adequate 
funding is critical to effective preservation. 
This is not to say that money is essential in 
every instance, indeed to allow public and 
private sector organisations to opt out of all 
their responsibilities would be undesirable; 
rather that there will be occasions when a 
private owner cannot fairly be called on to 
carry the whole burden of preservation and 
maintenance for an asset of value to the 
whole community, and that if the 
community wishes its retention it must be 
prepared to accept some financial 
responsibility. This should l")Ot be needed for 
agencies funded by public monies 
however, and in this respect the Proposed 
Auckland Regional Scheme requires such 
agencies to preserve important historic 
buildings under their control without 
compensation. 

There is a growing acceptance of the need 
for shared responsibilites in the protection 
of our historic heritage and a realization 
that there are resources of energy and 
money in the community that could be 
marshalled in the cause of historic 
preservation. Recently a Heritage Trust 
has been formed in North Otago, involving 
the local authority, the local licensing Trust 
and the Historic Places Trust. In Auckland 
a Heritage Trust is being mooted as a 
region-wide federation of concerned 
organisations which could marshal! and 
co-ordinate community support and 
financial resources for preservation issues, 
thus supplementing the work of the 
Historic Places Trust. 

!n the past a number of individual societies 
and trusts have been formed and most are 
still continuing, some for individual 
buildings such as Olveston in Dunedin, 
others for w.hole areas such as the Otago 
Peninsula or Thorndon. Many planning 
objectives can in fact be achieved better 
through actions and structures outside 
established legislation such as the 
Planning Act or the Historic Places Act. In 
the final analysis community awareness 
and support as reflected in property values 
and public esteem, will count for more than 
legislative provisions, necessary and 
desirable as these are. 
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Regional 
Roundup 
Thanks to Toni Izzard, John Childs, 
JennyDixon,Peter Crawford, Alan Withy, 
Richard Coles, Margaret Armour, Ted Fox, 
Keith Miller, Wallace Ross, John Pattison, 
Heather Sinclair, Ken Lawn, Ali Memon and 
Bill Watt. 

Northland region: 
Apologies to Stevie Dietsch (although with 
such a name who could help but get it wong!) 

With recent influxes of new planners into the 
Northland region some planning is actually 
being done! The pre-review statement for 
Whangaroa County has been released and is 
being keenly discussed. The idea of a single 
berth timber export port in Whangaroa Harbour 
is an issue that promises to be well debated 
before the issue is resolved. 

On this note the draft second section of the 
regional scheme covering transportation is at 
the printers. Section One of the Regional 
Scheme received 130 submissions and there 
are to be a series of public meetings held to 
amplify the submissions. 

The Karikari tourist development project is 
currently before the Mangonui County Council 
for a second-time hearing. This resort will be the 
largest "stand alone" tourist development ever 
contemplated in New Zealand. 

The Marsden Point oil refinery expansion is 
causing the Northland United Council a few 
headaches over the when and how much 
payment of the development levy. A levy of 
some $5 million certainly sounds very attractive 
but it it cannot be estimated and hence paid until 
the final all-up cost of the project is known then it 
cannot be used for providing facilities and 
benefits at the time when it is most needed. 

Auckland 
From the Auckland Regional Authority, Bernie 
Mann has been appointed as an Environmental 
Planner. Australian holidays are in vogue and 
amongst those travelling are Geoff Wynn. 

Approximately 30 requests have been received 
for inquiries to cover 1200 matters in the 
proposed regional planning scheme. 

Birkenhead City is currently hearing objections 
to its Second Reviewed District Scheme. 

At Auckland City, Councillor Jolyon Firth, 
Planning Committee Chairman since 1974 and 
A.A.A. member, has announced that he will not 
be seeking re-election for public office in 1983. 

Les Simmons (Mt Albert City) is shortly off to 
Fiji to compete in a marathon. 

At Waitemata City, objection hearings have 
been completed and the decisions will be 
released at the end of September. New faces 
inclu.d.e Ernest Albuquerque from Wellington 
City a.rid ~en Cranwell from Ireland. 

