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INTRODUCTION 

1 My name is David Alan Pearson.  I hold the degree of Bachelor of 

Architecture.  I am also a registered architect and an associate member of 

the New Zealand Institute of Architects.  I have also undergone specialist 

conservation training at the University of York in the United Kingdom.     

2 I am the sole principal of Dave Pearson Architects of Auckland.  The 

company was founded in 1996 and specialises in the conservation of built 

heritage.   

3 I have been active in the restoration of Christchurch since the Canterbury 

earthquakes and acted in a heritage advisory capacity to the Christchurch 

City Council immediately after the earthquakes.     

4 I am currently employed as conservation architect by the Arts Centre of 

Christchurch.  My role includes providing input at the design phase of each 

of the various projects at the Arts Centre and on-site monitoring during the 

construction phase.     

5 I am also acting as project architect for the restoration of a number of 

Anglican churches in Canterbury and for the Timeball restoration project in 

Lyttelton.  

6 I attended expert conferencing on 10 November 2015 and was involved in 

formal mediation on 18 November 2015.    

7 I have read the Environment Court's Code of Conduct and agree to comply 

with it. My qualifications as an expert are set out above. I confirm that the 

issues addressed in this statement of evidence are within my area of 

expertise.  

8 The data, information, facts and assumptions I have considered in forming 

my opinions are set out in the part of the evidence in which I express my 

opinions. I have not omitted to consider material facts known to me that 

might alter or detract from the opinions I have expressed. 

9 The key documents I have used, or referred to, in forming my view while 

preparing this brief of evidence are: 
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(a) The evidence of Dr Ann McEwan and Ms Amanda Ohs on behalf of 

Christchurch City Council, both dated 2 December 2015. 

(b) The Heritage Assessment - Statement of Significance prepared by 

the Christchurch City Council for the building referred to as the 

Registry Office and Setting, former University College, 2 Worcester 

Street, 25 Hereford Street, 39 Hereford Street, 30 Worcester Street, 

40 Worcester Street, dated 24.11.15 and attached as Appendix B to 

the evidence of Dr McEwan.  

(c) Appendix 4 of the Section 32 Report for Chapter 9 – Natural and 

Cultural Heritage.  

(d) Heritage Assessment of the Registry Office by Dave Pearson 

Architects dated 8.12.15, attached as Appendix A to this 

evidence.1   

SCOPE OF EVIDENCE 

10 My evidence is focussed on the proposed heritage listing of the Registry 

Office building.  In particular, I address the following key issues: 

(a) Whether the general methodology used for identifying, assessing 

and listing heritage items is appropriate. 

(b) An assessment of the Registry Office building against the identified 

significance criteria. 

(c) Whether the Registry Office building meets the thresholds for listing 

as a heritage item.  

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

11 My evidence firstly provides background information for the Registry Office 

and the reason for its construction.  It then assesses the significance of the 

building under the criteria devised by Council in the proposed Christchurch 

Replacement District Plan.   

                                                
1 I note that there is a minor factual error in this document at page 6 under the heading “Christchurch 
City Plan”. The background section below more accurately describes how the buildings on site are 
listed in the Operative and Proposed Plans. 
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12 My assessment is that under the majority of the criteria, the building has 

only some significance and, in some cases it detracts from the wider 

heritage values of the surrounds.  My conclusion is that the building fails to 

meet the thresholds for listing.     

 BACKGROUND 

13 The building that is the subject of this submission has been referred to in 

Council evidence as the Registry Office building.  The original Registry on 

the corner of Montreal Street and what is now known as Worcester 

Boulevard was designed in the Gothic Revival style and dates from 1916.  

An extension to the west in the same style was completed ten years later. 

14 In 1957, a single storied Registry Office building was completed as a 

separate structure immediately to the south of the original Registry.  An 

additional storey was added to this building in 1966.  A small link was 

originally provided to connect the buildings, although this has since been 

removed.  The Registry Office was relatively undamaged in the Canterbury 

earthquakes and was used as the Arts Centre administrative office 

following the earthquakes.  It continues to be used for that purpose as well 

as providing accommodation for consultants working on the restoration 

programme.  Some commercial tenants are located on the ground floor.  

Those uses will continue for the immediate future.   

15 The original Registry sustained a greater degree of damage but was the 

first building to be restored and earthquake strengthened on the site.  It 

currently houses a commercial tenancy.  The original Registry building 

(1915/26) is listed as a Group 2 heritage item in the Operative City Plan. 

The operative plan listing excludes the 1957/65 Registry Office. 

16 When the Proposed Plan was notified, these separate buildings, being the 

original Registry building and the Registry Office were grouped together 

and proposed to be listed as a single heritage item of high significance 

(#562 – Group 1). The evidence of Dr McEwan now supports identifying 

these buildings as two separate heritage listings and a separate Statement 

of Significance has been prepared by her for the Registry Office. The 

evidence of Dr McEwan is that the Registry Office should be listed as a 

significant (Group 2) heritage item.  The original Registry would be retained 

as element of high significance. 
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GENERAL ASSESSMENT METHODLOGY  

17 Appendix 4 of the Section 32 Report for Chapter 9 – Natural and Cultural 

Heritage sets out the methodology that has been followed by Christchurch 

City Council for the identification, assessment, and listing of heritage items 

in the Proposed District Plan. 

18 In general, I am supportive of the criteria used by the Christchurch City 

Council in assessing the heritage values of buildings.  These have been 

carried over from the Operative City Plan and have been in use for many 

years.  I accept the evidence of Ms Ohs that they encompass the majority 

of the values in the RMA, the CRPS, the Heritage New Zealand List and 

the ICOMOS New Zealand Charter 2010. 

19 The criteria used by Council are “Historical and Social”, “Cultural and 

Spiritual”, “Architectural and Aesthetic”, “Technological and Craftsmanship”, 

“Contextual” and “Archaeological and Scientific”.  In my opinion, however, I 

believe that some of the groupings are problematic, for example, “Historical 

and Social”.  I therefore support the submission of the Crown that the 

groupings are inappropriate and consider that they should be uncoupled, 

although this does not form part of the Arts Centre submissions.   

20 Nonetheless, for the sake of consistency, I have adopted the same criteria 

used by the Council when completing my assessment of significance 

below.  

21 For the record, although this is not directly related to the Arts Centre 

submission, I support the reduction from the previous four categories for 

heritage buildings in the Operative City Plan to the two now proposed, 

being those of High Significance and those of Significance as it will bring 

clarity to the situation.  However, I do not support the submission of the 

Crown that there should be a single heritage category.            

