PLAN CHANGE 9 - BUILT HERITAGE CATEGORISATION RECORD

Address: | 18A Albert Street, Hamilton East Schedule 8A ID# H139

Assessed significance

Heritage Assessment Criteria WSP assessed significance Recategorisation
a. Historic Qualities Moderate Medium

b. Physical/Aesthetic/Architectural Qualities Moderate Medium

c. Context Qualities Low Medium

d. Technological Qualities Low Low

e. Archaeological Qualities Unknown Unassessed
f.  Cultural Qualities None Low

g. Scientific Qualities Low Low
Ranking of Significance Moderate — Plan Ranking B | Medium
Comments

Using the revised heritage assessment criteria and based on the information available, my review finds that
the built heritage place has medium (rather than low) context qualities. Although occupying a subdivided site,
the place is considered to contribute to a wider historical theme of residential development locally. My review
also finds that the place has low (rather than none) cultural qualities, which is consistent with the assessment
of other similar built heritage places of this type. An early cottage in style, the place appears to be of a later
date and has experienced a greater level of modification compared to other local examples of its type. |
therefore concur with significance assigned to historic and physical/aesthetic/architectural qualities.

The identified built heritage place is considered to have an overall qualifying Ranking threshold of Medium
significance. As such, it does not meet the revised threshold outlined in the interim guidance to be eligible
for inclusion within Schedule 8A.

It is noted, however, that the place is located in, and positively contributes to, the notified Hamilton East HHA
(Schedule 8D ID#12) — an area that represents a very significant period in Hamilton’s developmental history.
The qualities identified for the place are therefore considered to be suitably captured and protected as part of
the HHA.

Record created by: Carolyn O’Neil, February 2024




PLAN CHANGE 9 - BUILT HERITAGE CATEGORISATION RECORD

Address: | Former Farmers Building, 62 Alexandra Street, Hamilton Central Schedule 8A ID# H147

Assessed significance

Heritage Assessment Criteria WSP assessed significance Recategorisation
a. Historic Qualities Moderate Medium

b. Physical/Aesthetic/Architectural Qualities Moderate Medium

c. Context Qualities Moderate Medium

d. Technological Qualities Moderate Low

e. Archaeological Qualities Unknown Unassessed

f.  Cultural Qualities Moderate Low

g. Scientific Qualities Low Low

Ranking of Significance Moderate — Plan Ranking B | Medium
Comments

Using the revised heritage assessment criteria and based on the information available, my review finds that
the built heritage place has low (rather than moderate) technological qualities because the materials and
techniques used in its construction are considered to have been common at the time. Furthermore, the place
is considered to have low (rather than moderate) cultural qualities, which is consistent with the assessment of
other similar built heritage places of this type.

The identified built heritage place is considered to have an overall qualifying Ranking threshold of Medium
significance. As such, it does not meet the revised threshold outlined in the interim guidance to be eligible
for inclusion within Schedule 8A.

Record created by: Carolyn O’Neil, February 2024

PLAN CHANGE 9 - BUILT HERITAGE CATEGORISATION RECORD

Address: | 101-105 Collingwood Street, Hamilton Central Schedule 8A ID# H182

Assessed significance

Heritage Assessment Criteria WSP assessed significance Recategorisation
a. Historic Qualities Moderate Medium

b. Physical/Aesthetic/Architectural Qualities Moderate Medium

c. Context Qualities Moderate Low

d. Technological Qualities Low Low

e. Archaeological Qualities Unknown Unassessed

f.  Cultural Qualities Low Low

g. Scientific Qualities Low Low

Ranking of Significance Moderate — Plan Ranking B | Medium
Comments

Using the revised heritage assessment criteria and based on the information available, my review finds that
the built heritage place has low (rather than moderate) context qualities due to its highly changed urban
context and setting.

The identified built heritage place is considered to have an overall qualifying Ranking threshold of Medium
significance. As such, it does not meet the revised threshold outlined in the interim guidance to be eligible
for inclusion within Schedule 8A.

