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TO: Hamilton City Council

SUBMISSION ON: Proposed Plan Change 9 – Historic Heritage and Natural Environments

FULL NAME: Laura Liane Kellaway

COMPANY NAME:

POSTAL ADDRESS: 10 Taniwha Street Frankton Hamilton

EMAIL ADDRESS: laurakellaway121@gmail.com

PHONE NUMBER: 027 4751715

DO YOU WANT TO BE HEARD IN SUPPORT OF YOUR SUBMISSION? YES

Dear Sir/Madam, 

RE: SUBMISSION ON Hamilton City Council District Plan Change 9.

1. I submit on the Hamilton City Council District Plan Change 9 (PC 9) as notied on 22 July 2022, as a
resident of Frankton East.

2. I wish to be heard in respect of this submission. If others make a similar submission, I am prepared
to consider presentng a joint case with them at a hearing.

3. This submission is served electronically. No hard-copy will be sent.

4. I am submitng in a private capacity, and am not a trade compettor.

5. I am a local historian and have knowledge of the Frankton and Maeroa and Forest Lake suburbs and
its histories.
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OVERALL COMMENTS

6. I support the following:

a) The intent of Plan Change 9 that seeks to identfy and protect Hamilton’s historic heritage items
and areas.

b) Recogniton of the natonal signiicance of the Frankton Railway iillage and in principle  

c) Recogniton of the historic heritage of  Frankton, Maeroa, and Forest Lake as historic heritage 
areas in principle, and in part.

d) Policy 7.2.2d  Heritage resources and heritage values are recognised and managed to maintain 
and enhance the sense of identty and well being of the City's residents and the historical 
legibility of the Central City. 

e) Policy 7.2.6i : Developments within the historic heritage area are required to be sympathetc to 
the heritage values and be accompanied with a Heritage Impact Assessment, but would like to 
see a supportng rule and rule framework that supports this. 

f) The protecton of signiicant historic heritage items and signiicant historic heritage areas.

g) The improved scheduling of council trees within Notable Trees Schedule. However  note there is
no identicaton and protecton of heritage landscape within the historic heritage items and 
areas, and associated rules. 

h) Signiicant Natural Areas in principle, but seek funding for owners to maintenance of  their 
heritage for the wider community.

i) Improved scheduling of NZAA sites within the Archaeological Schedule

j) increase in scheduled c, but owners have not been asked to submit.

k) Design guidelines for each proposed historic area, but that this includes both heritage 
structures, streets and heritage landscape for the variety of owners and a comprehensive 
Conservaton Plan including built heritage and heritage landscape. 

7. Historic  trees in  my  neighbourhood  were  identied  by  the  Waikato  Tree  Trust  and  myself  in
resource consent hearing for the i8s. These have not been included in the Schedule.  In partcular
the trees along Norton and Mill Street and the single tree at the intersecton of Seddon Road and
the Mill  Street  bypass.  These trees are  signiicant to Frankton and mark the edges of  the 19 th

century Edgecumbe Estate and the original Frankton road before the bypass.

8. I support in principle the concept of the Historic Heritage Areas (HHAs) and the protecton of them
to be aforded through the plan change.   However,  I  oppose in part  the speciic extent of  the
Marire, Parr and Taniwha Streets Historic Area, and seek a wider review of extent so that there is a
more comprehensive understanding of the suburb’s history and associated people along with the
houses built  within a short  period of  tme. And that this  history is  used to directly  inform the
proposed extent and descripton of heritage value.
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9. While  it  is  stated “This  report,  the  Hamilton City  Historic  Heritage Area Assessment,  is  not  an
assessment of the special character of Hamilton…” the assessment criteria used is primarily based
on character elements, including Street Frontage Treatments, such as walls, fences and plantngs.
The  Hamilton  City  Review  of  Existng  Character  Areas,  Lifescapes,  March  2021  notes  that
“distnctveness  of  these  [study] areas  is  their  historic  atributes  –  setlement  period,  historic
architecture,  historically-established  urban  structure,  green  structure  etc….”.  It  is  considered  an
assessment  on  this  basis  rather  than  character  is  more  appropriate  and  accordance  with  the
‘qualifying maters’ for historic heritage set out in legislaton.

