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MUST NOT BE MOVED

Citizens’ War Memorial
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___________________________________________________________________________
CHAIRMAN’S PERSPECTIVE

David Thornley passed away this year after long service to our Trust. Comb through the
minutes of Board meetings and you will see just how much he influenced our decisions.
Sadly missed.
Overall, it has been a very busy year. It has seen successful efforts by The Christchurch
Civic Trust (CCT) to further our objectives.
Another set of Annual Awards has taken place with recipients appreciative of the recognition for their
efforts across all categories. The casting about for candidates for next year has already started guided
by Neil Roberts. To see past awards visit our website. They constitute a group of achievements that
could well form the basis of systematic inspection and perhaps a project might create a guided tour for
locals and visitors from the archives of previous awards.
Ross Gray, as my Deputy, has an eye for and nose tuned to pick up heritage matters that warrant our
close attention. He has something to say about Cenotaphs and Cathedrals later in this issue. He manages
to have his letters to the editor published quite frequently, unlike me, which means his observations
resonate better with the letters editor(s).
Lindsay Carswell is the efficient keeper of our books. He is also indefatigable in attending City Council
meetings to keep up with what is going on behind the documentation that is made available to the public.
He can carefully craft LOGIMA/OIA requests that seek out the otherwise unknowable.
Until ill health forced Penny Orme to reduce her input she was a significant contributor on several sub
committees, including the McLean’s Mansion fundraising team and the awards subcommittee.
Joanna Mackenzie has empathy for the people who need a champion to push for their inclusion and
has an eye for detail that humanises our functions. Judith Knibb is simply efficient in the execution
of all tasks that come her way. Lynne Campbell looks after our social media and ensures that our
Trust gets the publicity it needs. Mark Belton is our conduit into matters pertaining to the Anglican
Cathedral restoration. As convenor of our membership subcommittee, Vivien Bishop has produced a
brochure and distributed it at every opportunity to encourage prospective members to join and support
the Trust. This is a vital and persistent task performed well.
Sandra Shaw will convey more about the very successful Heritage Festival three days when 1000+
suitably shod, wearing HiViz vests and helmets, and properly briefed visitors were guided through
McLean’s Mansion. It is an experience, seldom possible, to see the internal structure of a Mansion of
this grandeur before those views are covered again for the next 100+ years. Sandra is a sales person
extraordinaire.
McLean’s Mansion restoration proceeds steadily. In Richard Herdman, the MMCT found themselves
served by a man of integrity, deep knowledge of the heritage restoration procedures, extensive contact
networks that come in very handy, and a keen appreciation for maintaining cordial relationships with
owners of adjacent land.
The CCT provides three of the four Trustees who with Richard complement each other in terms of skill
sets. Tim Hogan is Secretary to both the CCT and MMCT. His minutes are always an accurate summary
of our meetings, which is a great help to me in my dual chairman roles. As the Trustee architect on the
restoration task, he is closely involved in every step. Trevor Lord started it all as the settlor for the
original MMCT and has a passion to make the building responsive to arts and artistic talent. For
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completeness I need to mention the fourth MMCT trustee, Brian Cribb, from North Canterbury. He
has a track record of acquiring heritage property like Racecourse Hill and restoring them.
The future for McLean’s Mansion continues to look better and better, as long as the donations and
sponsorships swell in dollar value to keep us going without interruption when the City Council
Landmark Heritage Grant is exhausted. My call therefore is to all who read this newsletter to help us
raise the money and alert us to possible sources of funds for which we may qualify. This McLean’s
Mansion restoration is the current big ticket fund raising item for the CCT following on from Mona
Vale and Mt Vernon purchases in the past.
We thought squabbles over Hagley Park were behind us, but Cricket authorities have rattled our
cage again. I cover this topic in some depth in another section of this newsletter. The CCT is
represented on the Hagley Park Reference Group set up by the Council. On cricket issues,
membership of that Reference Group are severely at odds with each other. Given the frequency with
which different interested parties look to further their objectives within this special reserve, the need
for a Reference Group that is consulted before matters become heated, is vital. I can only say that a
good working relationship between Council staff and the Reference Group is a work in progress. No
notification; late notification; inadequate documentation; truncated time to research and to debate
issues, are all symptomatic of a good idea not being enabled to contribute properly. Anne Dingwall
who also represents ICON on the Hagley Park Reference Group, is an amazing researcher when it
comes to legal matters, especially relating to Hagley Park.
Professor Chris Kissling
Chairman.