SIGNIFICANCE ASSESSMENT OF THE REGISTRY OFFICE  

22 In the Statement of Significance, Council has classified it under each 

criterion as having High Significance (Group 1) or Significant (Group 2).  Dr 

McEwan has also introduced the additional term “value” without defining its 

meaning.  
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23 In the following section of my evidence I have provided my own 

assessment of the Registry Office building against Council’s assessment 

criteria.  I have focussed my comments on those parts of the Statement 

where I disagree with the views expressed or whether I have further 

information to add.  The areas of my evidence where I have stated an 

opinion are noted as such.  At the end of each section I have stated my 

conclusion regarding the significance of the building assessed against each 

criterion.   

24 In my assessment I have used the term “some significance”, whereby I 

consider that the item may have a level of significance under a particular 

criterion, but not at a level that would deem it worthy of being listed. 

Historical and Social Significance  

25 The Statement of Significance prepared by Council identifies the Registry 

Office and its setting as having historical and social significance.  The 

Statement appears to be based, in essence, on a series of undisputed 

facts, such as that the growth of the university required an increase in 

administrative staff, rather than a robust evaluation of its values under this 

criterion. 

26 The University of Canterbury in its various guises including Canterbury 

College and Canterbury University College, along with other institutions 

including the Boys’ and Girls’ High Schools had occupied the site for a total 

of 80 years before the Registry Office was constructed.  The Registry 

Office was constructed towards the very end of the university’s tenure of 

the site, at a time when the relocation to Ilam was well underway.  Its 

historical and social significance and contribution to the site was therefore 

minimal.       

27 Consequently, in my opinion, the Registry Office has only some Historical 

and Social Significance.           

Cultural and spiritual significance  

28 The Statement of Significance identifies the building as having some 

cultural value.  Council’s assessment again appears to be based on 

undisputed facts, such as the fact that the building was constructed by the 
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university, rather than being a robust assessment of its cultural and spiritual 

values.  

29 In my opinion, the Registry Office has only some Cultural and Spiritual 

Significance.  It was always only used for administrative purposes and then 

only for a very short time.    

Architectural and aesthetic significance  

30 Council’s Statement of Significance identifies the building as having 

architectural and aesthetic significance as a mid-century design element 

within the former Canterbury College campus.  

31 What was is now the Arts Centre includes some 23 buildings that were 

constructed over a period of 47 years for the Canterbury College and other 

institutions.  With the exception of what was originally a professor’s house 

and which later became the Student Union building, all were designed in 

the Gothic Revival style.   

32 This theme was set in place by Benjamin Mountfort, Canterbury’s pre-

eminent Gothic Revival architect, when he designed the Clock Tower 

building in 1876-77 in the Gothic Revival style.  His intention was to create 

an antipodean institution in the tradition of the great universities of Oxford 

and Cambridge in England.   

33 Different architects followed Benjamin Mountfort but all paid homage to his 

original vision and the buildings, including the original 1916 Registry on the 

corner of Montreal Street and what is now Worcester Boulevard, continued 

to be designed in the Gothic style.  The last building in the Gothic style to 

be built on the campus was the Electrical Engineering Extension building 

which dates from 1923, although the 1926 addition to the Registry was also 

designed in the same style.  

34 By the middle of the twentieth century, Canterbury College was fast 

outgrowing its central city site and as early as 1946 plans were being made 

to relocate to Ilam.  In the following years, the various faculties 

progressively moved away from the central city site and by 1971, the move 

was complete.  In the mid 1970s, the site became the Christchurch Arts 

Centre.     
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35 Notwithstanding the fact that Canterbury University College had plans in 

place to relocate, the central city roll continued to increase.  Consequently, 

a decision was made to construct a building adjacent to the original 

Registry to house additional clerical staff.   

36 The office building was constructed in 1957 and was essentially a utilitarian 

single-storied structure.  It was also the first building on the campus where 

its style departed from Mountfort’s original vision of a Gothic Revival 

campus.  At the time, it would have been entirely possible to design a 

building in stone to harmonise with its older neighbour.  The decision was 

made, however, to sheath the building with rusticated concrete blocks and 

smoother concrete quoins at the corners in a rather second-rate imitation of 

a stone building. 

37 While the merits or otherwise of designing a building in an architectural 

style that could be considered at the time to be archaic can be debated, it 

would certainly have been possible to produce a design that was more 

sympathetic to the original Registry.  In my opinion, this suggests that the 

Registry Office was regarded as an expedient measure to provide a short-

term response to an immediate problem, with little thought being given to 

its long-term implications.   

38 An additional storey was added in 1966 by the same architects.  This time, 

the architects abandoned any pretence at continuing in the Gothic theme 

and the result was a more recognisable modernist structure.   

39 As a result, the original Registry and the Registry Office constitute a rather 

awkward juxtaposition of three different architectural styles.  The upper 

level is competent if unremarkable example of the Modernist style and 

consequently has some significance.     

40 However, as noted, it was the first building to depart from the original 

Gothic Revival architectural theme.  In my opinion it detracts from the 

adjacent original Registry and the Arts Centre as a whole. 

41 With respect to the evidence of Dr Ann McEwan, I agree that the interior of 

the building does retain some original features such as the etched glass 

doors.  Overall, however, the interior has been so extensively modified on 
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both levels to the point where few walls are in their original location.  In my 

opinion, the interior has no architectural or aesthetic value.   

42 I have attached as Appendix B a series of plans that demonstrate how the 

building has changed over time.              

Technological and craftsmanship significance  

43 The Statement of Significance identifies the building as having 

technological and craftsmanship significance through its capacity to reveal 

materials and construction in use in the mid twentieth century and their 

ability to withstand seismic forces.  The use of Stelvetite panels in the 

curtain wall is also said to contribute to its technological and craftsmanship 

significance.   

44 It is unlikely that the building was designed specifically to resist seismic 

forces, any more than any other building.  The fact that is suffered little 

damage was probably more to the fact that it had a lightweight steel frame. 

45 Although the glazed wall was representative of the Modernist, it was also 

an economical and expedient method of construction.  In my opinion, the 

building only has some significance under this criterion.        

Contextual significance  

46 The Statement of Significance identifies the building as having contextual 

value on its site.  This is on the basis that its setting is shared by some 24 

listed buildings on the former Canterbury University College site and that it 

relates to the broader context of the Edwardian buildings of Worcester 

Boulevard and Hereford Street, as well as the Gothic buildings of 

Canterbury Museum and Christ’s College.   

47 While the fact that it shares the setting of the other buildings on what is now 

the Arts Centre is not disputed, it is out of character with the Arts Centre 

buildings and the buildings in the wider context.  In my opinion, it detracts 

from the adjacent original Registry building, the Arts Centre site as a whole 

and the surrounding Edwardian buildings.  
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Archaeological and scientific significance  

48 The Statement of Significance identifies the building and its setting as 

having archaeological significance as it as it has the potential to provide 

archaeological evidence relating to past construction methods and human 

activity on the site, including that which occurred prior to 1900.   