10. The six criteria set out in Chapter 19 of the District Plan have been assessed on an equal basis, with
no weightng of criteria.  For example, ‘architecture and building typology’ is weighted the same as
‘frontage treatments’. This would appear to unbalance an assessment process that is very visual
rather than historic heritage based. It is also unclear how historic heritage has included historic
values and the degree of historical research that supports the heritage valuing. 

11. Historic fencing, historic garages and outbuildings are not identied within proposed historic areas,
with an assessment focus on street  views.  There are historic  fencing  walls,  and garages  in  the
proposed M/P/T historic area. A secton viewing may change and improve an understanding of the
range of heritage elements in proposed heritage areas. For instance in Taniwha Street are historic
concrete walls and a historic garage.  

12. In this regard it is noted the deiniton of HHAs in Chapter 19 is more aligned with character than
historic  heritage  values.  HHAs  should  represent  groupings  of  interrelated,  but  not  necessarily
contguous, places or features that collectvely have heritage value. Not all historic heritage areas
will be one type but may include a range of buildings across zones. There should be room to include
mixed zones with a heritage overlay. In our suburb there is a historic 1920 shop and houses.

13. In my area housing has been incorrectly identied and is not railway housing, but early standard
designs from the Waikato’s earliest and largest house building company Ellis and Burnand. There is
only one railway suburb, not several. This theme for inclusion in Chapter 19 as a historic heritage
area should be amended to ‘railway suburb [one]’ and ‘early mass housing [E & B]’ added. 

14. There were two signiicant early prefabricaton factories in Hamilton – Ellis and Burnand, who were
Waikato based, and in the 1921-1929 the government New Zealand Railways Department. In my
view Ellis and Burnand are regionally signiicant and have lef a lastng legacy in Hamilton and the
Waikato in housing. There was an important group in Whitora but these have all been lost. The
housing in Frankton West, including eastern extension that is later called Maeroa represent the best
collecton in in the streets along and including Norton Road are the greatest collecton in Hamilton.

15. Taniwha, Parr, Norton Road and Torrington and Wye Street all have early mass housing examples
and in partcular Ellis and Burnand, including homes of these builders. The historic block spans from
Wye to Marire and along Norton Road to Wha Street. The block has a more distnctve development
across streets and blocks because of the builders and house types.  This is a signiicant group of
building company cotages by the builders, of Ellis and Burnand. Potentally the largest collecton of
Ellis and Burnand houses [excluding Marire Street which is an early of State Housing].The wider
area should be reassessed.

16. The histories of this block is distnctve with a large number of early twenteth century bungalows, a
few villas and housing for workers, focused on Frankton as a town and later as a suburb. This history
should  be  readdressed  in  the  background  histories  as  having  diferent  ‘themes’.  The  proposal
should have a local history that aligns what is now seen with what developed, who built and why.
There are four parts- the Edgecumbe Estate, Norton Road [signiicant main 19 th and 20th century
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road], the builders areas, and the state housing area. The area extends along , where there is an
intact row of period houses on the east side from Taniwha to Wha Road. Norton Road, has been a
main road since the 1860s and should be addressed in this role but also part of Frankton East. There
is also the Frankton main street of ‘Hall’ with on Hall Lane[was Hall Street].

17. Historic heritage is about sense of place, and is found behind buildings and within sites. In assessing
historic heritage for a historic area it should be place based rather than focus on street facades.
There should be identicaton of elements to help residents.

18. Proposed rules do not protect heritage cohesively. Rear sites within a heritage area should have the
same design, scale, and bulk and locaton controls, relocaton and demoliton controls as front to
aford a more robust level of integrity and authentcity of the items and overall area. A iner analysis
of sites would assist owners with heritage elements identicaton. 

19. Relocaton is not a heritage process and removes in most cases signiicant heritage values of setng,
context  etc.  It  should  be  a  last  resort  and  not  in  order  to  allow  new  developments.  Seek
amendment to rules on relocaton and use the HNZ guidelines on deinitons and criteria.