Record created by: Carolyn O’Neil, February 2024




PLAN CHANGE 9 - BUILT HERITAGE CATEGORISATION RECORD

Address: | Anglesea Street Retaining Wall, Anglesea Street Schedule 8A ID# H152
Assessed significance

Heritage Assessment Criteria WSP assessed significance Recategorisation
a. Historic Qualities High Medium

b. Physical/Aesthetic/Architectural Qualities High Low

c. Context Qualities High Medium

d. Technological Qualities Moderate Low

e. Archaeological Qualities Unknown Unassessed

f.  Cultural Qualities Moderate* (High) Medium

g. Scientific Qualities Moderate Low

Ranking of Significance High — Plan Ranking B Medium
Comments

An inconsistency is noted in the Heritage Inventory Assessment Form for this built heritage place. This relates
to the different level of significance assigned to the cultural qualities criterion in different parts of the report.

Using the revised heritage assessment criteria and based on the information available, my review finds that
the level of significance assigned to several of the criteria has been overstated or is unsubstantiated. Whilst
the structure is linked to the ongoing development of the commercial area, the identified associations with
important individuals are considered incidental and transient. It is of interest, however, as a government
scheme that provided unemployment relief during the depression. There is little information to support that a
concrete retaining wall is rare, shows creative achievement, technical innovation or is an innovative method of
construction. The importance of the site to Maori does not form part of this built heritage review. However,
whilst the original pa site is understood to have special significance, | question the transferral of this
significance of the place to the retaining wall itself, especially given works associated with the construction of
the wall caused physical damage to the site. There is potential, however, to provide interpretation to
document the story at the site, which has been undertaken in the form of an artwork — reputedly New
Zealand’s largest single mural. Whilst this has resulted in the recent change of the structure’s original
utilitarian appearance, it is also likely to have increased public awareness and feeling about the place.

The identified structure is considered to have an overall qualifying Ranking threshold of Medium significance.
As such, it does not meet the revised threshold outlined in the interim guidance to be eligible for inclusion
within Schedule 8A.

Record created by: Carolyn O’Neil, February 2024




PLAN CHANGE 9 - BUILT HERITAGE CATEGORISATION RECORD

Address: | 1 & 3 Bledisloe Terrace, Hamilton East | Schedule 8A ID# H159 & H160

Assessed significance

Heritage Assessment Criteria WSP assessed significance Recategorisation
a. Historic Qualities High Medium

b. Physical/Aesthetic/Architectural Qualities High Medium

c. Context Qualities Moderate Medium

d. Technological Qualities Low Low

e. Archaeological Qualities Unknown Unassessed

f.  Cultural Qualities None Low

g. Scientific Qualities Low Low

Ranking of Significance High — Plan Ranking B Medium
Comments

Using the revised heritage assessment criteria and based on the information available, my review finds that
the built heritage place has medium (rather than high) historic and physical/aesthetic/architectural qualities.
Although a relatively intact duplex state house, the place is considered neither a notable nor representative
example of its type. My review also finds that the place has low (rather than none) cultural qualities, which is
consistent with the assessment of other similar built heritage places of this type.

The identified built heritage place is considered to have an overall qualifying Ranking threshold of Medium
significance. As such, it does not meet the revised threshold outlined in the interim guidance to be eligible
for inclusion within Schedule 8A.

It is noted, however, that the place is located in, and positively contributes to, the notified Hayes Paddock HHA
(Schedule 8D ID#13) and the operative Hayes Paddock Special Heritage Zone — a surviving example of a former
state housing area, designed and built by the first Labour Government from the late 1930s following the
design principles of the ‘garden suburb’” movement. The heritage qualities identified for the place are
therefore considered to be suitably captured and protected as part of this broader HHA / Special Heritage
Zone.
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PLAN CHANGE 9 - BUILT HERITAGE CATEGORISATION RECORD