Richard.Fanselow has returned from Canada 
to jqin the Auckland Harbour Board. 

Manukau City has completed its objection 
hearings. Colleen Crampton has survived an 

operation on her leg. Julie Stirling has left to 
join Beca Carter. 

The Auckland Planning Group recently held its 
Annual General Meeting. Duncan MacKenzie 
(MOWD) was re-elected for second term as 
Chairman. 

The 1983 New Zealand Planning Institute 
Conference Committee is now in full swing. 
Committee members include John Betts 
(Chairman), Wendy Hunter, Mike Pritchard, 
Jenny Dixon, Duncan MacKenzie, Conway 
Stewart and Liz Aitken. 

Waikato 
Waikato planners and surveyors met recently 
over dinner. Cr. Ken Holmes, chairman of 
Waikato County Council gave a lively 
after-dinner speech on "A County Councillor's 
Thoughts on Rural Subdivision and Planning". 

A rural planning workshop to discuss 
development control is to be held on September 
10th at Waikato County Council for planners 
and other local authority officers involved in this 
area. 

Recent movements in the area include the 
return of Judith McRae from a year's overseas 
trip. Judith is back in her previous position with 
the Department of Lands and Survey. Kevin 
Vickers (Massey graduate) has joined the 
planning staff at Waikato County Council as has 
Rosemary Tisch, formerly of MWD, Hamilton. 
Neville Lewthwaite is presently on an overseas 
holiday and will return at the end of September. 

State of Reviews:- The recently notified 
Otorohanga District Scheme Review has 
caused a stir with its gold covered maps and 
scheme. Objections to the Murupara Borough 
Scheme close on September 17th. Piako 
County Council has heard objections to the 
variations on forestry matters and a decision 
should be notified shortly. Schemes made 
operative recently include the Waikato and 
Tauranga County Reviews. 

Central North Island 
The Central North Island Study has now shifted 
its emphasis and is concentrating on local and 
regional input. The Central North Island being 
the focus of rapidly maturing pine forests, now 
has to face saw mill and solid wood processing 
considerations. The implications for the local 
Taupo, Turangi and Taumarunui communities 
are significant in terms of employment and 
development within the Tongariro Region. The 
Tupaka Marae, Waihi Village on the shores of 
Lake Taupo will on the 8-9 October 1982 be the 
scene of the Maori Land and Planning Law 
seminar being conducted by the Department of 
Maori Affairs and hosted by the Tuwharetoa 
people. 

Consideration is currently being given to a 
requirement that the Lake Taupo Proposed 
Lakeshore Reserves Scheme initiated in the 
1950s should become an essential work of local 
and national importance. Such action being 
necessary to protect the 18,000 hectare reserve 
and proposed reserve scheme, as a 
consequence of legislative changes to the 
Public Works Act. Similar difficulties have been 
found in the Local Government Act 1974 where 
there is a requirement for road upgrading 
contributions as a consequence of rural 
subdivision. The primary concern being in the 
principle that where a development initiates a 
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requirement for an extension or upgrading ot 
public services then the cost of such an 
extension should be a requirement on the 
developer in much the same manner as other 
essential services i.e. sewerage treatment 
disposal, water supply etc. 

Rotorua - Bay of Plenty 
On the people front, N.D. Ralph has joined 
Tauranga County as Deputy Planner. Mark 
Batchelor has joined Harrison Grierson and 
Partners in Tauranga as a Planning Assistant. 
Anne Nicholas from Murray - North and 
Partners in Rotorua has left for a six months part 
business part pleasure overseas trip with her 
husband, to U.S.A. and Europe. 

On the planning scene, Tauranga City Council 
recently held a series of public meetings on the 
downtown development scheme prepared by 
Harrii'!on Grierson and Partners. They have also 
prepared a pre-review statement for Te Puke 
Borough. Appeals have been heard for the Mt 
Maunganui District Scheme also prepared by 
Harrison Grierson and the scheme should 
become operative in a few weeks. The Rotorua 
District Council is half way through hearing 
objections to its review. Murupara Borough 
Council is about to hear objections to its review, 
which was prepared by Murray North and 
Partners. 