49 The Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014 defines an 

archaeological site as a place associated with pre-1900 human activity 

where there may be evidence relating to the history of New Zealand.  While 

a site associated with post-1900 human activity may be declared an 

archaeological site, the emphasis in the Act is on pre-1900 human activity.    

50 A number of the buildings on the former University of Canterbury site 

undoubtedly have high archaeological values, particularly those 

constructed prior to 1900.  However, the ground floor of the Registry Office 

dates from 1957 and the building and its setting are therefore unlikely to 

retain any significant archaeological values.  The site is unlikely to have 

archaeological values.  

Summary of significance assessment 

51 For ease of reference, the following table provides a summary of my 

significance assessment for the Registry Office compared to that 

completed by Dr McEwan: 

Criterion Dr McEwan Mr Pearson 

Historical and social Significant Some significance  

Cultural and spiritual Some value  Some significance 

Architectural and aesthetic Significant Some significance/ 

detracts from whole 

Technological and craftsmanship Significant Some significance 

Contextual Some value Detracts 

Archaeological and scientific Significant None likely 
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DOES THE REGISTRY OFFICE MEET THE THRESHOLDS FOR HERITAGE 

LISTING?   

52 Figure 6 in Appendix 4 of the Section 32 Report sets out the thresholds that 

must be met in order to list a building as having significance (Category 1) or 

high significance (Category 2).  In accordance with the Council’s 

methodology, all of these thresholds must be satisfied in order for the 

building to be listed.   

53 In this section of my evidence I assess the Registry Office building against 

these thresholds and provide my opinion on whether the building should be 

listed as a heritage item. 

Threshold 1 – Meets one or more of significance criteria  

54 In my opinion, the Registry Office has little Historical and Social and 

Cultural and Spiritual significance.  Under Architectural and Aesthetic 

significance, I consider that the Registry Office detracts from the adjacent 

Registry and the Arts Centre campus as a while.  I believe it has little 

Technological and Craftsmanship significance and that it detracts from the 

wider environment under Contextual significance.  Finally, any 

Archaeological and Scientific significance it may have is negligible.  In my 

opinion, the building does not meet Threshold 1.  

Threshold 2 – Contribution to sense of place and identify  

55 The Gothic Revival buildings of the former university campus undoubtedly 

make an important contribution to the sense of place and identity of the 

Christchurch District.  The Registry Office with its disparate architectural 

styles detracts from the sense of place and identity of the campus and does 

not, in my opinion, meet Threshold 2.  

Threshold 3 – Credible and truthful evidence - authenticity 

56 Authenticity of a place is described as the credibility or truthfulness of the 

surviving evidence and the knowledge of the cultural heritage values of the 

place.  

57 Although the use of the building has changed over time, some evidence of 

its original function and use survives and this provides it with a degree of 
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authenticity.  It also largely retains its original external form and is still in its 

original location.  However, while there is evidence of its original use which 

may contribute to its cultural heritage values, the building is considered to 

have only some significance in a number of areas.  

58 Nevertheless, I consider that Threshold 3 has been met in part.     

Threshold 4 – Sufficiently whole or intact - integrity 

59 The building was constructed in two stages.  The exterior is generally 

original, although the joinery at ground floor level to the south has been 

modified with the original steel windows having been replaced with 

aluminium doors.   

60 Internally, the building appears to have been altered and modified on an 

on-going basis, as the needs of the occupants have changed.  The fact that 

the internal walls are non-loadbearing means that walls have been able to 

be removed or added on numerous occasions, a process that has 

continued since the earthquakes.  Elsewhere toilets and kitchens have 

been added. 

61 As a result, there is now virtually not a single wall in its original location and 

the only original visible original fabric comprises some internal columns and 

the inner faces of the external walls.  I have previously referred to the plans 

attached to my evidence as Appendix B.  As a result of the changes that 

have occurred, in my opinion, Threshold 4 has not been met      

CONCLUSION 

62 In conclusion, I believe that the Registry Office can only be rated as having 

some significance under some of the criteria as devised by Council, some 

significance being a lesser value than highly significant or significant.   

63 Also, with respect to the four thresholds used for determining whether a 

building should be rated as being highly significant or significant, Council’s 

methodology requires that all four thresholds must be met for a building to 

be listed.   
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64 In my opinion, three of the thresholds are not met and the fourth is met only 

in part.  Consequently, I do not consider that the Registry Office building 

should be listed in the Christchurch Replacement District Plan.      

 

David Alan Pearson  

10 December 2015 



 

APPENDIX A 

Heritage Assessment of the Registry Office by Dave Pearson Architects  

(dated 8.12.15) 
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INFORMATION

Subject and Authorship

This Heritage Assessment concerns the Registry office building constructed in 1957.  An additional 
storey was added in 1966.  The property is situated at the Christchurch Arts Centre (former Canterbury 
College) located at 2 Worcester Boulevard.  The purpose of this report is to assess the heritage values of 
the Registry office. 

This Heritage Assessment was commissioned by the Christchurch Arts Centre.  It was written by Dave 
Pearson Principal, and Ashleigh Ngan, architectural graduate of DPA, Heritage and Conservation 
Architects, Devonport, Auckland. 

The property was visited on Thursday 19th November 2015. 

Legal Description

The land on which the Registry office stands is TS 419-440,  Canterbury Land District.  

Heritage Designations

The Registry office does not currently hold any heritage designations. 

Christchurch City Plan

The original Registry building (1915- 16) sits adjacent to the Registry office at 2 Worcester Street, and is 
listed as a Group item 2 in Appendix 1 - List of Protected Buildings, Places and Objects, as of 24 July 
2015.  However this excludes the 1955-65 additions. 

In the proposed Replacement Christchurch District Plan the Christchurch City Council has proposed 
that the Registry office be listed as a significant (Group 2) item. 

Photographic Sources

The sources of the historical photographs are as noted. 

The contemporary colour photographs were taken by Dave Pearson Architects Ltd. 
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1	
 HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

History of the Site and Building

The Canterbury College (later the University of Canterbury) comprises a complex of Gothic Revival 
buildings within a rectangular city block, confined by Hereford Street, Rolleston Avenue, Worcester 
Boulevard and Montreal Street.  

The College, founded in 1873, was only the second university to be built in New Zealand with the Clock 
Tower block (1877-9) the first building to be designed for a university.1   The building designed by 
architect Benjamin Woolfield Mountfort, was built of stone in and modelled on the Christian Oxbridge 
tradition.  