20. Partal  demoliton  is  not  included  as  a  deiniton  or  within  rules.  Partal  demoliton  can  be
substantal and involve replicaton and or signiicant loss of heritage fabric and values.

21. The histories of the block streets should be researched and assessments revised for Taniwha, Parr,
Wye, Norton Road, Torrington and Marire.

22. The survey and review of heritage of Frankton is very limited and the main commercial block datng
from the 19th century to 20th century has been identied for heritage review and potental historic
area status, and is part of the agreed Frankton Community Plan. Remaining heritage of the famous
railway town is not identied, and the buildings including rebuilt afer the 1948 tornado is part of
the distnctve character which is rapidly being demolished. Several heritage buildings have been
removed in the last few years.

23. A Heritage Landscape survey of the Frankton East block has not been undertaken. While the historic
Parr Street trees are included in the proposed Notable Trees, there should also be inclusion of what 
street elements are part of the historic area, what historically are the trees of this area, and if 
replacement street trees are required what is the most appropriate heritage wise. Replacement 
trees in Norton Road in the last decade and the trees in Taniwha Street have not been planted with 
a cohesive appropriate design or based on historic trees [lost in Taniwha].

24. Assessment of the block [and streets] in terms of trees for ranking should be identicaton of th e 
historic elements , and not in my view be weighted as indicated to what may have been planted by 
council or not. Taniwha Street had historic oaks in a number of propertes. - all now removed. 
Existng character areas such as Frankton would have scored low as there were very few street 
trees, but high on fences in the 1980s.  

25. There is another historic area that should be assessed as it represents the Frankton extensions and 
pre dates the inclusion of the area from Waipa into the borough of Hamilton, which is Rimu Street 
south and Goldsmith Street from the 1910s and includes 1920s, as this area belongs to the history 
of Frankton. This was called Dudley Terrace and old iictoria Road. Histories are needed to assist 
with heritage values. There are also early group houses seen in Rimu Street by Maeroa Road. Street 
assessments have not incorporated the history.
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26. The potental to inil  rear sectons by subdividing one or more sectons also provides a further
erosion of the form and space designs that are part of the proposed historic area.  Subdivision rules
appear to have been omited, although noted in the council summary of chapters etc. Subdivision
under new proposed intensiicaton, which has not been integrated in Plan Change 9, means our
suburb has litle tme to realise why the historic area is important, having only just been recognised
as such, and the potental impact of inil in the proposed historic area of Frankton East potentally
includes 3 x 3 developments and up to seven storey development. It is unclear why the subdividing
rule was omited in Plan Change 9. Communicaton of the proposed historic area should have been
earlier.

27. Wye Street in the street survey and its associated ratng needs to be reviewed. These houses are
Ellis and Burnand, partcularly on the east side, built  within a few years and form an important
group. Wye Street should be included in the  HHA .

28. Three houses on the southern side of Taniwha are original and barely modiied in over 100 years,
This  includes  2  Taniwha  Street  which  has  a  historic  on  street  garage  untl  about  2010].  They
contribute to the historic area and street.  6 and 8 Taniwha Street are original suburb houses but
have been modiied.

10 Taniwha Street viewed by westen end of street showing historic concrete wall of No.8
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I SEEK THE FOLLOWING DECISION FROM THE HAMILTON CITY COUNCIL:

• Inclusion  in  Appendix  8  Historic  Heritage of  a  broader range  of  commercial,  industrial,
railway, and residental buildings, structures and sites of signiicant historic heritage value.
Whilst a  Hamilton City Council Heritage Inventory review,  by WSP dated 2 June 2022 has
been made available it is noted WSP have “not conducted an independent city-wide review
of  Hamilton to identfy places  that  may reach the  threshold  for  scheduling  as  heritage
items”.  I  request  this  work be undertaken and is  integrated with  historic  area work.  In
additon,  it  is  requested  the  “extent  of  place”  for  each  scheduled  item is  determined,
mapped,  and  included within  Appendix  8  for  each scheduled site.  This  would  assist  in
understanding the setng and curtlage for each place and inclusion of any historic heritage
within the site such as other buildings not identied from the street. 

