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Historic Places Aotearoa President James Blackburne

Tairāwhiti / Gisborne - Exciting AGM News
This year’s HPA AGM is to be held in Tairāwhiti Gisborne
shortly after the national Tuia 250 Commemorations are
launched, which marks 250 years since the first formal
meeting between Tangata Whenua
and Europeans.
As President I am very pleased to announce HPA will be
jointly hosting the event with ICOMOS NZ. (ICOMOS is a
United Nations UNESCO organisation devoted to
conservation and preserving our Heritage. The New
Zealand Aotearoa Branch is largely made up of members
who are practicing heritage Professionals.)
The event will run from midday Friday 11th October
through to midday Sunday 13th October. There will be a
variety of presentations, heritage visits and social events
and time has been set aside within the programme for
each organisation to hold their individual AGMs.

You will be notified of the details as soon they are finalised.
This will be great weekend and will provide an opportunity to mix with heritage advocates and
professionals while enjoying Gisborne's hospitality, culture and heritage.
I would strongly recommend you start making your travel plans and book your flights as soon as
possible. Tairāwhiti / Gisborne is well worth a long weekend and the locals will be out to prove it!

Tuia 250 - A Watershed
This year marks the 250th anniversary of the eventful first formal meeting between Tangata Whenua
and Europeans. While the 200th in 1969, was very Eurocentric, this year's commemorations are
themed "A Dual Heritage and a Shared Future". They will recognise the incredible feats of the
Polynesian voyagers around the Pacific and well as the European explorers.
Tuia 250 is an opportunity to talk about our history, warts and all, in a mature way. It provides an
opportunity to weave our voyaging stories together and to learn from them to better educate ourselves
about our separate and combined histories.
This equally relates to our built heritage and sites. Without knowing the stories associated with our
heritage buildings and the land on which they sit, they are just facades and interiors that represent a
past fashion and whim of the owner or architect. It is the stories associated with our heritage places
that enables these places to be brought to life and gives them real meaning for the current generation.
How we interpret our history is important and we need to recognise all the stories associated with our
heritage places and that while you may not agree with one persons story associated with a place, it
does not necessarily mean that it is any less or more valid than your own. Places like our voyaging
histories can have multiple threads and stories to them which can all be weaved together to create
something of greater significance and relevance.

“A nation is bound together not by the past,
but by the stories of the past that we tell one another in the presentA

Ernest Benan

Tax Working Group Report! A Great "irst #tep $or %eritage
We generally support the Working Groups proposal that seismic strengthening be written down by
Depreciation. HPA will be looking to involve ourselves in any political and public conversations and
are looking forward to hearing the Government's response and the fine details of any changes
proposed.
httpsC//taxworkinggroup.govt.nD/



MEDIA RELEASE
for immediate release, 11 April 2019

Ta! c"an#es $or eart"%uake&'rone buildin#s (ins su''ort
Historic Places Aotearoa applauds the tax working group’s proposed changes to tax policy rela�ng to earthquake
strengthening of buildings.

HPA President James Blackburne supports the ini�a�ve to review or change the tax policy as it would benefit owners
of earthquake-prone buildings, many of which are an integral part of New Zealand’s heritage .

“One op�on being considered is to restore building deprecia�on for seismic strengthening work on commercial,
industrial and mul�-unit residen�al buildings.

“Reinsta�ng building deprecia�on deduc�ons or allowing owners to claim strengthening as a repair and maintenance
cost will benefit owners of earthquake-prone buildings.

”While the devil will be in the detail as to whether it will be implemented and in what form, the underlying concept of
tax relief will have a posi�ve effect because it will reduce the cost to building owners of strengthening buildings and may
mean that strengthening is considered rather than demoli�on being seen as the only viable op�on.

“We believe this will have a posi�ve effect on the reten�on rate of heritage buildings throughout New Zealand, and in
par�cular provincial New Zealand, where many main streets are lined with unreinforced masonry heritage buildings.”