Above:: Canterbury College, Christchurch, showing the Clock 
Tower and Great Hall (ca. 1882).
(Christchurch City Libraries)

The Clock Tower building was followed by a number of others also designed by Mountfort in the Gothic 
Revival style.  These included the Great Hall (1882), Classics Building (1888), Mechanical Engineering 
Building (1891) and Biology - Observatory Block (1896).  It is during this period that significant 
individuals such as Ernest Rutherford and Rita Angus attended the institution.  

 The University continued to grow and a number of other buildings including the Electrical Engineering 
Building (1902) and Chemistry Building (1910) were constructed.  From 1913 a second wave of 
university buildings were designed and built under the direction of Samuel Hearst Seager, including the 
Registry in 1916.

Prior to 1916, all administration staff were housed in the Clock Tower building2 however conditions were  
no longer adequate and it was clear more space was needed.  Seager’s inital plans were to extend the 
ground floor of the Clock Tower however George Mason, the College Registrar was emphatic that the 
plan was inadequate for the administrative department and a new free standing building was proposed.3  
The Registry building was designed by the architects, Collins and Harman on the corner of Montreal 
Street and Worcester Boulevard.  Executed in the Gothic style, the Registry maintained a cohesiveness 
with the existing stone buildings.  A further extension to the west of the building was carried out in 
1926.  
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1 Heritage New Zealand. 
2 Heritage New Zealand.
3 “Heritage Assessment - Registry and Setting, Former Canterbury College,” District Plan, 2015.



Left: The original Registry Building built in 1916. The 
Registry addition (1957/1965) can be seen to the 
left (Heritage New Zealand, 2002)

In 1957 Canterbury University announced they would be relocating to the suburb of Ilam, having 
outgrown the current city premises.  The University would complete their move by the early 1970s.4   

That same year additional space was required for administrative staff, and a single storey building was 
proposed to the south of the original 1916 Registry.  (Refer to the following pages for Original Floor Plans, 
1956 and 1965).  The building was designed by J G Collins and Son, and had its main east facade fronting 
onto Montreal Street.   The floor plan can be viewed as being highly practical and functional.  A series of 
concrete steps and double doors led from Montreal Street to a public space where the public were 
greeted at long counter by staff.  A large office area was located behind this with a series of individual 
office spaces to the perimeter of the building.  A tea room and toilet facilities were located at the 
northern end of the building.  

The building was of concrete block construction with steel joinery.  It had a parapet roof with membrane 
roofing.  Concrete quoins were incorporated in some areas so as to mimic the style of the older 
buildings.  A minor parapet and lean to roof were added where the north facade met the original 
registry building.

In 1965 a second storey was added to the 1956 Registry office.  J G Collins and Son were again the 
architects, however the design demonstrated a distinctly different architectural style to the 1956 ground 
floor extension, as well as the existing buildings on the campus.  The modern addition was of steel frame 
construction, with clear glazing.  Coloured steel panels sat above and below the glazing with a full height 
glazed stairwell visible on the east facade.   

Internally, a series of offices were grouped around a central office space.  The spaces were highly regular 
with plaster board walls on timber framing. 
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4 Heritage New Zealand.



Above: Ground Floor Plan, 1956. (Christchurch City Council).
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Above: Existing First Floor Plan, 1965. (Christchurch City Council)
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By 1975 the University had relocated to the new Ilam location and the future of the remaining building s 
on the campus was uncertain.5   The University considered selling the Registry building and feasibility 
studies were undertaken into leasing out the original Registry Building as medical rooms or legal 
practices.6  However in 1976, the former site of Canterbury College University was transferred to the 
Arts Centre of Christchurch Trust Board.  The Family Planning Association occupied the Registry building 
from 1978.

The buildings of the Christchurch Arts Centre were badly damaged in the 2010 - 2011 Canterbury 
earthquakes however a full restoration programme is currently underway to rebuild and repair all 
buildings by 2019.  The Registry office was reoccupied immediately following the earthquakes by Arts 
Centre staff.  The adjacent original Registry building was the first building to be restored.  The Registry 
office currently functions as the administration block for the Arts Centre project, as well as housing 
various other tenants.  A Cheese Monger store and kitchen are also a part of the ground floor.

Architects Profile

Collins and Son
The architectural firm Collins and Son had their offices at 708 Colombo Street, Christchurch and were 
the architects for both the 1956 Registry office and the 1965 upper floor.   

Four generations of the Collins family are known to have served as architects for the Canterbury College 
and later the University of Canterbury. 7   John James Collins (1855 - 1933) was born in Christchurch in 
1855 and was educated at Christ’s College.  His son John Goddard Collins (1886 - 1973) also attended 
the college. 

It is possible John Goddard Collins attended the Canterbury College School of Art and was taught 
architectural drawing by Samuel Hearst Seager.8 

Left: : J G Collins. (www.canterbury.ac.nz)
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Chronology of Events

1873 	
 Canterbury College is founded.

1876 	
 The campus is developed with the first building, the Clock Tower Block, designed by architect 
	
 Benjamin Mountfort in the Gothic Revival style and built in 1877 -1879. 

1877 	
 The Christchurch Girls High School is constructed.

1881 	
 The Christchurch Boys High School is constructed. 

Late	
 A number of campus buildings including the College Hall (1882), Classics Building
1800s	
 (1888), and Mechanical Engineering Building (1891) are built in the Gothic Revival style.

Early	
 A number of additions are made that include the Electrical Engineering Building (1902) 
1900s	
 and the Chemistry Building (1910).

1913 	
 A second wave of new buildings and additions are undertaken and designed in the Gothic 
	
 Revival style.  

1916 	
 The Registry building is built with a further Registry extension in 1926. 

1958 	
 Canterbury University College is renamed Canterbury University.

1957-74	
 Due to increasing numbers the University relocates to the suburb of Ilam.

1957 	
 The ground floor of the Registry office is constructed. 

1966 	
 A contemporary first floor level is added. 

1976 	
 The former site of the former Canterbury University is transferred to the Arts Centre of 
	
 Christchurch Trust Board. 

2010-11	
 The Arts Centre buildings are badly affected by the Canterbury earthquakes. 

2013 	
 The original Registry building is repaired and restored in 2013 and is the first heritage building 
	
 to be opened following the earthquakes.  

CHRISTCHURCH ARTS CENTRE - REGISTRY OFFICE	
 HERITAGE ASSESSMENT

	
 DAVE PEARSON ARCHITECTS LIMITED	
 13



Information   in   this   map   has   been   derived   from   various   sources   including   the   Kaikoura   District,   Hurunui   District,   Waimakariri   District,

Christchurch  District,   Environment   Canterbury   Regional   Council,   Selwyn  District,  Ashburton  District,   Waimate   District,   Mackenzie   District,

Timaru  District  and  Waitaki  District’s  databases.

