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1 These submissions are presented on behalf of the Canterbury Museum 

Trust Board (the Board), which is a submitter on the Natural and Historic 

Heritage chapter of the Proposed Plan (Submission No. 3351, FS-5018). 

The Board has statutory responsibility for governance and administration of 

Canterbury Museum under the Canterbury Museum Trust Board Act 1993.  

2 Canterbury Museum occupies a site located at 11-15 Rolleston Avenue, 

Christchurch. The Museum buildings on the site include the original 1870 

Benjamin Mountfort designed museum building, and 1872, 1877 and 1882 

additions, which are collectively referred to as the “Mountfort buildings”. 

These buildings have high heritage significance and are classified by 

Heritage New Zealand as a Category 1 building under the Heritage New 

Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014. The Mountfort buildings are also listed 

as Group 1 listed buildings in the Operative City Plan  

3 Subsequent additional buildings have been erected on the Museum site 

during the twentieth century, including the 1955-58 Centennial Wing, 1977 

Roger Duff Wing, and a 1990’s four storey block built on a courtyard linking 

the modern buildings. None of these “non-Mountfort buildings” are listed in 

the Operative City Plan, nor are they classified by Heritage New Zealand. 

The “non-Mountfort buildings” have been extensively modified during their 

life to meet the changing and evolving needs of a modern working 

museum.  

4 The key issue of concern to the Board is the proposal to list all of the 

Museum buildings as a single Group 1 Highly Significant heritage item in 

the Proposed Plan. The reasons for this opposition are as follows: 

(a) The Museum buildings are separate, identifiable structures of 

different heritage value that should not be treated as a single 

building for the purpose of listing in the Proposed Plan.  

(b) The statement of Significance for the Museum does not provide an 

adequate assessment of the Museum buildings, contains only 

limited reference to the non-Mountfort buildings, and fails to 

consider the primary heritage value associated with continuing 

operation of the Museum on the site.   
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(c) The heritage values of the non-Mountfort buildings are significantly 

less than the Mountfort buildings and do not meet the thresholds for 

listing the entire building as a heritage item in the Proposed Plan. 

(d) The only parts of the non-Mountfort buildings that have significance 

are the facades of the Roger Duff and Centennial Wings, 

particularly in light of the extensive modifications that have occurred 

to the interior of the non-Mountfort buildings over time.  

(e) The non-Mountfort buildings are at the end of their useful life and 

not fit for purpose. Consequences include public safety concerns, 

ongoing damage to collections, and insufficient space.  

(f) Major works are required to the Museum buildings in the near future 

to enable the Museum to continue operating from the site. Listing all 

of the Museum buildings as a single Group 1 heritage item would 

frustrate the ability of the Museum to undertake these works and 

could see the Museum unable to continue on the site.  

5 In addition to the above key issue, the Board has also sought changes to 

other historic heritage provisions, including rules relating to signage, 

temporary structures, and the definition of “heritage fabric”. Changes to the 

rules relating to signage and temporary structures have been agreed 

through mediation to address the Board’s submission. However, the 

uncertain nature of the definition of heritage fabric and its implications for 

determining when resource consent will be required remains of concern to 

the Board, along with many other submitters.  

6 In support of its submission, the Board has lodged evidence from the 

following witnesses: 

(a) Anthony Wright, Canterbury Museum Director 

(b) Jennifer May, Architectural Historian 

(c) Graham Taylor, Planner   

7 The outcomes sought by the Board are as follows: 

(a) The Mountfort buildings listed as Group 1 (Highly Significant)  
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(b) The 1955-58 Centennial Wing (Rolleston Avenue façade only) and 

1977 Roger Duff Wing (façades only) listed as Group 2 (Significant) 

(c) No listing for the 1990/95 additions and the interior of the 

Centennial and Roger Duff Wings. 

(d) Amendments to the heritage provisions to address the other issues 

referred to above, as outlined in the evidence of Mr Taylor. 

8 The rationale to support the above outcomes is contained within the 

evidence filed on behalf of the Board and will be addressed further in 

closing legal submissions.  
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