Mr Blackburne said the proposed tax change, in addi�on to the con�nuing with Heritage EQUIP grants, would be of
benefit to owners.

Heritage EQUIP offers two grants for seismic strengthening projects – Upgrade Works Grants to a maximum of
$400,000 or, for regional building owners, up to two thirds of seismic upgrade works; and Professional Advice Grants to
a maximum of $50,000 per project or, for regional building owners, up to two thirds of professional advice costs.

The new professional advice grants are aimed specifically at regional building owners outside the three main centres.

James Blackburne
President Historic Places Aotearoa
cAo P O Box 1241
GISBORNE 4040

P 02B4C1C09D
E presidentEhistoricplacesaotearoa.org.nF



Avoiding “Demolition by Legislation
Felicity Wong

This article was first published in the Historic Places Wellington Newsletter

There are almost 700 earthquake-prone buildings in Wellington, and a fair few of them are heritage
buildings. The previous National led government passed legislation requiring earthquake
strengthening of building facades or their demolition. Wellington buildings in “priority areas” have
seven years in which to do so, while regional centres of lesser earthquake risk have either 12 or 15
years. Given the lower economic returns for such buildings, older town centres in New Zealand risk
“demolition by legislation” at the expiry of the relevant time limit.
Last year, HPW raised the problem with the Ministry of Culture and Heritage. We expressed concern
about the potential to radically change town centres of Wellington and other smaller towns.
We called for tax relief or other funding options to assist with the strengthening costs and avoid
demolition.
In September 2018 Rangitīkei, Manawatu and Wanganui Council representatives also called on
Building Minister Jenny Salesa to explain the problem caused for their heritage town centres.
These regional mayors offered rates and consent assistance but called on central government to
“come to the party” as well. The September Interim Report of the government’s Tax Working Group
suggested tax relief by treating earthquake strengthening as a deductible expense rather than a
capital investment. HPW is pleased the Tax Working Group referred to the issue and made a
recommendation about the treatment of depreciation in its Final Report issued last week. We support
tax relief through deductibility of strengthening costs.
In addition, Associate Minister for Arts and Heritage, Grant Robertson announced an increase to the
EQUIP fund for earthquake strengthening in recent days. That will now fund up to 50% of the cost of
professional advice for listed heritage building owners in regional areas. Many building owners in
regional areas are also able to apply for up to 67% of works costs. HPW welcomes the extension to
this fund for regional folk.
Currently earthquake prone buildings must be brought up to code if more than 25% of the value of
the earthquake prone building is spent on alterations or renovation. This results in many heritage and
older buildings sitting dilapidated. The owner can’t afford to spruce them up, or strengthen the
facade as required, without strengthening the whole building at an uneconomic cost.
The regional mayors also asked that the “demolition by legislation” law be amended to alter this
“trigger” threshold for strengthening. They asked for it to be calculated as either 25% of the capital
value of the building, or $200,000, whichever is the greater. In many cases the work to strengthen the
facade will cost less than $200,000 and therefore won’t trigger the need to bring the whole building
up to code. We also want this change.
In December HPW made a written submission and followed up with oral comments to Wellington City
Council about the issues, but the Councils are limited by the legislation. If the tax changes are
implemented by government, the EQUIP funding provided, and the trigger adjusted, demolition by
legislation could be avoided. Here’s a photo I took in Foxton Main Street on 10 January 2019.

Felicity Wong is a member of Historic Places Aotearoa Executive
and is Chair of Historic Places Wellington Committee



In 201E, Ministers requested the Ministry for Culture and Heritage (MCH) undertake an assessment of
New Zealand’s system for protecting heritage buildings and make recommendations on how to
enhance the system.

MCH sought input from heritage stakeholders to prepare the assessment. Feedback was gathered
through a Colmar Brunton designed survey and workshops in a number of regional centres.
Stakeholders included central and local government, iwi, academics, architects, planners, engineers,
advocacy bodies, property owners and developers. A total of 293 individuals and organisations
provided feedback.