Current issues include the problem of finding 
accommodation for seasonal workers for 
horticulture. Some studies on this topic have 
been done by Jillian MacCrae, Ministry of Ag. 
and Fish. The Kiwifruit Marketing Authority has 
also done a study of infrastructure requirements 
in the Te Puke area. Another issue is the 
investigation by the Tasman Pulp and Paper Co. 
of the feasibility of installing a fourth paper 
machine at Kawerau. Murray North Partners 
helped to prepare an environmental inpact 
assessment for the machine and housing 
requirements. The installation of the machine 
could boost the population of Kawerau by up to 
50 per cent. 

Hawke's Bay 
The Hawke's Bay County Council has recently 
completed hearings on 132 objections to the 
review of the District Scheme. The main issues 
were the question of farming versus forestry and 
proposals to establish various overlay 
conservation zones, including coastal protection 
zones. Napier City have recently commenced 
hearings on some 400 points of objection to 
their reviewed Scheme. City Planner, Alastair 
Thompson, moved to lodge some 70 objections 
on Council's behalf when it began to appear that 
the review was falling flat in terms of community 
indignation and outrage. Two new staff 
members have recently been engaged by the 
City, Mike Matunga as Planning Assistant and 
Neil Taylor (ex-lnvercargill City) as Deputy City 
Planner. 

Rumour has it that the Havelock North Borough 
scheme is due to be made operative shortly. 
This follows some five years involved in 
objection and appeal proceedings. The 
Hastings City Planning Department is staunchly 
hanging out against the regional epidemic of 
reviewed schemes and is following instead a 
process known as the review you have when 
you don't have a review. Some 53 Scheme · 
changes have been logged to date and a 
forthcoming pre-review statement will simply be 



a resume of the complete Scheme so far, with 
an explanation of the process being followed 
and an indication of priorities for ongoing 
changes. 

Taranaki 
Ross Dunlop, Ministry of Works and 
Development planner on secondment to the 
Taranaki United Council for the past six months 
will be resuming his duties in the Auckland ' 
Ministry of Works Office towards the end of 
August. John Hutchings, presently working for 
the Taranaki Catchment Commission, has been 
appointed Regional Planner. 

Elaine Gill has recently been employed by the 
United Council to work on the Energy 
Development Monitor. 

Jenny Goddard, New Plymouth City Council, is 
to leave New Zealand for the warmer climes of 
Australia. 

Elissa McElroy, a graduate from the Resource 
Management Course at Otago is now working 
for the Hawera District Council. 

North Taranaki local authorities are feeling the 
strain on housing and are currently working on 
reports to be presented to various authorities. 
The TUC recently completed a report which has 
been presented to the Minister of Housing, and 
which has resulted in positive action being taken 
on some of its recommendations. The New 
Plymouth City Council has prepared an "Ideas 
Report on Housing - Problems and Solutions" 
which is at present being considered by the 
Council. The Housing Commission have a visit 
to New Plymouth scheduled for October. 

The Waitangi Tribunal has been in the Region to 
consider a claim lodged by the Atiawa Tribe 
relating to the discharge of waste into the sea. 
The first part of the hearing was primarily for the 
purpose of hearing the concerns of the Te 
Atiawa people, and it was somewhat of an 
historic event. It was the first time that a hearing 
under the Treaty of Waitangi Act had been held 
on a marae and to marae procedure. 

The Tribunal is expected to reconvene about 
October at which time other parties will have the 
opportunity to present their cases and legal 
argument will be heard. 

Other Work Includes: 
- A public forum organised by the TUC with 

future petrochemical developments being 
the subject under discussion. Speakers will 
be from the Liquid Fuels Trust Board. 

- A report into the Social Implications of 
Energy Development in Taranaki 
prepared by Yvonne Landon for 
presentation to Government and the 
local community. 