___________________________________________________________________________

THE CENOTAPH MUST STAY IN THE SQUARE
On 27 September 2018 the Christchurch Civic Trust combined with Historic Places Canterbury to make
a submission to the Christchurch City Council opposing the request by the Christchurch RSA to move
the Citizens’ War Memorial (the Cenotaph) from Cathedral Square, preferably to Cranmer Square. At
that meeting we were prevented from referring to the site favoured by the RSA, but our collective
opposition to relocation from Cathedral Square to Cranmer Square continues, if anything more strongly,
given the wealth of reasons presenting themselves for retaining the monument where it is.
The foremost reason for retaining this extremely important public monument in The Square is that the
Cenotaph was designed specifically for the site it has occupied since 1937. The monument’s structure,
form and symbolism, while acknowledging the pain and hardship of war, are inextricably linked to the
cathedral – the structural and symbolic cross, the figures which echo the message of the church of
sacrifice, peace, forgiveness. To place the monument in another site in Christchurch would
fundamentally reduce the power and meaning it has conveyed to countless people over the last eighty
years. We strongly disagree with Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga’s assertion that this re-siting
will have little effect on the heritage values of the monument and, indeed, are shocked that the national
heritage agency should have this view.
A Category One listed Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga (HNZPT) monument and Highly
Significant Christchurch City Council scheduled heritage item, the Cenotaph is an almost entirely
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undamaged structure, possibly “the finest public monument in the country”, according to eminent New
Zealand historian Jock Phillips.
The Christchurch RSA is seeking the relocation, strongly supported by the Anglican Bishop who does
not seem to recognise the significance of the Cathedral / Cenotaph relationship and appears to want
more land available on the Cathedral site for ancillary buildings. At the September 2018 council meeting
it was ‘discovered’ that the Anglican Church, on whose land the monument stands, actually owns the
monument – not the Christchurch City Council as long had been thought! Claims that the reinstatement
of Christ Church Cathedral will be hampered by the presence of the Cenotaph we think are debateable.
We consider that any absolutely unavoidable move must leave the Cenotaph in The Square as close to
the Cathedral as possible. The question arises: how is ‘absolutely unavoidable’ to be decided and by
whom?
Christchurch RSA is not offering any financial assistance with relocation to Cranmer Square which will
cost at least $1.2m. This sum will be funded as follows: $500,000 Anglican Church Property Trustees
(CPT) money, $543,000 from the
Canterbury Earthquake Appeal Trust
(CEAT),
$200,000
from
Land
Information New Zealand (LINZ). It
represents an inexcusable squandering of
scarce financial resources, while risking
unnecessary damage to the monument to
relocate it some 1.3km away.
There are other important reasons for the
Christchurch Civic Trust Board’s
opposition to this proposal and members
may well have thought of their own: the
difficulty of parking in and around
Cranmer Square; the fact that Cathedral
Square and Cranmer Square are both
heritage (CCC protected) spaces which
would
need
Resource
Consent
application for alteration to their
character and status; risk of vandalism;
reduced access for the general public,
and for those who live in Cranmer
Square a fundamental change to the
character of their neighbourhood
environment – and on it goes.
The Christchurch RSA has indicated that
it will apply for a Resource Consent, the
date of which is not yet known. Along
The Cenotaph Cathedral Square
with many individuals and other groups
(the Papanui RSA, with by far the largest
RSA membership in Christchurch, recently publicly stated its opposition to the move),the Christchurch
Civic Trust will be making a vigorous submission opposing the move at the public hearing and the
Board will be grateful for any support you may be able to offer at the time.
[Ross Gray Convenor Heritage, Urban Design, Resource Management Subcommittee]
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___________________________________________________________________________
EMERGENCY LEGISLATION, HAGLEY OVAL, AND THE HAGLEY PARK
MANAGEMENT PLAN
The Hagley Oval “village Green” is situated within the listed heritage reserve of Hagley Park in
Christchurch. It is an acknowledged idyllic setting for day time cricket matches.
Cricket has a long history at Hagley Oval. Contrastingly, the commercial forms of the game have a very
short history at that location.