The enthusiastic response to the Ministry’s outreach highlighted some common concerns.
Stakeholders focused on improved regulation, increased funding and enhanced information. Many
respondents asked for the Crown to demonstrate best practice in relation to its own heritage
properties. Stakeholder feedback indicated strong support for some level of Government intervention
to improve the current system.

A draft report based on the stakeholder input and policy analysis was circulated to stakeholders for
comment. The finalised report and policy advice was then approved by the Minister for Arts, Culture
and Heritage. This report has informed the Ministry’s heritage protection work programme for 2019.

MCH is currently in the process of determining the most appropriate means of addressing the issues
raised in the report.

MCH thanks stakeholders for being involved in 201E, and looks forward to working with them on the
next stage of the assessment as policy options are worked up later this year.

Heritage and The Budget 2019
HPA Exec Members Felicity Wong and Nigel Isaacs had a look at the Budget 2019

Averview Af The Heritge Report Process
The Ministry of Culture and Heritage Policy Team has provided the following updated

Averview of the Heritage Report Process

“There is some useful “top up” spen�in� in the �u��et �ut �oes not seem to �e �n� e��i�n��ne� spen�in� ini����e� for
��erit��e�� �e foun� the following:

Building and Construction
Besidential Earthquake Prone Building Financial Assistance Scheme
Fed by the Minister for Building and Construction. This funding supports the remediation of multiGunit,
multiGstorey residential earthquakeGprone buildings in high seismic risk areas through a suspensory
loan scheme. It will be available to owners of such units who are in, or facing, financial hardship,
where properties were purchased or acquired before 1 Huly 201I. (J million)
Estimates Kol.10
Kote Building and Construction
201E/19 G
2019/20 5.L00
2020/21 L.900
2021/22 1.500
2022/23 1.500
Capital 10.000

Management of Historic Places (ML) J1L,36L,000 GMJ15,11L,000
EarthquakeGprone Heritage Buildings (ML) J2,EI0,000 201E/19 GM J6,9E6,000 2019/20

See p16 of attached "Kote Arts, Culture and Heritage"
Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga J13,E3E,000 201E/19 actual GM J1L,5EE,000 2019/20 budget
(increase 5.LN)
Beasons for Change in Appropriation
The increase in this appropriation for 2019/20 is mainly a result of the new policy initiative for Heritage
New Zealand Pouhere Taonga to maintain and improve heritage outcomes in the face of increasing
demand for its services nationally. In addition funding is provided to Heritage New Zealand for costs
associated with the acquisition and repurposing of heritage property.



Nigel Gilkison has produced a Heritage "Blue" Plaque promotional flyer (DFE) available to help with
your marketing.
You can order copies of the flyer by contacting Nigel at blueplaqueOhsitoricplacesaotearona.org.nD
In addition, Nigel has updated the documentation for the Heritage Plaques.
Email Nigel and he'll send you the link.
The documents areC
Genera& 'n$o #heet and Technica& 'n$o (ook&et)
There has been a pricing adjustment for bulk ordersC
*ne o$$ price $or one p&a+ue is sti&& ,-.00)00 (GST inclusive)
'$ /our order is inc&uded in a batch o$ 5 the price drops to ,-500)00 0G#T inc&usi1e2
Don’t forget as well a promoting your local heritage the Heritage Plaques are a great fundraiser for
HPA Membership Organisations as your Committee can earn a commission for everyone ordered.