Changes to the New Plymouth City Council 
District Scheme in relation to Flood 
protection zoning. 

- The Council Chip programme awaiting 
Ministerial approval. 
Changes to the Waitara Borough District 
Scheme to increase industrial zoning in 
Waitara. 

- A proposed recreation use Study for the 
North Taranaki sub-regional area. 

- The involvement of Taranaki County Council 
in a pipeline study with the Pipeline Projects 

Authority. 

- The approval byTaranaki County Council of 
the Omata Tank Farm application (one 
appeal pending). 

- The reviewed District Scheme. of the Hawera 
District Council being expected to be 
available within the next month or so. 

- The Tribunal upholding the Ministry of Works 
objection to the Hawera District Council 
Scheme Change which allowed for 
increased industrial zoning adjoining a State 
Highway. 

Palmerston North 
Things have been relatively quiet in the 
Manawatu of late. We have begun our 
programme for a rolling review of the City's 
Scheme, and this is working quite successfully 
so far. We broke some new ground (we think), 
by publishing the Pre-Review Statement for the 
Dannevirke Borough District Scheme in th.e 
local newspaper. In non-statutory fields we have 
been investigating the future provision of school 
sites in Palmerston North, given declining rolls 
in many established schools, and have been 
working on identifying the extent of the housing 
problems facing the City. In addition, we have 
been involved in promoting a new 40 unit 
community housing project under the CHIP 
programme to add to the City's existing rental 
housing complex. 

Wanganui 
The Taranaki and Wanganui United Councils 
together with the Ministry of Works are engaged 
in a joint study of possible sites for the next 
stage of developments using Kapuni and Maui 
Gas. This is prnving to be a very interesting but 
difficult exercise. The West Coast North Island 
Planning Group is still functioning smoothly, a 
feature of its operations now being the 
combined meetings held with the East Coast 
and Central North Island Groups. The last such 
joint meeting was a two day affair involving a 
tour around the Petro Chemical Developments 
in Taranaki. At the last meeting of the West 
Coast Group held on 25 July, Peter Horsley 
gave an interesting commentary on the 
implications of recent High Court decisions. This 
generated a lot of discussion and a greater 
awareness amongst Planners that they are now 
more likely to be held liable for incorrect or 
insufficient information. Further discussion on 
the Appeal system led to the establishment of a 
small Sub-committee of Derek Williams, Hugh 
Norwood and Peter Horsley to investigate an 
Appeal system which was not so dependent 
upon fine legal points as our present system. A 
number of other matters were discussed, 
including the Ministry of Works objection to the 
Hawera District Council Scheme and rather 
unfairly Jeff Mitchel-Anyon was left with the job 
of defending the Ministry of Works all on his 
own. 

Wellington 
On the People Front, Jim Harland (M) recently 
returned from a year overseas; now looking for a 
planning position. Donna Hipkins has come 
from UK to Wellington City as a town planner. 
E.A. Alburqueque (M) has moved from 
Wellington City to Senior Planner, Waitemata 
City. Peter Coop, a town planner with 
Wellington City will shortly leave on a two year 
exchange scheme with Paul Airey from 

Portsmouth City Council. He is the first city 
planner to take advantage of the exchange 
scheme arranged by N.Z.P.1. 

Recent progress on the statutory front: 
Lower Hutt City, Area Scheme: Pre-review 
statement publicly notified 18 May 1982. 
Porirua City, District Scheme Review publicly 
notified 24 June 1982. Wellington Regional 
Planning Scheme Review: Change No.1 
(Rural-Residential) Publicly Noiified 18 August 
1982. (The first change to an approved Regional 
Planning Scheme under the 1977 Act). 