Add approximately 10 m for the height of the proposed six light towers [Photo A. Dingwall]
Canterbury Cricket have held a long-standing ambition to develop Hagley Oval for international cricket
but were thwarted by the 2007 Hagley Park Management Plan (HPMP), a statutory instrument under
the Reserves Act 1977. The Christchurch City Council (Council) through devolved powers from the
Minister of Conservation, manages Hagley Park in accordance with the HPMP.
In the immediate aftermath of the Christchurch earthquakes, the Canterbury Earthquake Recovery Act
(CERA) was enacted. It gave sweeping powers to the Minister. Cricket saw this as their opportunity to
sidestep the HPMP and lobbied the Minister to have the development of Hagley Oval included as an
anchor project in the Christchurch City Recovery Plan (CCRP). Even so, the plan for Hagley Oval had
to be subjected to scrutiny through the Environment Court for its environmental and amenity impacts.
This was treated as an urgent reference to the Environment Court because of a pending men’s Cricket
World Cup.
Where there were inconsistencies between the CCRP and the HPMP, the CCRP prevailed as it was a
plan developed under The Christchurch Earthquake Recovery Act (CERA). That meant permanent
structures such as the pavilion and embankment could be built, overriding the provisions in the HPMP.
The Environment Court (ENV-2013-CHC-0019) allowed for four retractable light towers, similar to
those that operate at Lord’s Cricket Ground in London, with the heads to be removed at the end of each
cricket season and stored offsite. Some 85 conditions of consent were agreed through the Environment
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Court process with the Court setting limits on the number of games and the duration of fenced enclosure
of the oval for paid entry. There were conditions on what constituted acceptable signage and how the
pavilion could be used. A Certificate of Compliance was issued to allow the conditions of consent to be
negated just for the men’s Cricket World Cup. The revised Christchurch District Plan does not allow
that work around solution to be applied for permanent 48.9m Light towers.
Canterbury Cricket (CCAI or its trust CCT) did not build the consented light towers even knowing in
2013 that the Women’s Cricket World Cup (WCWC) had been allocated to New Zealand. They are
now seeking to use the extraordinary powers of s71 under the Greater Christchurch Regeneration Act
(GCRA) (due to expire on 30 June 2021, unless revoked earlier as might be the case with work
transferring to the Council) to have the Christchurch District Plan (CDP) compulsorily altered to remove
the constraints imposed by the Environment Court on their activities at Hagley Oval. They claim use of
Ministerial powers under the GCRA is the only certain way they can get what they want in order to bid
Christchurch as a venue for the WCWC.
This approach demonstrates a concerted attempt to dodge a return to the Environment Court wherein
all evidence can be examined and debated, and there are ways for the public to participate.
CCT claim that the four consented retractable light towers are not now fit for purpose as advised by the
International Cricket Council (ICC). They also claim that abiding by the Environment Court conditions
of consent are too costly and too difficult. They want six permanent high standing light towers for which
they need new leases from the Council under the Reserves Act.
The Council jumped the gun in voting to expedite the lease notification and hearings process. There is
a bidding deadline of 20th December for Christchurch to share in hosting the WCWC. The Council’s
Hearings Panel has scheduled one day, 6th December, to consider submissions on a new lease for the
six permanent light towers.
The Associate Minister is charged with the responsibility under the GCRA s71 proposal to announce
her final decision following proper consideration of written public comments. Public comments on the
s71 proposal close on 2nd December. Unlike RMA processes, there is no opportunity for crossexamination and no right of appeal. Views contrary to those put to the Minister by Regenerate
Christchurch on behalf of the CCT can only reach the Associate Minister by way of comments – not
submissions.
The Council overlooked in its notification process to mention the role of the HPMP until The Civic
Trust pointed out the error in a letter to the Council’s new CEO. She moved quickly to have a link to
the HPMP made on the “Have Your Say” website but not before at least 1850 submissions had been
received by the Council. No public notice in the media or an extension of time to submit was made.
Likewise, Regenerate Christchurch did not make public the technical reports and appendices referred
to in its proposal to the Minister. The Department of Prime Minister and Cabinet (DPMC) charged with
the responsibility of receiving the public comments was made aware of the omission, by a member of
the Christchurch Civic Trust, and moved to have Regenerate Christchurch make them accessible on its
website. Unlike the Council, the DPMC was aware of the gravity of the omission and advertised in the
media that the documents were now available and extended the time for comments to be received to 2nd
December.
We turn to the role of the HMPM as the primary document for the management of Hagley Park as stated
in Parliament by the Hon. Dr Megan Woods, now Minister, for the GCRA. At her instigation, several