Heritge “Blue” Plaque

Historic Places Mid Canterb�r�� Herita�e ��l�e� Pla��es �nstalled
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Welc��eȱ��ȱ�heȱj�i��ȱŘŖŗşȱc��fe�e�ceȱ�fȱȱ

Hi����icȱPlace�ȱA��ea��aȱa�dȱICOMOSȱNZȱ

ȱȱ

“The HeriWage of Changeµȱ
ȱ

Ne ȱZeala�dȱA��ea��aȱha�ȱ �ee�ȱ��chȱ cha�geȱ i�ȱ i��ȱhi����¢ȱ�fȱh��a�ȱ�cc��a�i��ǯȱȱ
Pe��leȱha�eȱ�e�i�dicall¢ȱa��i�edȱb¢ȱ�eaǰȱa�dȱi�ȱla�e�ȱ�i�e�ȱb¢ȱai�ǰȱa�dȱha�eȱ��difiedȱ
a�dȱada��edȱ�heȱla�dȱ��ȱ�hei�ȱlife��¢leǯȱȱȱ

Cha�geȱb�i�g�ȱ�e��i��ǰȱa�ȱ�e��leȱa�eȱf��cedȱ��ȱc��f����ȱ�e ȱidea�ȱ��ȱ�ech��l�g¢ǯȱȱTheȱ
�ea����ȱf��ȱ�he�eȱcha�ge�ȱa�dȱ�hei�ȱi��ac��ȱa�eȱ�a�iedǯȱ

ŘŖŗşȱ�a�k�ȱaȱ�ig�ifica��ȱa��i�e��a�¢ȱf��ȱ�heȱ�e��leȱ�fȱTai�¬ hi�iǰȱbei�gȱŘśŖȱ¢ea��ȱ�i�ceȱ
C��kȱ�adeȱ c���ac�ȱ i�hȱA��ea��aǯȱ ȱ Thi�ȱ la�d�a�kȱ e�e��ȱ ��igge�edȱ h�geȱ cha�geȱ Ȭȱ
���hi�gȱ ��ldȱe�e�ȱbeȱ�heȱ�a�eȱf��ȱ�heȱ�e��leȱ��ȱb��hȱ�ide�ȱ�fȱ�heȱe¡cha�geǯȱȱȱ

Thi�ȱe�e��ȱa�dȱh� ȱi�ȱi�ȱi��e���e�edȱha�ȱi��elfȱbee�ȱ�heȱ��bjec�ȱ�fȱ��chȱcha�geȱ��e�ȱ
�ece��ȱdecade�ȱȮȱ�lde�ȱ����ie�ȱha�eȱgi�e�ȱ a¢ȱ ��ȱ���eȱe�ligh�e�edȱa�dȱ �h��gh�f�lȱ
a����ache�ǯȱ

Cha�geȱc���i��e�ȱ��ȱe��l�eȱ i�ȱ�heȱhe�i�ageȱ�ec���Ǳȱcha�geȱi�ȱ i�f���a�i��ȱa�ailableǰȱ
cha�geȱi�ȱ�ech��l�g¢ǰȱcha�geȱi�ȱ���fe��i��alȱ��ac�iceȱa�dȱ�hil����h¢ǯȱȱThe�eȱcha�ge�ȱ
affec�ȱ ha�ȱ eȱd�ǰȱh� ȱ eȱd�ȱi�ȱa�dȱ����ȱi�����a��l¢ȱ h¢ȱ eȱd�ȱi�ǯȱ

Theȱ j�i��ȱ c��fe�e�ceȱ be� ee�ȱ HPAȱ a�dȱ ICOMOSȱNZȱ illȱ e¡�l��eȱ �a�¢ȱ �fȱ �he�eȱ
cha�ge�ȱa�dȱ�hei�ȱi��ac��ȱa�dȱi��lica�i���ǯȱ
ȱ

ȱ

ȱ

Programme overview 
 

Venue:ȱȱ
Waika�aeȱBeachȱS��fȱLife�a�i�gȱcl�b�����ȱ

ŘŞŘȱG�e¢ȱS��ee�ȱ

Gi�b���eȱ

 



 
 