Wellington Branch of the lnstitt;ite 
Recent elections produced the following results: 
R. Hannam - Chairman 
B. Cross - Secretary/Treasurer (in absentia) 
G. Birkinshaw - Secretary/Treasurer 
(temporary) 
D. Armour 
G. Turner 
Plus Councillors resident in the Wellington 
Branch Area (Messrs. M. Douglass, L. Gow, W. 
Robertson and W. Ross). ' 

Nelson 
Waimea County Council - Paddy Calleson 
advises that 75 submissions from the public on 
the County's pre-review statement are still being 
considered, and it is anticipated that the Review 
should be substantially completed by the 
beginning of 1983. . 
Nelson City Council - Tony AIJey advises that 
the City has had a Section 52(1) (6) 
authorization from the Planning Tribunal to 
declare the City scheme operative bar one 
outstanding variation relating to refuse disposal 
in the York Valley. He expects the Scheme to be 
operative by the end of this year. Otherwise the 
local planning scene is relatively quiet. Golden 
Bay County Council news is that the Golden 
Bay County Review (No1) came into operation 
on the 1st August 1982. This Scheme was 
prepared by a committee of councillors and 
staff, with assistance from Lands and Survey, 
MOWD and Ag. and Fish., as advisers. The 
Chairman of this committee was Philip 
Woolaston, M.P. for Nelson. 
Richmond Borough Council produced its 
Pre-Review statement last year. The Council is 
aiming to complete its Draft Code of Ordinances 
in September and receive objecfions up until 
Christmas. No major developments planned, 
but pressure for residential sections reflected in 
the fact that applications for subdivisions 
totalling 500 sections have been received by the 
Borough since Novembe 1981. 
Motueka Borough Council news is that the 
Second Review of the Motueka District Scheme 
becomes operative on 1st Sept~mber 1982. 
Nelson Bays United Council held its inaugural 
meeting in January 1979. After a somewhai 
faltering start, the Council employed the 
Cawthron Institute as its adviser,in 1981. The 
approach agreed on is to use working parties 
comprising specialist interests fr~m 
Government departments, local oodies, · 
conservation interests, industry etc, to identify 
issues, to propose solutions where possible and 
to advise the United Council through the 
appropriate subcommittee of the Regional 
Planning Committee on matters relating to their 
particular field of expertise. 

The Cawthron Institute has been instructed to 
prepare Draft Section One of the Scheme and 
this is expected to be completed by the end of 
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October. The section of the scheme relating to 
Coastal Planning has been given top priority, 
largely because of local pressure to identify 
areas suitable for marine farming purposes. The 
first working party report, The Draft Marine 
Farming Study has been completed and the 
Regional Planning Committee of NBUC is calling 
for public submissions in September. Other 
reports will be following in the next few months. 

Work is also proceeding on issues relating to 
land activities, particularly topics such as the 
forestry/farming interface. Progress on these 
areas will be stepped up after completion of the 
coastal section. Dissension among local council 
members has largely been settled and there is 
now a sense of purpose. 

Westland 
Hearing on the proposed district schemes of 
Westland and Buller Counties have now been 
completed and decisions are expe0ted soon. As 
predicted, objections relating to farming, forestry 
and subdivisional controls in rural areas were of 
key interest. 

Section One of the West Coast Regional 
Scheme is now operative. The West Coast 
United Council recently paid host to Jonathon 
Elworthy, M.P. Among the items discussed, was 
the question of compensation to the region, and 
in particular, South Westland, following the 
additions of South Okarito and Waikukupa State 
Forests to the Westland National Park. 

Two matters which could have important land 
use implications for the region have recently 
received news coverage. The first was the 
public notification of the intention to conduct a 
National Park investigation centred on the 
Paparoa Range. The second was the 
announcement by the Greymouth Harbour 
Board that it is to promote a forum in Greymouth 
with the aim of initiating a detailed evaluation of 
an all purpose deep sea port on the West Coast. 
A comprehensive evaluation of the region's 
resources, prepared for the Board by its 
planning consultants Cowan and Holmes, in 
conjunction with Geoscience Consulting 
Services Ltd of Christchurch, is to be launched 
at the forum. 