clauses were inserted in the GCRA which gave protection to the HPMP from being overridden, a
significant difference to the situation that was faced by the Environment Court when confronted with
the CCRP. Those clauses were passed unanimously by Parliament. One of those clauses notes that s71
GCRA cannot be used to require the HPMP to be amended under the Reserves Act. Even though the
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CCRP has lingering effects under the GCRA, that does not extend to permitting the HPMP to be
overridden when it comes to consideration of the required new lease for the six permanent light towers.
Technically speaking the Hagley Oval development anchor project can be considered complete, as
expressed in correspondence between the GCRA strategic partners. Everything required through the
CCRP process, except the consented lights, is in place. The CCRP has been superseded.
The Council is faced with a conundrum. It cannot legally issue a complying lease for the six parcels of
land for the proposed light towers under the Reserves Act. The provisions within the HPMP prevail.
Furthermore, the light towers, whether the retractable versions or the permanent versions, could only
have a lease issued under s54(1)(d) of the Reserves Act as they are for commercial purposes, the night
broadcast of cricket matches. That is an undisguisable commercial activity conducted within the
reserve.
The haste in which the Council has moved to accommodate the wishes for cricket to be able to bid for
the WCWC, is in stark contrast to the effort made to protect the interests of all users of the park which
is the prime responsibility of the managing authority. We are aware that within Council’s staff there are
divergent views on the impacts of the s71 proposal and on the processes involved, but these alternative
views were edited out of the record from one week to the next. A recent Ombudsman’s report on the
Council casts senior management within the Council in a poor light with respect to controlling
information and transparency. Matters related to Hagley Oval have been shrouded from public scrutiny
but it is hard to keep those antics permanently hidden.
Council is faced with a severe conflict of interest, as the administering authority for the reserve, when
it issues leases in its own interests. It is ratepayer money that built the embankment. It is ratepayer
money that maintains the Oval. It is a fully owned Council entity, VBase Ltd, which operates the cricket
pavilion. Obviously it wants Canterbury cricket to have a viable future as it has invested heavily in the
Hagley Oval development.
Cricket authorities pushed for development of Hagley Oval and were warned by the Environment Court
that future-proofing the venue was not possible by extension of the number of playing days. That is
precisely what they are trying to do in changes to the CDP. They chose to locate their developments in
a public reserve protected by statute and a unique management plan. They have shown scant regard to
the other users of Hagley Park who far outnumber cricketers and cricket spectators and are in effect
attempting to privatise the commons to their own ends.
Externalities such as impact on traffic, and parking and hospital access (including emergency helicopter
flights) are left for others to worry about which was not the case at the Environment Court. Also,
externalities apply pressure such as the ICC who dictate to the citizens of Christchurch what they must
sacrifice if the city is to be awarded significant cricket events at Hagley Oval.
The respect for and protection of Hagley Park is at stake through the manoeuvrings of a single sport
that has enjoyed the assistance of influential people and the accidents of history that forged legislation
which they have used cynically in the past and now seek to use again for an improper purpose.
The Christchurch Civic Trust is not anti-cricket. We are not persuaded that commercial cricket
conducted in an exclusive facility within Hagley Park should ride roughshod over the wider interests of
the citizens of Christchurch and the legal protections built up over decades. We would support the
revamping of Lancaster Park as a much more acceptable venue for commercial night cricket, and leave
Hagley Oval as the “village green” for day time use. If lights at Hagley Oval are to go ahead, then the
consented four retractable versions must prevail over the six permanent ones for which a complying
lease cannot be issued as the law stands.
[Chris Kissling ]
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__________________________________________________________________________
CHRISTCHURCH CATHEDRAL RESTORATION PROJECT
On 25th October Restore Christchurch Cathedral Group Inc.(RCC) gifted $20,000 to Christ Church
Cathedral Reinstatement Trust as a contribution towards restoration work. The money was from the
remainder of RCC’s campaign funds, and symbolises RCC’s membership’s enthusiastic support for the
reinstatement project. The gifting ceremony was hosted by Dean Lawrence Kimberley, and Peter
Guthrey the CCRT Chair.
On the 4th of November, Tim Preston and Mark Belton as RCC co-chairs and Prof. Andy Buchanan met
with the Reinstate Project Manager and team to discuss the People’s Steeple proposal. RCC has been
committed for 5 years to supporting the People’s Steeple project offered by the Timber Framers Guild,
an international organisation. They hope that doors can be opened to enable the People’s Steeple project
to proceed.
[Mark Belton Restore Christchurch Cathedral Co-Chair]