Fridayȱ11ȱOctoberȱ
Middayȱ
1.00ȱ
1:15ȱ
2:30Ȭȱ5.30ȱ
6.00ȱ
8.00ȱ

Regi���a�i��ȱ
B��ȱ��ȱaȱ�a�aeȱa�ȱMa����keȱȱ
P� hi�iȱǭȱL��chȱ
Welc��eȱa�dȱKe¢���eȱS�eake��ȱ
S�cialȱe�e��ȱȱ
B��ȱ�e�����ȱ��ȱ�� �ȱ

ȱ
Saturdayȱ1ŘȱOctoberȱ

8.30Ȭ9.00ȱ
9.00Ȭ12.00ȱ
12.00Ȭ1.00ȱ
1.00Ȭ2.30ȱ
2.30Ȭ5.30ȱ
7.00ȱ

Regi���a�i��ȱǭȱc�ffeeȱȱ
Pa�e��ȱ
L��chȱ
AGM�ȱ
Field��i��ȱȬȱV�¢agi�gȱa�dȱFi���ȱE�c����e��ȱS���ie�ȱ
C��fe�e�ceȱdi��e�ȱ

ȱ
Sundayȱ1řȱOctoberȱ

9.00Ȭ10.00ȱ
10.00Ȭ10.30ȱ
10.30Ȭ12.00ȱ
12.00ȱ
ȱ
ȱ
2:00ȱȬȱ5:00ȱ

Pa�e��ȱ
M���i�gȱ�eaȱ
Pa�e��ȱ
C��fe�e�ceȱe�dȱ
ȱ
ȱ
Fi���ȱMee�i�gȱK��e��ȱh���edȱb¢ȱHi����icȱPlace�ȱTai�a hi�iǰȱ
heldȱa�ȱWaika�aeȱS��fȱLifeȱSa�i�gȱCl�bǯȱȱAllȱ elc��eǯȱ
ȱ
O�he�ȱ�e��leȱ�a¢ȱ i�hȱ��ȱ��a�elȱ��ȱT�lagaȱBa¢ǰȱab���ȱśśk��ȱ
����hȱ�fȱGi�b���eȱ��ȱ�eeȱ�heȱE�dea����ȱRe�licaȱa�dȱ
P�l¢�e�ia�ȱV�¢agi�gȱ akaǰȱ hichȱ illȱbeȱl�ca�edȱ�he�eȱa�ȱ
�a��ȱ�fȱ�heȱT�iaȱŘśŖȱC���e���a�i���ǯȱ
ȱ

ȱ

A deWaiOed SURgUaPPe iV beiQg deYeORSed aQd iQfRUPaWiRQ ZiOO be VeQW RXW aV VRRQ 
aV iW iV aYaiOabOe. 

ThiV SUeOiPiQaU\ fOieU iV WR aVViVW aWWeQdeeV ZiWh WUaYeO SOaQV; WUaYeO WR aQd fURP 
GiVbRUQe iV UeVWUicWed b\ OiPiWed fOighW aYaiOabiOiW\.  

ThiV eaUO\ QRWice Rf cRQfeUeQce daWeV aQd WiPeV iV WR eQabOe aWWeQdeeV WR Pake eaUO\ 
WUaYeO aQd accRPPRdaWiRQ bRRkiQgV. 



The Presenters B the HPA AGM Cwith HPA ExecD

James Blackburne HPA
President with Minister Hon
Iain Lees-Galloway

HPA AGM Sunday Heritage Coach Tour

Andrew Coleman CE HNZ, Stefan
Corbett Manager Heritage Policy MCH,
Matthew MacEay Policy Planner
Palmerston North City Council F James
Blackburne