Boundary   information   is   derived   under   licence   from   LINZ   Digital   Cadastral   Database   (Crown   Copyright   Reserved).      The   aforementioned

Councils   do   not   give   and   expressly   disclaim   any   warranty   as   to      the   accuracy   or   completeness   of   the   information   or   its   fitness   for   any

purpose.

Information  on   this  map  may  not  be  used  for   the  purposes  of  any  legal  disputes.     The  user  should   independently  verify  the  accuracy  of  any

information  before  taking  any  action  in  reliance  upon  it.
Map  Created  by  Canterbury  Maps  on  9:53:43  p.m.

Environment  Canterbury  Regional  Council;;  Hurunui  District  Council;;  Waimakariri  District  Council;;  Timaru  District  Council;;  Waimate  District  Council;;  Mackenzie

´Canterbury  Maps
0 0.06 0.12 0.18 0.24

km

Scale:  1:3,684  @A3
2      PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION

Location and Context

The original Registry and the Registry office are located on the corner of Worcester Boulevard and 
Montreal Street (TS 419-440).  The rectangular site is occupied by a collection of buildings that make up 
the former Canterbury University College, now the Arts Centre of Christchurch.  Worcester Boulevard 
runs to the north of the site, Montreal Street to the east, Hereford Street to the south and Rolleston 
Avenue to the west. 

Located in the centre of Christchurch city, the site and many of the surrounding buildings were badly 
affected by the 2010-2011 Canterbury earthquakes.   

Above: www.canterburymaps.co.nz
Site and Layout

The site is generally flat with the Registry and Registry office located in the far north-east corner and to 
the south of the 1916 Registry building.   Main vehicle access is via a concrete driveway from Montreal 
Street with parking to the south and west of the building.   A series of concrete steps lead to the main 
entry doors off Montreal Street.   To the west a concrete ramp and steps provide access to the west 
facing entry doors.  

There are areas of landscaping and trees around the site with virginia creepers covering the ground floor 
facade of the Registry office.  A low concrete block wall along the north and east facades defines the 
property boundary.

Building Planning
Refer to the following pages for existing floor plans.

From Montreal Street, two pairs of double swing doors lead to the entry foyer (HC : G08).  The Cheese 
Monger (HC : G01) is located to the southern end of the building.  A single door leads from the foyer to 
their kitchen.  A series of partition walls form the kitchen, store room and store.  The main entrance to 
the store is entered from the west facade. 
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Above: Existing Ground Floor Plan (The Arts Centre, 2015)
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Above: Existing First Floor Plan (The Arts Centre, 2015)
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A second door from the foyer leads to a large office space (HC : G03 and HC : G04).  The third door 
from the foyer leads to a small kitchenette area used by the building tenants.  From here, a small corridor 
leads to the bathroom (HC : G09).  A small office space (HC : G06) in the north west corner, has 
merged with half of of the adjacent office (HC : G05) to form a single office space.  The remainder of 
HC : G05 is currently used as a meeting room.  Access to the office spaces is provided through a series 
of double doors on the west facade.

A full height glazed stairwell on the east facade provides access to the first floor.  This level consists of a 
series of office spaces of varying dimensions located around the perimeter of the building.   The office 
spaces are grouped around a centrally located reception area.   Toilets are located to the north east 
corner and south wall of the building.   The Arts Centre administration staff and various tenants occupy 
the first floor.

As part of the restoration process, the 1916 registry building was structurally and physically separated 
from the later Registry office.9   

Architectural Description

The Registry office is a two storey rectangular building, the ground floor having been built in 1956 and 
the first floor in 1965.  A glazed stairwell links the two floors.   The ground floor consists of concrete 
block walls with contrasting quoins.  The windows are of steel joinery with concrete sills and later 
aluminium double swing doors to the west elevation.  The rectangular first floor has a slightly bigger 
footprint and overhangs the ground floor.  It is of steel framed construction with clear glazing and steel 
mullions.  The parapet roof has a fabric membrane.

Architectural Influences

By 1946, plans for the University to relocate to the suburb of Ilam had already been decided on.  This 
decision may have had an influence on the overall style and execution of the ground floor Registry 
office.  Viewed as possibly an expedient solution to the growing demands of the Registry, the building  
was constructed with concrete block and a concrete foundation.  The original joinery was steel and the 
windows had concrete sills.  The concrete block and quoins referenced the style of the existing buildings 
however the execution and detail is of a lower standard to the older buildings on the site.  The lighter 
coloured block work of the later addition is also in stark contrast with the original registry building.  From 
this perspective, the building can be viewed as an economical solution to the Registry’s needs during 
their later years on the city site.   The ground floor is partially screened with virginia creepers. 

     

Left: East facade from Montreal Street /  
West facing junction of the registry 
addition and original 1916 registry.  
(DPAL, 2015)
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The first floor of the Registry is of steel framed construction.  The facade consists of a series of coloured 
panels above and below a band of continuous clear glazing.  The glazing is articulated by a grid of steel 
mullions and a series of thick vertical mullions distributed evenly around the perimeter of the facade.  On 
the east facade a full height glazed stair tower with steel mullions is positioned to the centre of the 
building.  The Registry office was only the second building on campus to be designed in a contrasting 
architectural style. 

The first floor is designed and built in the modernist style, demonstrating the use of simple, geometric 
forms and modern construction materials such as glass and steel.   Linear elements such as the steel 
framed construction are left exposed, further enhanced by thick vertical steel mullions and a bold 
horizontal roof line.   

The rectangular glazed stair well adds a strong vertical element to the east facade.  The first floor and 
stairwell tend to dominate the overall style of the Registry office with its clean and sleek form.  The stair 
well provides a glimpse into the interior which is functional and simple.  The timber stair and steel frame 
and balustrade are left unadorned, the design stripped to the bare essentials. 

Internally, both levels are designed to achieve a flexible layout, allowing the occupants to reconfigure the 
space as desired.  Plastered steel beams and columns are expressed.  This way of thinking can be 
attributed to the architect Ludwig Mies van der Rohe, whose modernist buildings were a framework for 
an open plan interior.  Consistent with modernist theory, the steel frame of the Registry office provides 
the “bones” for a spatial layout that is defined by the occupant.   The final design is one that is highly 
rational and functional.   

Left: East facing stairwell / First floor 
office interior. (DPAL)

Additions and Alterations

Externally, the facade remains largely unchanged from the 1956 and 1965 original designs.  On the east 
facade a ground floor window has been removed to allow for the stairwell.  On the west facade original 
windows have been replaced with aluminium joinery comprising a series of double doors.  On the north 
facade two original windows have been replaced with timber casement doors.  The original steel joinery 
and panels on the first floor facade remain.   