Address: | 12 Bond Street, Hamilton East Schedule 8A ID# H161

Assessed significance

Heritage Assessment Criteria WSP assessed significance Recategorisation
a. Historic Qualities Moderate Medium

b. Physical/Aesthetic/Architectural Qualities High Medium

c. Context Qualities Moderate Medium

d. Technological Qualities Low Low

e. Archaeological Qualities Unknown Unassessed
f.  Cultural Qualities Low Low

g. Scientific Qualities Low Low
Ranking of Significance High — Plan Ranking B Medium
Comments

Using the revised heritage assessment criteria and based on the information available, my review finds that
the built heritage place has medium (rather than high) physical/aesthetic/architectural qualities. The square
fronted villa is considered a relatively common (rather than notable, representative or rare) example of its
type. The high qualities assigned to the place are therefore considered to be overstated and unsubstantiated.

The identified built heritage place is considered to have an overall qualifying Ranking threshold of Medium
significance. As such, it does not meet the revised threshold outlined in the interim guidance to be eligible
for inclusion within Schedule 8A.

It is noted, however, that the place is located in, and positively contributes to, the notified Te Aroha Street HHA
(Schedule 8D ID#29) — an area that contributes to a clear understanding and appreciation of the growth and
development experienced in Hamilton in the late Victorian, Edwardian and, during and after, the interwar
periods (1890 to 1949). The qualities identified for the place are therefore considered to be suitably captured
and protected as part of the HHA.

Record created by: Carolyn O’Neil, February 2024




PLAN CHANGE 9 - BUILT HERITAGE CATEGORISATION RECORD

Address: | 129 Rimu Road, Maeroa

Schedule 8A ID# H278

Assessed significance

Heritage Assessment Criteria

WSP assessed significance

Recategorisation

a. Historic Qualities Moderate Medium

b. Physical/Aesthetic/Architectural Qualities High Medium

c. Context Qualities Moderate Medium

d. Technological Qualities Moderate Low

e. Archaeological Qualities Unknown Unassessed
f.  Cultural Qualities Low Low

g. Scientific Qualities Low Low
Ranking of Significance High — Plan Ranking B Medium

Comments

Using the revised heritage assessment criteria and based on the information available, my review finds that
the built heritage place has medium (rather than high) physical/aesthetic/architectural qualities. The place is
considered a relatively common (rather than notable or representative) example of its type and there is no
information to support it is nationally unusual example of the bungalow style. My review also finds that the
place has low (rather than moderate) scientific qualities as it makes little contribution to scientific information.

The identified built heritage place is considered to have an overall qualifying Ranking threshold of Medium
significance. As such, it does not meet the revised threshold outlined in the interim guidance to be eligible

for inclusion within Schedule 8A.

Record created by: Carolyn O’Neil, February 2024

PLAN CHANGE 9 - BUILT HERITAGE CATEGORISATION RECORD

Address: | 14 Bond Street, Hamilton East

Schedule 8A ID# H162

Assessed significance

Heritage Assessment Criteria

WSP assessed significance

Recategorisation

a. Historic Qualities Moderate Medium

b. Physical/Aesthetic/Architectural Qualities Moderate Medium

c. Context Qualities Moderate Medium

d. Technological Qualities Low Low

e. Archaeological Qualities Unknown Unassessed
f.  Cultural Qualities Low Low

g. Scientific Qualities Low Low
Ranking of Significance Moderate — Plan Ranking B | Medium

Comments

Using the revised heritage assessment criteria and based on the information available, the identified built
heritage place is considered to have an overall qualifying Ranking threshold of Medium significance. As such,
it does not meet the revised threshold outlined in the interim guidance to be eligible for inclusion within

Schedule 8A.

It is noted, however, that the place is located in, and positively contributes to, the notified Te Aroha Street HHA
(Schedule 8D ID#29) — an area that contributes to a clear understanding and appreciation of the growth and
development experienced in Hamilton in the late Victorian, Edwardian and, during and after, the interwar
periods (1890 to 1949). The qualities identified for the place are therefore considered to be suitably captured

and protected as part of the HHA.