Hon Nicky Wagner with
Mark Gerrard HPA Exec



Our previous issue included coverage of the Ministry for Culture and Heritage Survey on strengthening New
Zealand’s protection system for heritage buildings which was the first step by the new government in in
overhauling heritage policies. The findings of the survey which included nearly !"" responses were discussed in
a paper presented by Stefan Corbett# Manager Heritage $olicy at the Ministry at the recent Historic $laces
%otearoa %&M held at Caccia 'irch House in $almerston North. %part from the completed surveys received the
Ministry had also conducted several wor(shops in the ma)or cities where further input was received. Stefan
Corbett had also travelled to %ustralia to study heritage policies in the State of *ictoria. Stefan reported that#
+,espondents consistently reported that the Heritage NZ identification process is too slow and comple-# and that
local councils have insufficient capacity and guidance on how to best protect heritage buildings. The two
processes are not well integrated. .ormal mechanisms to prevent the loss of heritage buildings are generally
inoperative and seldom used. The most consistently raised to address these issues were the development of a
simplified listing process for Heritage NZ and a National $olicy Statement under the ,M%. The comple-ity and
lac( of centrali/ed information about the heritage system were ac(nowledged as significant issues# creating a
barrier for meaningful public engagement in the heritage system. &ood 0uality information and technical
assistance is hard or obtain. ,espondents regularly identified that creating an easily accessible# centrali/ed portal
of information would improve the awareness# understanding and opportunities for engagement in the heritage
system.1 There was concern about the cost of maintaining heritage buildings well targeted incentives are needed
to facilitate positive heritage outcomes. Management of crown owned heritage buildings is often poor and the
government needs to ma(e positive steps to lead by e-ample. 2ocal heritage protection policies vary
considerably around the country and e-amples mentioned were 3unedin where built heritage is actively
promoted while policies in 4nvercargill tended to be at the other end of the scale. 4n response to 0uestions Stefan
commented that the 0uestion of providing ta- write offs for strengthening earth0ua(e prone heritage buildings
has been referred to the Ta- 5or(ing &roup. He also mentioned that formulating a national policy statement on
heritage was not currently a preferred Ministry option on the grounds that policy statements tend to be slow and
costly to prepare and ultimately offer little statutory protection. He also commented that suggestions that there
should be an automatic lin(age between the Heritage NZ 2ist and local council district plan listings can raise
private property rights issues for building owners through regulatory restrictions that go with listing in a district
plan. The survey findings are due to be considered by the Minister before the end of the year and we await
finding out what interventions may be proposed to strengthen heritage protection in New Zealand.

%lso spea(ing at the %&M was local $almerston North M$# Minister Hon 4ain 2ees6 &alloway representing the
$rime Minister in her capacity as Minister for Culture and Heritage. He said that# +)ust last month# the $rime
Minister launched 7Our $lan’# which sets out the Coalition &overnment’s long6term priorities and the steps we
are ta(ing to build a modern and fairer New Zealand. One of the three pillars of 7Our $lan’ is 7Ma(ing New
Zealand proud’. % proud New Zealand is one that recognises and celebrates the value and uni0ueness of its
culture# its languages# its history# and of course# its historic buildings and places.1 He also mentioned The 2iving
Standards .ramewor( which incorporates other dimensions of living# focusing on the health of our people#
families# communities# and environment. +The &overnment is also using the Treasury’s 2iving Standards
.ramewor( to measure our success differently. The 2iving Standards .ramewor( brea(s wellbeing down into
four broad areas 8 social capital# human capital# natural capital and financial capital. Heritage places contribute
to all of these areas.1 However# +many heritage places in New Zealand contribute significantly to the tourism
economy# as well as the reputation and attractiveness of urban areas.1

Government Moves on Stronger Heritage Protection
Denis Harwood

The following text is a reproduction of a Historic Places Haw!es "ay #H" Heritage News#
newsletter article on the HPA A$% presentations by %inister &ees'$alloway and

(tefan Corbett %CH %anager Heritage Policy)

Denis Pilkington is a HPA !"ec Member and also the Historic Places Hawke’s #ay Committee.



Gouth and HeritageH Heritage New Zealand CHNZD will be looking to foster awareness of the
importance of Heritage to the younger generations.