The spatial layout of the ground and first floors have significantly departed from the original design.  In 
2012, a ground floor link to the original registry building was removed.  The original door remains and a 
glass canopy and timber slatted wall have been added to the exterior.  The majority of the internal walls 
have been removed and the space reconfigured.  The Cheese Monger has made the most significant 
changes to the building incorporating a store and kitchen facilities.  The original floor boards remain to 
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the front of the store.   A small kitchenette for the office tenants has been added to the north east 
corner of the building.                    

The first floor has also significantly changed from the original design.  The original office spaces around 
the perimeter of the building have all been reconfigured.  Bathrooms have been added to the south wall 
as well as an office kitchen.   
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3      HERITAGE SIGNIFICANCE ASSESSMENT

Heritage Assessment Criteria

In any heritage building or structure, the various elements of fabric of which the building is comprised 
have their own intrinsic value and the contribution they make to the overall cultural significance of the 
building can be assessed.  In addition, the significance of the building or structure as a whole, can be 
assessed and the building given an overall rating of significance.  It should be noted that a buildings 
original fabric may be assessed as having heritage significance as can fabric that is added at a later time.

In the following section the significance of the elements or fabric that make up the Registry office have 
been assessed.  The overall significance of the building is also assessed and expressed as a "Statement of 
Significance."

Degree of Significance

High

Fabric assessed as having high significance makes an essential and fundamental contribution to the 
understanding of the heritage values of the place.

Moderate

This fabric is considered to make an important contribution to the understanding of the heritage values 
of the place.

Some

Fabric having some significance makes a lesser contribution to the understanding of the heritage values 
of the place.

Not significant

Fabric in this category may not have any particular significance, however it allows the building or 
structure to function.

Intrusive

Intrusive fabric consists of accretions of detract from the heritage value of the place or which obscure 
fabric of greater value.

Origin of Elements

In the assessment of significance, an indication is given of the assumed period from which each element 
originates.

Original Fabric (OF1)

This includes fabric that dates from the time the ground floor was first constructed in 1956.

Original Fabric 2 (OF2)
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This includes fabric that dates from the time the first floor was first constructed in 1965.

Later Fabric (LF)

This includes fabric that was added subsequently. 
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EXTERIOR 

Setting and Site Surrounds

Overall Rating:

High Significance

Background:

The land on which the Registry office stands is part of the former Canterbury University campus.  The 
University campus occupied the site from 1873, relocating to the suburb of Ilam from 1961 - 74.  

Modifications:

After ongoing debate as to the future of the former university buildings, they were transferred to the 
Arts Centre of Christchurch Trust Board in 1876.  The site suffered significant damage in the 2010-2011 
Canterbury earthquakes and a restoration programme of the site is currently underway. 

Location Fabric Assessment

Elements 1916 Registry building
Former Canterbury University buildings
Low concrete wall (OF1)
Car parking (EF) 
Landscaping (EF)

High
High
Some
Not significant
Not significant
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Roof

Overall Rating:

Some Significance

Background:

The ground floor roof form consisted of a plastered parapet and internal gutter.    A smaller lean-to and 
minor parapet were added to the north facade at the junction of the 1916 building.  

Modifications:

The second storey roof was added, matching the pitch of the existing roof and reusing the membrane.  
A small glass canopy has also been added to the north facade.   

Location Fabric Assessment

Elements Membrane roof (OF1)
Minor glazed roof (EF)

Not significant 
Not significant
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East Elevation (Montreal Street)

Overall Rating:

Moderate Significance

Background:

The east facade consists of the 1956 structure and 1965 upper floor.  The ground floor has a concrete 
block facade while the second floor was clad in coloured stelvetite panels and clear glazing with steel 
mullions. 

Modifications:

An original ground floor window was removed to make way for the central stair well.  The remaining 
facade is largely original fabric.    

Location Fabric Assessment

Walls Concrete foundation (OF1)
Concrete block work (OF1)
Quoins (OF1)
Glazing (OF2)
Steel panels (OF2)

Some
Some
Some
Some
Some

Trim Concrete sill (OF1)
Steel mullions (OF2)

Some
Some

Joinery Double panel entry doors (OF1)
Hopper window with steel joinery (OF1)
Steel joinery (OF2)

Moderate
Moderate
Some

Elements Low concrete wall (OF1)
Concrete entry steps (OF1)
Landscaping (LF)

Some
Some
Not significant
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 South Elevation

Overall Rating:

Some Significance

Background:

The south facade consists of the 1956 structure and 1965 upper floor.  The ground floor had a concrete 
block facade while the second floor was clad in coloured stelvetite panels and clear glazing with steel 
mullions. 

Modifications:

The facade remains largely unchanged since it was first constructed.    

Location Fabric Assessment

Walls Concrete foundation (OF1)
Concrete block work (OF1)
Quoins (OF1)
Glazing (OF2)
Steel panels (OF2)

Some
Some
Some
Some
Some

Trim Steel mullions (OF2) Some

Joinery Hopper windows with steel joinery (OF1)
Steel joinery (OF2)

Moderate
Not significant

Elements Vegetation (LF)
Downpipes (LF)

Not significant
Not significant
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West Elevation 

Overall Rating:

Some Significance

Background:

The west facade consists of the 1956 structure and 1965 upper floor.  The ground floor had a concrete 
block facade with a series of windows with steel joinery.  The openings of the remaining two ground 
floor windows are likely original but the windows have been replaced with aluminium.  The second floor 
is clad in coloured stelvetite panels and clear glazing with steel mullions. 

Modifications:

Several ground floor windows have been replaced by aluminium double doors.  Landscaping and paved 
elements have been added. 

Location Fabric Assessment

Walls Concrete foundation (OF1)
Concrete block (OF1)
Quoins (OF1)
Glazing (OF2)
Steel panels (OF2)

Some
Some
Some
Some
Some

Trim Steel mullions (OF2) Some

Joinery Steel joinery (OF2)
Aluminium double swing doors (LF) 
Aluminium windows (LF)

Some
Intrusive
Intrusive

Elements Original openings (OF1)
Timber slatted wall (LF)
Concrete steps and ramp (LF)
Landscaping (LF)
Vegetation (LF)

Some
Not significant
Not significant
Not significant
Not significant
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North Elevation 

Overall Rating:

Some Significance

Background:

A link from the 1956 office originally provided internal access to the 1916 Registry.  

Modifications:

The link was removed in 2012.  A timber panelled door has been added and the surrounding wall 
infilled.  A timber slatted wall and glass canopy have been added.  Two original windows have been 
replaced with a timber double casement door. 