The Greymouth Harbour Board has never 
varied in its resolve that a port is the ultimate 
transport option for the West Coast and in the 
absence of Government assistance, is now 
seeking help from a wide range of people 
interested in the region and its resources, for 
undertaking further studies of resources, 
hydrological and geological studies and a cost 
benefit analysis of the project. 

Canterbury 
Further new staff have been appointed to 
positions with the Canterbury United Council. 
David Gregory, from U.K. has been appointed 
as a Senior Planner to be involved mainly in 
work with monitoring. Two new research 
assistants have recently started, Karen Cronin 
and David Williams. Graeme Anderson has 
been appointed as Urban Transport Officer. 
This is a new field in regional planning with the 
Canterbury United Council now being an Urban 
Transport Authority under the Urban Transport 
Act. 

In Christchurch City, the opening of the City 
Mall on 7th August, by partial closure of Cashel 
and High Streets, has brought to successful 
conclusion a long period of planning starting in 
1968 with the public notification of the First 
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Review. 

Other projects that the City are working on in 
between appeals for the Second Review include 
additional reserves for Central City, re-design of 
Victoria Square and vicinity, incentives for 
preservation of historic buildings, airport 
planning and a number of shopping surveys. 

Waimairi County has published its Pre Review 
Statement and public meetings are being 
arranged to seek submissions. The saga of 
Metropolitan Refuse Scheme proposals for a 
major landfill site and northern transfer station 
continue. The Planning Tribunal issued an 
interim decision on the landfill site which, 
although generally accepting the designation, 
has required an alternative road access to be 
found if it is to allow the designation. 

Nigel Clarke, previously of Palmerston North, 
has commenced work with the Ministry of Works 
after 3 years overseas. 

Otago 
The reviewed Dunedin City District Scheme is 
expected to be publicly notified in September. 
To launch it and receive objections, a public 
display has been arranged by the Planning 
Department at the recently completed Civic 
Centre Plaza. 
Phillip Pen nett, one of the first to graduate from 
the Otago Planning Course, has been seconded 
from the City Council to take over as the 
Regional Planning officer with the Dunedin 
Metropolitan Regional Planning Authority. 
Pending the creation of the Coastal-North Otago 
United Council, the Authority will primarily be 
involved in undertaking the preliminary work 
related to the regional planning scheme. 
Donald Paterson, who served the Authority for 
over fifteen years, has left for an extended 
overseas sojourn. 

Southland 
Southland United Council publicly notified Draft 
Section II of its Regional Planning Scheme, the 
Regional Energy Plan on 27 August 1982. It 
consists of ninety one pages of policy and 
back-up information, which is an in-depth study 
of the alternative energy possibilities in 
Southland, and the consequences of their 
development. 
lnvercargill City Council news is that Jean 
Fraser has departed for adventures overseas, 
and Neil Taylor has left to take up the job of 
Deputy City Planning Officer at Napier. New 
appointments are Amanda Lee and Alastair 
Muirhead. Kerry Cullen has replaced Stephen 
Bunting who is now Committee Clerk. 
Southland County Council has taken on 
Virginia Terpstra as Reserves Officer. 
Anna Clayton (MOWD) is to assist the United 
Council on an environmental mapping and 
data-ordering project. 



* New Zealand 
Planning 
Institute 
Professional 
Cards 
These notes are inserted for the general infor
mation and guidance of the public. The consul
tant firms listed have a Member or Members of 
the New Zealand Planning Institute as a princi
pal or principals, and, in the case of branch of
fices, the member in charge of the office is also 
listed. 

AUCKLAND 
Billson, E.A., Dip.CE & TP (Lond.), MRTPI, 
MNZPI. 11 Maungarei Road, Auckland. Phone 
542-653. 

Bradbourne, Alan, Dip. TP, Dip.Urb.Val., 
MNZPI. 29 Bush Road, R.D. Oratia, Auckland. 
Phone 814-9407. 
Burton, Richard, Dip.TP, Dip.Urb.Val., MNZPI. 
34 Wood Bay Road, Titirangi, Auckland. Phone 
817-5083. 