HNZ Regional ServicesH The Regional AIces have been re-organised so are providing a Jrecreated
regional servicesJ. Their heritage decision making has been strengthened and they will be more
autonomous with less direct Antrim House involvement and overview. There is an expectation the
Regional AIces will be more proactive in their interactions. Andrew Coleman noted he is less
inclined to quantify rules and wishes to open up HNZ.

CommunicationsH The Social Media platform presence ie Facebook and Instagram will continue to be
developed. A “what is hot now” approach with 2KL updates a week is an aim.
Heritage and InsuranceH He observed the insurance Premiums are still rising. HNZ is working with the
Insurance Council and related parties.

Time Ball Station CLyttletonDH He outlined the work being done on recreating the tower and
mechanism.
LandmarksH He briefed that Minister Grant Robertson has responsibility for Landmarks Cas laid out in
LegislationD. An outline was given on progress in having the Mrst Landmarks being announced.

Tohu WhenuaH The reasons for the name change was outlined. CIt used to be called JlandmarksJ.D An
overview was provided in its role for telling stories. He briefed on the change and that HNZ will be the
primary driver. West Coat is on the list and there have been many approaches from Territorial
Authorities.
HNZ Grant to Historic Places AotearoaH Andrew announced a grant of $5000 to HPA.
His expectation is that HPA will use it to promote Heritage in the Community and its role. There is an
expectation of HPA having a higher proMle. In addition he expects more JsharingJ of Heritage events.
HNZ and Heritage Building AwnersH Communication with heritage building owners will be improved
and he HNZ mentioned Cat 2 CsupportingD on the HNZ List.

The Digital RealmH HNZ is currently assessing what could be a trial Featherston Nirtual Reality Project
CNRD. The RSA are part of the conversations. He observed that overseas sites CAmerican Wars and
BannockburnD which feature virtual worlds of what a site was, show the real potential of NR.
Andrew Coleman is personally supportive of the Heritage “Blue “ Plaque and asked for a formal
request seeking HNZ endorsement and he will refer it to the appropriate staff.

Andrew Coleman HNZPT CE B the HPA AGM
Mar� �errard

The following is a rough report ta!en form notes of the topics covered by
Andrew Coleman in his presentation to the HPA A$%

Mark Gerrard is on the HPA Executive and is
Chair of Historic Place Canterbury



Hon Nicky Wagner B the HPA AGM
The following text is ta!en from rough notes ta!en during the Presentation

Mark Gerrard.

The *pposition (po!esperson for Arts Culture and Heritage
stayed for the whole HPA A$% and

Presentations as well attending the evening dinner

Nick/ Wagner explained the National policy development has been broken down into three stagesC

First YearC Fistening (201E)
Second YearC Discuss (2019)
Third YearC Propose

There was an acknowledgement of funding constraints and protecting property rights. More
"collaboration" was put forward as an option for preserving heritage.

Heritage is part of an eco system and thus there is potential for collaborations and partnerships.
The approach of the presentation was that we should be positive on the opportunities for Heritage and
featured the following themesC

1. Giving more value to HeritageC e.g. Our young should be made aware of the values of our Heritage.
2. Positive reinforcement of HeritageC She cited the Canterbury Heritage Awards where Heritage is
celebrated as a positive. The Melanesian Mission is another success that should be widely celebrated.
3. Development of PartnershipsC
Working with local people.
Offshore (and internal) Tourism promotion opportunities.

Mark Gerrard is on the HPA Executive and is
Chair of Historic Place Canterbury

The National %ssessment ,M% $olicies and $lans9
Heritage $rovision :";< =HNZ$T ,eport>

Every three years HNZPT does a survey K assessment and releases a report on the RMA Policies and
Plans of the local authorities i.e. their District Schemes.
Gou can downland a copy of the latest report C2018D at the followingH
httpsHKKwww.heritage.org.nOKprotecting-heritageKadvocating-for-heritage


	ICOMOS AGM flier 2019