• I seek an amendment to the housing themes identied in the historic heritage areas with
railway suburbs amended to ‘railway suburb’ and to include ‘ and early builder housing
[Ellis and Burnand and others]’. This is workers housing.

• I support the inclusion in principle of the Taniwha, Parr and Marire historic area, however
request that the extents are widened to include Torrington, Wye and Norton Road, along
with houses in Taniwha Street at 2, 10 and 12. And that the histories for Frankton East are
researched and then extents of these areas reviewed.

• That the deiniton of Historic Heritage Area [Deinitons secton] be revised to be consistent
with  assessment  criteria  for  historic  heritage  resources  and  sufciently  distnct  from
meaning of character.  Include a deiniton for partal demoliton and associated rule

• That Assessment Criteria for Historic Heritage Areas are the same as for Historic Heritage
Items [Buildings and Structures] for consistency in the plan and with the Waikato Regional
Policy Statement and the RMA.

• In the case of historic areas there should be criteria for scheduling which includes mixed
use and ranges of buildings that do not need to be a consistency in style or type in order to
beter represent  mixed use historic areas  such as Frankton commercial area where there is
a speciic history that means the styles are not consistent. Assessment ratngs should allow
for  ranges  of  types  and  a  patern  that  aligns  with  historical  values.  There  should  be
assessment valuing of heritage values.

• Remove permited actvity status from rear secton within proposed historic areas

• Include items in Schedule 8, which have been previously identied in reports, community
plan and consentng processes including but limited to:

▪ Former NZR Ofces and good shed High and Empire Street Frankton   [i8 consentng
process]

▪ Trees Old Mill Street and corner Seddon Road and Mill Street bypass [ i8 consentng
process]

▪ Frankton commercial area [including early 20th century buildings to post tornado], and
associated  Frankton  community  heritage  buildings  as  items  ,  and  as  per  Frankton
Community Plan , and as a proposed historic area in Chapter 19
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• The proposed controls for the historic heritage areas do not sufciently consider neighbouring
developments.  Inappropriate development on adjoining sites will signiicantly detract from the
heritage  qualites  of  the  area.  An  extreme example  will  be  in  the  proposed  Frankton  East
historic  area where 21 metre high buildings may be close to a predominantly single storey
historic area. Seek rule that addresses a bufer between single storey heritage areas and new
developments. I seek a rule that makes new neighbouring developments sympathetc in scale
near boundaries.

• I  seek stronger rules for Demoliton than proposed, and inclusion of  a deiniton for partal
demoliton and associated rule for the historic area.

• I seek removal the speciic rules for rear sectons of proposed historic heritage areas, and seek
tha there should be one rule for sites within the extent of historic areas to ensure integrity and
heritage values of the overall area are controlled. 

• A more comprehensive understanding as ‘historic place’ rather than street and facade for the
historic areas, with setng and context as part of a historic area, with rules [and deinitons] for
setng and context.

• I  seek rules for subdivision for the proposed HHA, which retain overall  heritage rules of my
suburb, notng that there are no rules in Plan Change 9, and that inappropriate subdivision is a
signiicant impact on historic heritage. No  rules  have  been  proposed  for  subdivision  in
proposed HHAs which is considered a signiicant efect on heritage values. Subdivision controls
should retain integrity and setngs, for all secton types. 

• Seek that visually new building work is visually at the same scale and height of existng historic
heritage, and controlled by appropriate associated rules that retain integrity and authentcity of
the HHA. As proposed rules on alteratons and additons, and accessory buildings could extend
to  adding  storeys  to  rear  structures  that  are  visually  intrusive,  of  inappropriate  scale  and
signiicantly efect the historic patern of setlement which is part of the signiicance. 

• Bufer between the HHA and adjacent propertes and associated rules that reduces the impact
of development and extreme contrast partcularly of Frankton East proposed historic area.

• A iner identicaton of heritage items within the proposed M,T ,P historic heritage area which 
includes but is not limited to streets, trees, built landscape, garages and outbuildings

• Increased  support  for  owners  including  heritage  assistance,  potental  rates  relief,  reduced  
consent fees, and signiicant improved funding of the Hamilton City Council  Heritage Fund,  
including for the proposed historic heritage area propertes. 