Mark Belton presenting a cheque to Peter Guthrey

Dean Lawrence Kimberley speaking
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___________________________________________________________________________
OBITUARY

DAVID JOHN THORNLEY

David Thornley who died on 16 July is fondly remembered by board members of the Civic Trust as a
genial pragmatist, a quiet moderator who when discussion on an issue was
lingering too long would intervene and bring it to a close. David joined the
board of the Civic Trust in 1992 and was a staunch supporter, active in many
of the campaigns launched by the
Trust during the past 25 years. In
2018 he was made a Life Member.
The Christchurch Arts Centre was
a special place for David and was
not only his place of business but
his home for more than two decades.
David Thornley was born in Invercargill in 1944 and undertook a course in design at Wellington
Polytechnic School of Design from 1965 – 1968 graduating with a Diploma in Design.
In 1968 David with his then wife and family came to live permanently in Christchurch and David
designed a new home at 100 Beachville Rd, Redcliffs. In 1972 he established Thornley Design Ltd
specializing in industrial, architectural retail and stage design. Over the years David had a special
involvement designing for the Court Theatre and also became a specialist in public transport design, in

David Thornley and Andy Buchannan’s 2018 concept design for the Art Bridge
Competition
particular buses. David’s theatre designs were represented on 3 occasions at the Prague Quadrennial of
Theatre design. One of the last projects that David was involved in was preparing a design for the
Ōtākaro government funded “Art Bridge” competition. Unfortunately his and 12 other designs were
rejected in favour of a more utilitarian option. As well as his involvement with the Christchurch Civic
Trust David had a passion for the area in which he lived and its heritage and was a prominent member
from its foundation and deputy chair of the Inner City West Neighbourhood Association ( ICON).