Record created by: Carolyn O’Neil, February 2024




PLAN CHANGE 9 - BUILT HERITAGE CATEGORISATION RECORD

Address: | 18 Bond Street, Hamilton East Schedule 8A ID# H163

Assessed significance

Heritage Assessment Criteria WSP assessed significance Recategorisation
a. Historic Qualities Moderate Medium

b. Physical/Aesthetic/Architectural Qualities Moderate Medium

c. Context Qualities Moderate Medium

d. Technological Qualities Low Low

e. Archaeological Qualities Unknown Unassessed
f.  Cultural Qualities Low Low

g. Scientific Qualities Low Low
Ranking of Significance Moderate — Plan Ranking B | Medium
Comments

Using the revised heritage assessment criteria and based on the information available, the identified built
heritage place is considered to have an overall qualifying Ranking threshold of Medium significance. As such,
it does not meet the revised threshold outlined in the interim guidance to be eligible for inclusion within
Schedule 8A.

It is noted, however, that the place is located in, and positively contributes to, the notified Te Aroha Street HHA
(Schedule 8D ID#29) — an area that contributes to a clear understanding and appreciation of the growth and
development experienced in Hamilton in the late Victorian, Edwardian and, during and after, the interwar
periods (1890 to 1949). The qualities identified for the place are therefore considered to be suitably captured
and protected as part of the HHA.
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PLAN CHANGE 9 - BUILT HERITAGE CATEGORISATION RECORD

Address: | 26 Bond Street, Hamilton East Schedule 8A ID# H164

Assessed significance

Heritage Assessment Criteria WSP assessed significance Recategorisation
a. Historic Qualities Moderate Medium

b. Physical/Aesthetic/Architectural Qualities Moderate Medium

c. Context Qualities Moderate Medium

d. Technological Qualities Low Low

e. Archaeological Qualities Unknown Unassessed
f.  Cultural Qualities Low Low

g. Scientific Qualities Low Low
Ranking of Significance Moderate — Plan Ranking B | Medium
Comments

Using the revised heritage assessment criteria and based on the information available, the identified built
heritage place is considered to have an overall qualifying Ranking threshold of Medium significance. As such,
it does not meet the revised threshold outlined in the interim guidance to be eligible for inclusion within
Schedule 8A.

It is noted, however, that the place is located in, and positively contributes to, the notified Te Aroha Street HHA
(Schedule 8D ID#29) — an area that contributes to a clear understanding and appreciation of the growth and
development experienced in Hamilton in the late Victorian, Edwardian and, during and after, the interwar
periods (1890 to 1949). The qualities identified for the place are therefore considered to be suitably captured
and protected as part of the HHA.

Record created by: Carolyn O’Neil, February 2024




PLAN CHANGE 9 - BUILT HERITAGE CATEGORISATION RECORD

Address:

32 Bond Street, Hamilton East

Schedule 8A ID# H166

Assessed significance

Heritage Assessment Criteria

WSP assessed significance

Recategorisation

a. Historic Qualities Moderate Medium

b. Physical/Aesthetic/Architectural Qualities High Medium

c. Context Qualities Moderate Medium

d. Technological Qualities Low Low

e. Archaeological Qualities Unknown Unassessed
f.  Cultural Qualities Low Low

g. Scientific Qualities Low Low
Ranking of Significance High — Plan Ranking B Medium

Comments

Using the revised heritage assessment criteria and based on the information available, my review finds that
the built heritage place has medium (rather than high) physical/aesthetic/architectural qualities. The single-
bay villa is considered a relatively common (rather than notable or representative) example of its type. The
high qualities assigned to the place are therefore considered to be overstated.

The identified built heritage place is considered to have an overall qualifying Ranking threshold of Medium
significance. As such, it does not meet the revised threshold outlined in the interim guidance to be eligible
for inclusion within Schedule 8A.

It is noted, however, that the place is located in, and positively contributes to, the notified Te Aroha Street HHA
(Schedule 8D ID#29) — an area that contributes to a clear understanding and appreciation of the growth and
development experienced in Hamilton in the late Victorian, Edwardian and, during and after, the interwar
periods (1890 to 1949). The qualities identified for the place are therefore considered to be suitably captured
and protected as part of the HHA.