Location Fabric Assessment

Walls Concrete foundation (OF1)
Concrete block (OF1)
Quoins (OF1)
Glazing (OF2)
Steel panels (OF2)
Concrete infill (OF2

Some
Some
Some
Some
Some
Not significant

Trim Steel mullions (OF2) Some

Joinery Timber panelled door with fanlight (LF)
Steel joinery (OF2)
Timber casement doors (LF) 
Fixed glazing (LF)

Not significant
Some
Not significant
Not significant

Elements Timber slatted wall (LF)
Glass canopy (LF)
Concrete steps and ramp (LF)
Landscaping (LF)
Vegetation (LF)

Not significant
Not significant
Not significant
Not significant
Not significant
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INTERIOR - GROUND FLOOR

Entry Corridor (HC : G08)

Overall Rating:

Some Significance

Background:

The entry corridor was originally part of a larger “public space,” as seen in the original 1956 floor plans.  
This area was accessed via an entry porch from the east facade, that acted as a buffer zone.

Modifications:

Partition walls have been added to form the long narrow corridor. 

Location Fabric Assessment

Ceiling Plasterboard (OF1) Not significant

Walls Plasterboard on concrete (OF1)
Plasterboard on timber framing (LF)

Some
Not significant

Trim Timber architraves (LF) Not significant

Floor Carpet (LF) Not significant

Joinery Double swing timber glazed doors with fanlight (OF1)
Single flush panel door (LF)

Moderate
Not significant

Elements Ceiling mounted lights (LF)
Light switches (LF)

Not significant
Not significant
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Cheese Monger (HC : G01 and HC : G02)

Overall Rating:

Some Significance

Background:

The space originally functioned as a series of office spaces for the registry staff.

Modifications:

The space has been extensively modified and is now occupied by the Cheese Monger.  A shop and 
kitchen facilities have been added as well as new partition walls and internal finishes.  Service ducts and 
light fittings have been added. 

Location Fabric Assessment

Ceiling Plastered steel beams (LF)
Plasterboard (LF)

Not significant
Not significant

Walls Plasterboard on concrete (OF1)
Plasterboard on timber framing (LF)
Fixed glazing (LF)
Ceramic wall tiles (LF)

Some
Not significant
Not significant
Not significant

Trim Timber skirting (LF) Not significant

Floor Timber floor at front of store (OF1)
Vinyl (LF)

Not significant 
Not significant

Joinery Hopper window with steel joinery (OF1)
Aluminium double swing doors (LF)
Single flush panel and glazed door (LF)
Internal fixed windows (LF)

Moderate
Not significant
Not significant
Not significant
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Location Fabric Assessment

Elements Plastered steel columns (OF1)
Ceiling mounted lights (LF)
Light switches (LF)
Kitchen facilities and fittings (LF)

Some
Not significant
Not significant
Not significant
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Office 1 (HC : G03 and HC: G04) and Office 2 (HC : G05 and HC : G06) and Meeting Room (HC : 
GO5)

Overall Rating:

Some Significance

Background:

The space originally functioned as a series of office spaces for the registry staff.

Modifications:

Partition walls have been removed reconfigured and enlarged.  HC : 05 as shown in the existing plans 
has been further divided forming a meeting room.

Location Fabric Assessment

Ceiling Plastered steel beams (OF1)
Plasterboard (OF1)

Some
Not significant

Walls Plasterboard on concrete (OF1)
Plasterboard on timber framing (LF)

Some
Not significant

Trim Timber architraves and skirting (LF) Not significant

Floor Carpet (LF) Not significant

Joinery Aluminum double swing doors (LF)
Timber casement doors and fanlight (LF)
Single flush panel door (LF)
Internal fixed aluminium window (LF)

Not significant
Not significant
Not significant
Not significant

Elements Plastered steel columns (OF1)
Ceiling mounted lights (LF)
Light switches (LF)
Office furniture (LF)

Some
Not significant
Not significant
Not significant
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Corridor (HC : G07) and Bathroom (HC : G09)

Overall Rating:

Some Significance

Background:

The corridor was a part of the registry offices with direct access to the original Registry building.  

Modifications:

Partition walls have reconfigured the internal space.  Access to the original Registry building has been 
blocked.  

Location Fabric Assessment

Ceiling Plastered steel beams (OF1)
Plasterboard (OF1)

Some
Not significant

Walls Plasterboard on concrete (OF1)
Plasterboard on timber framing (LF)

Some
Not significant

Trim Timber architraves (LF) Not significant

Floor Carpet (LF)
Vinyl (LF)

Not significant
Not significant

Joinery Exterior timber panel door with fanlight (LF)
Hopper window with steel joinery (OF1)
Single flush panel door (LF)

Not significant
Some
Not significant

Elements Structural steel columns (OF1)
Light switches and fittings (LF)
Kitchenette (LF)

Some
Not significant
Not significant
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INTERIOR - FIRST FLOOR

Stairwell and Landing 

Overall Rating:

Moderate Significance

Background:

The glazed stairwell was built in 1965 linking the two floors.  A ground floor window and part of the wall 
was removed to accommodate it. 

Modifications:

The stairwell remains largely unchanged from the its original design.  The glazed internal partition wall 
that forms the landing was a later addition. 

Location Fabric Assessment

Ceiling Plastered steel beams (OF2)
Plasterboard (OF2)

Some
Not significant

Walls Steel framing (OF2)
Reinforced glazing (LF)
Plasterboard on timber framing (LF)

Moderate
Not significant
Not significant

Trim Timber skirting and architraves (LF) Not significant

Floor Ceramic tiles (OF2)
Carpet on landing (LF)

Some
Not significant

Joinery Steel joinery and mullions (OF2)
Single flush glazed door (LF)
Timber mullions (LF)

Moderate 
Not significant
Not significant
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Location Fabric Assessment

Elements Timber stair with vinyl tread and rubber nosing (OF2)
Horizontal timber baluster and stringer (OF2)
Steel handrail (OF2)
Structural steel columns (OF2)
Light switches and fittings (LF)

Moderate
Moderate
Moderate
Moderate
Not significant
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Reception 

Overall Rating:

Not significant

Background:

A general office / reception area was located to the centre of the building with smaller offices around 
the perimeter of the building.   

Modifications:

This central area has always functioned as a general office / reception area however the surrounding 
offices have been largely reconfigured and partition walls shifted.

Location Fabric Assessment

Ceiling Plastered steel beams (OF2)
Plasterboard (OF2)
Ceiling panels (LF)

Some
Not significant
Not significant

Walls Plasterboard on timber framing (LF) Not significant

Trim Timber skirting and architraves (LF) Not significant

Floor Carpet (LF) Not significant

Joinery Single flush glazed door (LF) Not significant

Elements Light switches and fittings (LF)
Sprinklers (LF)
Heat pump (LF)
Office furniture (LF)

Not significant
Not significant
Not significant
Not significant
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Offices (HC : 100 - HC : 117)

Overall Rating:

Some significance

Background:

A general office / reception area was located to the centre of the building with smaller offices around 
the perimeter of the building.  