He was also an active foundation member of Historic Places Canterbury (HPC).
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__________________________________________________________________________
BEYOND THE OLD GREEN GATE IN NORTH HAGLEY PARK
What lies beyond the old green gate, that gate with the letters 'RSA BC' set in the upper section? What
do those letters represent? These questions may well have been asked by many when wandering in
North Hagley Park beside the car park.
The actual size of the open space beyond the gate can only be appreciated when one steps inside and
gazes around the large precinct. Relatively sheltered and sunny, it is protected by the tall hedges and
trees on its periphery.
The site was formerly leased to the RSA Bowling Club,
whose two-storey Pavilion (constructed in 1946) occupied
part of the site. Following the Bowling Club's relinquishment
of its lease to the Council, the site was occupied by the
Christchurch Petanque Club. (The Club had previously coshared the Pavilion and site with the Bowling Club in recent
years.) The Pavilion was severely damaged in the
Christchurch earthquakes and subsequently demolished. In
2017, the Petanque Club re-established petanque pistes
elsewhere in North Hagley Park.
The future purpose of this open space site within North
Hagley Park has yet to be determined by the Council and the
community. It remains empty with minimal maintenance.
The former Bowling Club site
The suggestion has been made that the site be set aside for
site
additional
formal car parking adjacent to the Botanic Gardens. Such a development would require the
approval of the Minister of Conservation, in accordance with section 5(2) of the Christchurch City
(Reserves) Empowering Act 1971:
Notwithstanding anything in the Reserves and Domains Act 1953, the Corporation shall not,
without the consent of the Minister, appropriate any part of Hagley Park for parking places
for vehicles unless that part is already appropriated for that purpose at the commencement of
this Act.
The Christchurch Civic Trust supports remediation of the existing parking area, and would support
also a reduction in the number of vehicles in the interests of protecting the remaining trees.
Consideration needs to be given to providing alternative means of convenient access to the adjacent
Botanic Gardens, e.g. via a central-city shuttle bus service.
The Civic Trust believes that the North Hagley site with its sunny aspect would be suitable for a
variety of recreational uses. As a third designated events space (with a defined capacity limit), it
would be suitable for a wide range of smaller-scale events in Hagley Park, whether Council-organised
or short-term commercial events, as provided for in the Reserves Act, e.g. theatre performances,
concerts for the elderly, buskers, etc. In particular, it would be an ideal venue for children's
recreational activities (both organised and passive) and events such as children's theatre, Teddy Bear
picnics etc, given the site's proximity to the car park and public lavatories.
While retaining most of the hedging for shelter, a section could be opened to enable a view and
access to Victoria Lake.
The Hon. Dr Megan Woods, now Minister for Greater Christchurch Regeneration, concluded her
views about the future of Hagley Park in The Star, 7 April 2016, under the heading "Preserving
Hagley Park for future generations” stating “And importantly, I want it to be a place where children
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still play and explore”. The Christchurch Civic Trust proposes that the Council consult widely,
inviting suggestions from the public regarding the future recreational use of the site in North Hagley
Park, formerly occupied by the RSA Bowling Club Pavilion and bowling greens.
[Anne Dingwall]

________________________________________________________________________
MCLEAN’S MANSION OPEN DAYS
The recent open days, held over the three days of Labour Weekend, at McLean’s Mansion were
a huge success. Over 1,000 people went through the mansion in two teams of eight. The tours were 20
minutes long, and ran continuously for seven hours each day.
The organisation which went into this three day
event, as part of the Heritage Festival, was a
huge task for the committee members.
The biggest job was running a booking system,
which allocated people their day and time to
visit. Considering the number of people who got
in touch for the tour, it was almost problem-free
– just the odd person who arrived on the wrong
day or time, or wearing jandals. They had to be
swiftly put into shoes provided by a committee
member, who had thought this might happen.
We were thrilled with the positive comments,
Sales table volunteers
both on the days, and subsequently. Everyone
was very impressed and in awe of the building and a lot of donations were made.
We ran a Sales table, selling our souvenir items including the very stylish tee shirts, the marvellous
McLean’s Mansion pop-up card, fridge magnets, greeting cards, bumper stickers, the “City and
Peninsula” book, the “All Fall Down” chimneys book, and the Hamish Thompson print of the mansion.
Trevor Lord did a sterling job, talking to each group
before they went through, about the history of the
mansion and Allan McLean. Tim Hogan also
stepped in for the project manager, Richard
Herdman, who was unwell for two days, working
with Dave from Simon Construction.

Trevor Lord speaking to visitors

The tours would not have been so successful without
the steadfast help of the committee and the many
willing volunteers who turned up over the three
days. They shook Donation buckets, marshalled
people into the correct areas, provided first aid (there
was a nasty paper cut!), handed out dozens of
information pamphlets and generally helped
wherever needed.

I don’t think we can underestimate the goodwill earned from the Open To View days. The total
Donations and Sales came to $10,000+ and here’s hoping we can do it again in the future.
A final note: any of the souvenir items can be purchased (think Christmas) on the MM website under
SHOP. www.mcleansmansion.nz
Merry Christmas everyone!

[Sandra Shaw Fundraising Committee member.]
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Visitors with Trevor Lord at the Open Day
OmmmANSIONMansion Open Day
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HAPPY CHRISTMAS

The views expressed in this publication are not necessarily those of the Civic Trust
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