I seek in regards Frankton, Maeroa and Forest Lake
Inclusion in Chapter 19 Appendix 8 of:

• signiicant  Ellis  and  Burnand  houses  in  Rimu  Street  and  the  blocks  east  of  Norton  Road
[ including Norton Road]

• Former  Frankton  Post  Ofce  a  historic  heritage  item  because  of  its  historical  and  social
signiicance to Frankton
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• historic heritage area for former Frankton Dudley Terrace and Goldsmith 1910s housing

• inclusion of the workshop and sculpture [Tin man] on former Hyder Electrical workshop Norton
Road in Historic heritage items

Specifically  in regards No 10 Taniwha Street I seek:

• Inclusion of no 10 and 12 Taniwha Street in the Chapter 19 and Appendix 8-Historic Heritage
Schedule, and within the proposed HHA area extent for Maririe, Parr and Taniwha HHA. [Refer
Appendix 2 for supportng history]

• Inclusion in Chapter 19 and Appendix 8- Notable Trees of the camellia at 10 Taniwha Street.
[Refer Appendix 1]

I am happy to provide my historical research on the blocks of Frankton East  a signiicant collecton of
early twenteth century Waikato houses including Ellis and Burnand, and a state housing street.

Yours sincerely

..........................................

Laura Kellaway
Resident Taniwha Street

01 September 2022
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APPENDIX 1 PROPOSED NOTABLE TREE

Camellia 

Single flower small pink

Planted 1922 by John Phillips- builder and irst owner of 10 Taniwha Street.  One of oldest trees in
Taniwha Street datng from irst years of subdivision. On e site at rear is also two 100 year old
fejoias trees. Age of camellia tree conirmed by daughter of irst owner.

Diameter of trunk: approximately 1 metre

Width of tree: approximately 9 metres

STEM RECORD  - Preliminary 

Conditon evaluaton
➢ Form
➢ Occurence
➢ iigour and vitality
➢ functon
➢ age [years] Planted 1922 100 years old
➢ stature [m] approximately 7 metres high

Amenity evaluaton
➢ Public accessibility not accessible but viewed from street
➢ visibility [from 1 kilometre] in cul de sac street
➢ proximity
➢ role
➢ climate

Notable
➢ Stature
➢ Feature
➢ Form

Historic
➢ Age 100+ Planted 1922 and is over 100 years
➢ Associaton Associated with Phillips family one of irst Taniwha Street and builder of  

local houses
➢ -Commemoraton No
➢ -Remnant One of a small group of surviving 1920s garden trees in Taniwha Street from

1920s
➢ -Relic No

Scientfic
➢ Source
➢ Rarity TBA
➢ Endangered

A STEM assessment could be undertaken.
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Camelia from front garden facing west in August 2022.
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APPENDIX 2 SUPPORTING HISTORY OF FRANKTON EAST BLOCK AND 10 TANIWHA STREET

I reside in a 1922 bungalow which was built by a carpenter for his family, who was also a NZR House Factory 
carpenter. While not a railway house it is an example of an early bungalow for one of the many workers in 
Frankton outside of the railway setlement. The house may be a standard design as there are many in the suburb.
It is likely Phillips was employed privately before going to the NZR House Factory.

The neighbouring house No. 12 Taniwha Street was built a few years later for the Astles. It is said to be the 
suburb’s builder house and is larger than most in the blocks.
Phillips may have also built a number of the houses in the blocks either assistng the builder [or builders]. 

The blocks which include Torrington, Wye, Avon, Taniwha, and Parr and some of Norton Road were all built within
a few years in the 1920s, with a number Ellis and Burnand designs that would have been prefabricated. In part, 
and included standard designs.

The suburb is distnctve because of the history of the suburb, startng in European history from the 1870s,  being 
formed form into two estates- Edgecumbe and Vercoe, with Edgecumbe residing on Norton Road, begun in 1914. 
Prior to this there were houses and shops in Norton Road  with the road datng to the 1870s [the road to 
Whatawhata. Norton Road today contains many original villas and bungalows, with two groups of villas on the 
western side and an almost complete row of 1920s to early 1930s bungalows from Torrington Street to Wha 
Street on the east. Many of these Norton Road houses are standard designs.