Modifications:

Offices remain around the perimeter of the building however over time the spaces have been 
reconfigured to suit the needs of the occupants.   Corridors and printer areas have been created.  The 
original steel joinery has remained to the exterior of the building. 

Location Fabric Assessment

Ceiling Plastered steel beams (OF2)
Plasterboard (OF2)
Ceiling panels (LF)

Some
Not significant
Not significant

Walls Plasterboard on timber framing (LF) Not significant

Trim Timber trim (LF)
Timber skirting and architraves (LF)

Not significant
Not significant

Floor Carpet (LF) Not significant

Joinery Awning / fixed windows with steel joinery (OF2)
Single flush glazed door (LF)
Louvre window (LF)
Fixed glazing (LF)

Moderate
Not significant
Not significant
Not significant

Elements Plastered steel column (OF2)
Light switches and fittings (LF)
Sprinklers (LF)
Heat pump (LF)
Office furniture (LF)
Cupboards (LF)

Moderate
Not significant
Not significant
Not significant
Not significant
Not significant
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Toilets and Kitchenette (HC : 109)

Overall Rating:

Some significance

Background:

The original toilet block was situated in the north east corner of the building and a tea room in the 
south west corner of the building.   

Modifications:

The original location of the toilet remains.  A second toilet block has been added along the south wall.  
The team room has been removed and a kitchen has been added.

Location Fabric Assessment

Ceiling Plastered steel beams (OF2)
Plasterboard (OF2)

Some
Not significant

Walls Plasterboard on timber framing (LF) Not significant

Trim Timber trim (LF)
Timber skirting and architraves (LF)

Not significant
Not significant

Floor Vinyl (LF) Not significant

Joinery Hopper / fixed windows with steel joinery (OF2)
Single flush door (LF)
Fixed window (LF)

Moderate
Not significant
Not significant

Elements Plastered steel column (OF2)
Light switches and fittings (LF)
Kitchen fittings (LF)
Bathroom fittings (EF)
Cupboards (EF)

Some
Not significant
Not significant
Not significant
Not significant
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STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE 

In the following section the significance of the Registry Office is assessed against Council’s assessment criteria 
as found in the proposed Christchurch Replacement District Plan.  

Historical and Social Significance 

The University of Canterbury in its various guises including Canterbury College and Canterbury University 
College, along with other insitutions including the Boys’ and Girls’ High Schools had occupied the site for a 
total of 80 years before the Registry Office was constructed.  The Registry Office was constructed towards 
the very end of the university’s tenure of the site, at a time when the relocation to Ilam was well underway.  
Its historical and social significance and contribution to the  site was therefore minimal.  The Registry Office is 
considered to have some Historical and Social Significance.          

Cultural and spiritual significance 

The Registry Office was always only used for administrative purposes and then only for a very short time.  It 
has continued to be used for similar functions since the site became the Arts Centre of Christchurch.  The 
Registry Office is considered to have some Cultural and Spiritual Significance.  

Architectural and aesthetic significance 

The office building was essentially a utilitarian single-storied structure.  It was also the first building on the 
campus where its style departed from Benjamin Mountfort’s original vision of a Gothic Revival campus.  It is 
likely to have been an expedient solution to a particular problem.  Consequently, the building was sheathed 
with rusticated concrete blocks and smoother concrete quoins at the corners, being at best a rather second-
rate imitation of a stone building.

An additional storey was added in 1966 by the same architects.  This time, the architects abandoned any 
pretence at continuing in the Gothic theme and the result was a competent if unremarkable example of the 
Modernist style.  As a result, the two levels of the Registry Office, together with original Registry, comprise a 
together with the a rather awkward juxtaposition of three different architectural styles.  Nevertheless, as an 
example of a building in the Modernist style, the Registry Office is to have some architectural and aesthetic 
significance.  

Technological and craftsmanship significance 

The Registry Office was constructed in the middle years of the twentieth century and the construction 
techniques and use of materials are typical of the period.  The upper level, in particular, utilises what is 
effectively a curtain system comprising steel frame glazing with proprietary panels below.  

The use of the curtain wall was probably also an expedient solution.  At the time, the university was in the 
process of relocating to Ilam and the steel curtain wall was an economical way of achieving additional space.  
The building is considered to have some technological and craftsmanship significance.     

Contextual significance 

The Statement of Significance identifies the building as having contextual value on its site.  This is on the basis 
that its setting is shared by some 24 listed buildings on the former Canterbury University College site and 
that it relates to the broader context of the Edwardian buildings of Worcester Boulevard and Hereford 
Street, as well as the Gothic buildings of Canterbury Museum and Christ’s College.  
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While the Registry Office building was constructed by the university it is out of character with the other 
Gothic Revival Arts Centre buildings and the buildings in the wider context.  The building detracts from the 
adajcent original Registry building, the Arts Centre site as a whole and the surrounding Edwardian buildings. 

Archaeological and scientific significance 

The Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014 defines an archaeological site as as a place associated 
with pre-1900 human activity where there may be evidence relating to the history of New Zealand.  While a 
site associated with post-1900 human activity may be declared an archaeological site, the emphasis in the Act 
is on pre-1900 human activity.   

The majority of the buildings on the former University of Canterbury site have high archaeological values, 
particularly those constructed prior to 1900.  However, the ground floor of the Registry Office dates from 
1957 and the building and its setting are therefore unlikely to retain any significant archaeological values.
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4      APPENDIX

Appendix 1 - Drawings and Plans
1956 - Ground Floor Plans (University of Canterbury)
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1956 - Ground Floor Elevations (Canterbury University College)
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1965 - First Floor Plans and Elevations (University of Canterbury)

     

Es 

CHRISTCHURCH ARTS CENTRE - REGISTRY OFFICE	
 HERITAGE ASSESSMENT

	
 DAVE PEARSON ARCHITECTS LIMITED	
 42



5      BIBLIOGRAPHY

“District Plan - Listed Heritage Place.  Heritage Assessment - Statement of Significance.  “Former 
Canterbury College.”

Heritage New Zealand.

“Heritage Assessment - Registry and Setting, Former Canterbury College,” District Plan, 2015.

www.canterbury.ac.nz

CHRISTCHURCH ARTS CENTRE - REGISTRY OFFICE	
 HERITAGE ASSESSMENT

	
 DAVE PEARSON ARCHITECTS LIMITED	
 43



APPENDIX B 
 

Architectural Plans illustrating changes to the Registry Office over time 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
Plan 1: Registry Office – Original Ground Floor Plans 



 
 
Plan 2: Registry Office – Original Elevations 



 
 
 
Plan 3: Registry Office – Original layout of first floor 

 



 
 
Plan 4: Registry Office – First Floor Extension 



 
 
Plan 5: Registry Office Ground Floor – present layout 



 
 
Plan 6: Registry Office Upper Floor – present layout 