Curtis, B.J., Dip.TP, ARICS, MNZIS, MNZPI. 
40 The Parade, Bucklands Beach, Auckland. 
Phone 534-8153. 

Davies, R.J.P., Dip.TP, Dip Arch, MNZPI, 
FNZIA, RIBA. Almorah House, 12-16 Almorah 
Place, Epsom, Auckland 3. P.O. Box 9660, 
Auckland. Phone 503-595. 

Dickson, Russell, BE (Hons), BSc, Dip.TP, 
MICE, MNZIE, MNZPI. 17 Peter Terrace, 
Auckland 9. Phone 468-413. 

Eagles, Rosemary H.J.', Dip.CE & TP (Lond), 
MRPI, MNZPI. 19 Fern Glen Road South, St 
Heliers, Auckland 5. Phone 555-649. 

Gabites, Porter & Partners, 1 Turner Street, 
Auckland 1. P.O. Box 6319, Auckland. 
Associate: F.J. Bentley, M.A.(Hons)., BTP, 
MNZPI. 

Harrison and Grierson and Partners, 
Cathedral Court, P.O. Box 37-091, Parnell, 
Auckland 1. Phone 30-346. 
Resident Planner: Jan Crawford, BA, Dip.TP, 
MNZPI. 

Jones, F.W.O., BE, MNZIE, MICE, MNZPI. 
Murphys Road, Papatoetoe Rd. Phone 
263-8073. 

Kingston Reynolds Thom & Allardice Ltd, 
Quay Tower, Corner Custom Street and Albert 
Street, Auckland. C.P.O. Box 4498, Auckland. 
Phone 795-900. 
Principal: J.B. Reynolds, B.Arch., FNZIA, 
MRTPI, MNZPI. 

Murray North Partners Ltd, P.O. Box 821, 
Auckland. Phone 798-940. 
Principal: I.G. McIntyre, Dip.TP, FNZIS, MNZPI. 

Norton Fred. W. Dip.TP, FIPENZ, MNZPI. 41 
Daffodil St. Titirangi, Auckland, 7. 

Parton, A.O., MNZIS, Dip.TP, MNZPI. 5 Cape 
Horn Road, Hillsborough, Auckland. Phone 
679-683. 

Reserves & Recreation Planers, P.O. Box 
821, Auckland. Phone 798-940. 
Principal: I.G. McIntyre, Dip.TP, MNZIS, MNZPI. 

WELLINGTON 
James Beard & Company, 59 Aurora Terrace, 
P.O. Box 5070, Wellington. 
Principal: J.A. Beard, MLA (Harv.), B.Arch, 
MRTPI, FNZIA, ARIBA, ASLA, MRSH, MNZPI. 

Cockburn Millage Architects and Planners, 
Kelvin Chambers, 16 The Terrace, Wellington. 
Principal: Daryl Cockburn, MSc (Edin.), 
Dip.Arch, ARIBA, ANZIA, MNZPI. 

Deibert, Philip R., Dip.Arch, ANZIA, Dip.TP, 
MNZPI. 50 Copeland Street, Lower Hutt. 

Gabites Porter and Partners, Securities 
House, 126 The Terrace, P.O. Box 5136, 
Wellington. 
Principals: A.L. Gabites, 
A.A.Dipl(Hons.)(Lond.), ARIBA, FNZIA, FRTPI, 
MNZPI. 
D.G. Porter, B.Arch., ARIBA, FNZIA, MRTPI, 
MNZPI 
D.J. Edmondson, Dip.TP(Manch.), FRTPI, 
MNZPI 
M. Douglass, M.Sc.(Birm.), BE, Dip.TP, MNZPI, 
MIPENZ, FIHE 
R.G. Stroud, Dip.TP, MNZIS, MNZPI 

Patience, M.B., P.O. Box 3548, Wellington. 
Principal: M.B. Patience, Dip.CD(L'pool), 
Dip.TP, RIBA, FNZIA, ARIBA, MNZPI. 