The suburb including Norton Road  is visually similar to its original 1920s form and has a high degree of 1920s 
houses.

Mairirie Street is an early State Housing street, and is later than Norton Road and the Frankton East southern 
blocks. Norton Road also has early 1900 cotages on the west side [probably built before the historic subdivisional
plans]

Understanding of the structure of the roads and the links to Frankton on the eastern side of the gully [now 
Maeroa] need to be understood.

Southern side of Taniwha

No 2, 6, 8 , and No 10  were all built about 1922 with No 12 a year or two later.
The builders built their homes in the suburb, including Phillips at No 10 Taniwha. There are other tradesmen in 
the suburb and potentally Phillips is one of the actual builder/s and carpenter of the suburb is the wider blocks, 
along with Ellis and Burnand.

This side of the street has been excluded under the current street assessment with only the northern side 
included in the proposed HHA. 

Taniwha Street like Dudley was designed to be linked to the eastern side of the Waitawhiriwhiri Stream to 
Frankton block, like Maeroa Road. Maeroa Road was formed by a bridge. The Dudley Street and Taniwha road 
was not formalised and remained tracks.

No.10 and 12 Taniwha houses retain their original design features and original locaton. Built in 1922 and 1923. 
Both are distnctvely gabled bungalow with decoratve coloured glass casement window, although the coloured 
glass at No 12 has been more recently removed. Both are of the typical 1920s house design of the suburb with 
painted weatherboard and corrugated iron roofs. 
Each has the original concrete dividing boundary walls which are a distnctve feature of a number of the houses 
although not all have survived.
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Defning the street based on topography is one approach however understanding the historic design and the 
gully is more important, and the roading system of the suburb with at least four roads designed to bridge to the 
Frankton block now Maeroa. Taniwha Street was to be the main road.
Historic subdivisional plans are an important source of informaton however do not provide the history and the 
built histories of the suburb, and developing across a major gully system.

Any visual analysis should be based on historical research which includes the physical history of in this case the 
owners, the builders and how the buildings and streets were built.

The use of trees is discussed but does not take into account that the southern part of the suburb was already 
established as a property under Edgecumbe in the 19th century with his estate spreading north along the main 
road. There were established oaks untl the 2000s in Taniwha Street, and other plantngs can be seen out on 
Norton Road.

The street trees in Parr Street are a specifc historic plantng. Taniwha did have its own oaks.

Within the propertes are also trees datng form 1920s – with several in Taniwha Street [including No.10]

Street plantng has a long history and a very important early 20th century history in Frankton and Hamilton. 
However in the city stages of development historic tree plantngs have not been protected and a policy of 
removal has meant that in 2020s Norton Road has modern trees, and there are some strange plantngs in other 
streets that have not been based on protectng or placing new appropriate trees in the street. For instance 
Taniwha had historic oaks. The current trees date form possibly the 1970s and have no relatonship to the 
extensive historic plantngs of Frankton.

There should be a Heritage Landscape Architect Report on this area and other proposed historic areas so that a 
beter analysis is available.

Identfcaton of historic elements in a historic area is important and the layers of historical change.

For instance the concrete retaining wall at No 8 and 12 is original along with the dividing concrete walls of No 
8,10,12, and associated concrete posts [also seen on Norton Road].

There are also a few surviving historic 1920s garage – rare in the 1920s, with one at No.10 Taniwha And another 
in Taniwha Street [at the rear]. The garage at No.2 was original and was on the street but was demolished and 
rebuilt in the same locaton.
There is also likely to be an early garage at the rear in Parr Street.

In Marire  Street -the state housing street – garages were not allowed and so the street is diferent.
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No.10 and 12 Taniwha

No 10 Taniwha was built in 1922 by carpenter John Phillips, who was a second generaton builder. No 10  is the 
house that Jack built.