Record created by: Carolyn O’Neil, February 2024




PLAN CHANGE 9 - BUILT HERITAGE CATEGORISATION RECORD

Address: | 38 Brookfield Street, Hamilton East Schedule 8A ID# H169

Assessed significance

Heritage Assessment Criteria WSP assessed significance Recategorisation
a. Historic Qualities Moderate Medium

b. Physical/Aesthetic/Architectural Qualities Moderate Medium

c. Context Qualities Moderate Medium

d. Technological Qualities Low Low

e. Archaeological Qualities Unknown Unassessed
f.  Cultural Qualities None Low

g. Scientific Qualities Low Low
Ranking of Significance Moderate — Plan Ranking B | Medium
Comments

Using the revised heritage assessment criteria and based on the information available, my review finds that
the built heritage place has low (rather than none) cultural qualities, which is consistent with the assessment
other similar built heritage places of this type.

The identified built heritage place is considered to have an overall qualifying Ranking threshold of Medium
significance. As such, it does not meet the revised threshold outlined in the interim guidance to be eligible
for inclusion within Schedule 8A.

It is noted, however, that the place is located in, and positively contributes to, the notified Hamilton East HHA
(Schedule 8D ID#12) — an area that represents a very significant period in Hamilton’s developmental history.
The qualities identified for the place are therefore considered to be suitably captured and protected as part of
the HHA.

Record created by: Carolyn O’Neil, February 2024




PLAN CHANGE 9 - BUILT HERITAGE CATEGORISATION RECORD

Address: | Garden Place Sundial, Garden Place, Hamilton Central Schedule 8A ID# H205
Assessed significance

Heritage Assessment Criteria WSP assessed significance Recategorisation
a. Historic Qualities Moderate Medium

b. Physical/Aesthetic/Architectural Qualities High Medium

c. Context Qualities High Medium

d. Technological Qualities Low Low

e. Archaeological Qualities Unknown Unassessed

f.  Cultural Qualities Moderate Medium

g. Scientific Qualities High Low

Ranking of Significance High — Plan Ranking B Medium
Comments

Using the revised heritage assessment criteria and based on the information available, my review finds that
the level of significance assigned to some of the criteria has been overstated or unsubstantiated. Although a
recognisable marker that the local community likely identifies with, it is questioned whether the value of the
feature relates more to its amenity values within Garden Place rather than as a built heritage feature. The
claims or rarity and high integrity are not challenged — it is not uncommon for such a feature or object to be
one of a kind and unchanged, but the level of significance assigned as a built heritage feature in this instance is
questionable.

The identified built heritage place is considered to have an overall qualifying Ranking threshold of Medium
significance. As such, it does not meet the revised threshold outlined in the interim guidance to be eligible
for inclusion within Schedule 8A.

Record created by: Carolyn O’Neil, February 2024




PLAN CHANGE 9 - BUILT HERITAGE CATEGORISATION RECORD

Address: | 644 Grey Street, Hamilton East Schedule 8A ID# H213

Assessed significance

Heritage Assessment Criteria WSP assessed significance Recategorisation
a. Historic Qualities Moderate Medium

b. Physical/Aesthetic/Architectural Qualities High Medium

c. Context Qualities Moderate* (High) Medium

d. Technological Qualities High Low

e. Archaeological Qualities Unknown Unassessed
f.  Cultural Qualities Moderate Low

g. Scientific Qualities Moderate Low
Ranking of Significance High — Plan Ranking B Medium
Comments

An inconsistency is noted in the Heritage Inventory Assessment Form for this built heritage place. This relates
to the different level of significance assigned to the context qualities criterion in different parts of the report.

Using the revised heritage assessment criteria and based on the information available, my review finds that
the level of significance assigned to several of the criteria is overstated or unsubstantiated. | consider that the
built heritage place has medium (rather than high) physical/aesthetic/architectural qualities, low (rather than
high) technological qualities, and low (rather than moderate) scientific qualities. The single-bay villa is
considered a relatively common (rat
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