Tobin, Helen, BSc., Dip.TP(Hons.), MNZPI. 1 
Edward Street, Wellington 1. P.O. Box 11-442. 

CHRISTCHURCH 
Davie, Lovell-Smith & Partners, 198 Hereford 
Street, Christchurch. P.O. Box 679. 
Principals: D.A. Bryce, BSc., MSc., Dip.TP, 
MNZIS, MNZPI. 
B.W. Thompson, MTCP (Sydney), BA, MNZPI. 

Gabites Porter and Partners, SIMU Building, 
29 Latimer Square, P.O. Box 13-078, 
Christchurch. 
Principals: M. Douglass, MSc. (Birm.), BE, 
Dip.TP, MNZPI, MIPENZ, FIHE. 
R.W. Batty, Dip.T & CP(Nott'm), Dip.LD(Trent), 
MRTPI, MNZPI. 

Sheppard & Rout, P.O. Box 2426, 
Christchurch. 
Principal: David N. Sheppard, M.Arch, 
MCP(Penn.), ANZIA, MNZPI, RIBA 

Reserves & Recreation Planners, P.O. Box 
679, Christchurch. 
Principals: D.A. Bryce, BSc., MSc., Dip.TP, 
MNZIS, MNZPI. 
B.W. Thompson, MTCP (Sydney), BA, MNZPI. 

DUNEDIN 
Johnston Hatfield Anderson & Partners, P.O. 
Box 235, Mosgiel. 
Principals: D.R. Anderson, B.Arch, Dip.TP, 
ANZIA, MNZPI. 
David Johnston, MNZIS, MNZPI. 

WHANGAREI 
Grove, T.G., Dip TP, MNZIS, MNZPI, P.O. Box 
1482, Whangarei 

Murray-North Partners Ltd., P.O. Box i 122, 
Whangarei 
Senior Associate: Jones M.E., B.Sc. (Hons.), 
Dip.TP, MNZPI 

HAMILTON 
Murray-North Partners Ltd., P .0. Box 9041, 
Hamilton 
Principal: Lewthwaite, N.B., B.A. (Hons.), 
M.Phil. (TP) London, MNZPI, MRTPI 

Rae Barry, Dip.TP, MNZPI , Cert Ekistics (Ace 
Greece), B Arch (Hons), ANZIA. 91 c Domain 
Drive, Hamilton 

Reserves & Recreation Planners, P.O. Box 
9041, Hamilton. 
Principal: Lewthwaite, N.B., BA (Hons), M.Phil. 
(TP) London, MNZPI, MRTPI. 

ROTORUA 
Murray-North Partners Ltd, P.O. Box 553, 
Rotorua. 
Principal: Withy, A.L., Dip.TP, MNZIS, MIS. 
Aust., MNZPI, MRAPI. 

Reserves & Recreation Planners, P.O. Box 
553, Rotorua. 
Principal: Withy, A.L., Dip,TP, MNZIS, MIS Aust, 
MNZPI, MRAPI. 

TAURANGA 
Harrison & Grierson & Partners, South British 
Building, Grey Street, Tauranga. 
Principal: Aherne C.R.BSc, Dip.TP, MNZPI, 
MNZIS. 

Murray-North Partners Ltd., P.O. Box 561, 
Tauranga 
Principal: Withy, A.L., Dip.TP, MNZIS, MIS 
Aust., MNZPI, MRAPI. 

NAPIER 
Murray-North Partners Ltd, P.O. Box 535, 
Napier 
Senior Associate: Leikis, L.C. Dip. TP, MNZPI, 
MNZIS. 

HASTINGS 
Von Dadelszen, Eileen, BA, Dip.TP, MNZPI. 
25 Muratai Crescent, Havelock North. 

INVERCARGILL 
Ernest New & Associates, 170 Dee Street, 
I nvercarg ill. 
Principal: New E.N., MNZPI, MRAPI, MRSH, 
FFB, FG of S, FBSC, AFNZIM. 
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