At No 10 while there have been some modifcatons at the rear the secton remains intact and contains the 
original 1922 house, the original 1922 weatherboard garage with workshop, wood shed, concrete fences, and a 
100 year old  and historic 100 year old fejoias trees.

Former Phillips Home 10 Taniwha Street 2022

The Phillips family in the 1920s on the steps of No 10
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Jack and Mabel Phillips.

The exterior and interior is very similar to when built. But back then the two bedroom house had the family of 
fve lived in two bedrooms- fve in the second bedroom. 

The house was extended in the 1980s at the rear with a living room and new verandah.
Interior layout rooms remain the same including two freplaces.
A skylight was added to the bathroom in the 1980s.

An additonal room was added to the side of the garage in the 1970s.
Untl 2022 the house had its original corrugated iron roof.

Along with 12 Taniwha Street No 10 represents an early bungalow built by and for one of the suburbs builders. 
No 12 is said to be the builders house but this needs further research as the original owners are Astle. Together 
both are very original and help to understand the historic street which was designed to be a main road and 
contnue to Rimu Street.
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Former Astle Home at 12 Taniwha Street in 2022 with historic concrete retaining wall, posts and kerb

The owner at 12 Taniwha has advised that she is happy for the house to be assessed as part of the proposed 
historic area.

Notable Tree – Camellia  10 Taniwha Street

I seek to have my camellia tree scheduled under Chapter 19 Appendix 8 as a Notable Tree, and to be noted within
the proposed historic heritage area descripton as one of at least two historic 1920s suburb trees in Taniwha 
Street.  

In my view the tree contributes to an understanding of early 20th century tree selecton in Frankton, and is a good 
example of the use of what was a rare use in the 1920s of this specimen tree. It is now over 8 metres high and 
extends almost the width of the front of the secton at 9 metres wide.

The camellia was planted by John Phillips in 1922 in the front of his new home. He built the home and is likely to 
have also built other houses in the Taniwha, Torrington, Wye and Parr Street. John was also a carpenter at the 
NZR House Factory untl made redundant and moved to the NZR Workshops at Otahuhu.

The depression of the late 1920s meant that John had to leave his new family home and rent it. However the 
impact of the home on his family was signifcant and the original family revisited in the early 2000s.

Old oak trees

Use of oak trees in the block of housing from Commerce Street to Parr marked the 19th century farm of 
Edgecumbe and the historic old Whatawhata road [datng from 1864] now Norton Road.
There were oak trees marking Edgecumbe’s farm [now bounded by Old Mill Road and Norton Road], and Taniwha
Street.

Old oak tress were part of Taniwha Street, but appear to have been located on boundaries and within the 1914 
subdivision. Oak trees are also used in Parr Street and date to the early period of Edgecumbe’s and Vercoe’s 
farms. In the developments afer 1914- where both Edgecumbe and Vercoe sold land and or subdivided for new 
housing the oaks trees across the blocks mark the earlier use of the land.
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Further research in required on the Parr Street trees to establish age and references to planters, and the suburb 
historic trees by a heritage landscape architect.

The camellia at No.10 Taniwha Street  while common in type today, was very rare in the 1920s, as advised by 
Heritage Landscape Historian John P Adam of Auckland. 
The camellia [tree] today forms one of surviving suburb private garden trees that are now 100 years old. This 
includes the rhododren tree at 13 Taniwha Street.
Historic oak trees were also a feature in the 19th century in Taniwha Street.

The street also had old established oaks trees which may have been part of Edgecumbe’s farm. But these have 
been removed in the last thirty years, from 8 and 13 .  Both refect the early 20th century establishment of a 
workers suburb in Frankton east.

Proposed Historic Heritage Area -Taniwha Street

The local history of area and each street is distnctve however without the history of associaton and of the 
families limited to visual character identfcaton. For all the streets there should be a review that includes 
addressing heritage values which includes local history and associatons.

No 10 and 8 houses are examples of the direct connecton of trades with housing developments in groups in both 
early Frankton and Hamilton, and architects and designers. The houses in these streets belong to a short period 
of history but include direct connecton to the heritage themes of houses  which include a signifcant number of 
standard designs of the Waikato.
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