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I 1rrRODUCTION. 

Scope, 

The decision to study the urban form ot 

Wanganui East, Gonville and Castlecliff (Plates 1,2 and 3) 

was made in 1968 after discussions with Mr. Ross, t he t hen 

Town Planner for t he City of anganui. The topic was 

ch osen r or two rea son s. It as felt t hat the res ult s 

could provide an insight into the evolution and n a ture 

of t he suburbs concerne d, which wou ld be of use to t he 

City Planners. In addition it allowed for study i n 

depth of concepts which appeared to be of considerable 

relevance not only to the geographer, but to the 

community a s a whole. 

The three su ·ur b s were se le~ted because t hey 

alone within tne pre "'ent Horo uL,11 of ; an_ ,rn ui haa ont. e 

existed a s separate towns (see AppendixA), and i t was 

t hought t hat because of t his t hey mi ght exhibit 

distinctive characteristics in t heir physical form. 

Thie hypothesis appeared to be supported by a preliminary 

investigation of the material available. Concomitant 

with this assumption and resultant :eypotheeia wae t he 

belief that it was in any caae important to examine and 

identify the elements of form in urban areas. It was 

felt that t he e, if inve tigated properly , could be 

helpful i n correcting so e of the problem inherent in 

the auburba, and 1n Ne Zealand town in general. 

1'h• Conctptual framework, 
Th following cone ptu 1 tr ework hae been 



deve loped for t his study . It is largely original and is 

based upon research results , but it has at the same time 

a clearly established ei'finity with the type of 

morphological study developed by geographers such as 

Dickinson. 1 

Urban areas may b e considered as ecological 

units 1n which there i s by definition a close relation­

ship between the various elements. These urban units 

or su~urba vary i n the size and complexity of t heir 

eleinents, and also i n the subtlety of the i nter-

rela tionshipa of these elements. The three suburbs 

under examination in this study are in these respects 

relativeLy small and simple. The urban unit has 

many characteristics, many elements. These for the 

s ake of simplification, and at the risk of over­

simplifi cation, may be organised into three fields; 

physical , social, and economic. 

Thi s study is concer ned pr ima ril y with an 

examination of t he physical characteristics of t he three 

suburban areas. More specifically its attention is 

directed towards an examination of their morphological 

structure. Five elements have accordingly been selected 

tor investigation. 

(1) 

(11) 
(111 ) 

(iv) 
(v) 

The pattern of t he original subdivision 
of land. 

Development ot the street system. 

Growth of t he population. 
The spatial evolution of buildings. 

The essential character!etica of the baalc 
unit of the euburbe, the house. 

The above are not considered to be the awn total of all 

2 

the elements, but it 1a felt that they are among the aoat 



important underlying the form of the euburba. Other 

elements such as natural features, open space, transport, 

commercial and industrial uses are also referred to. 

The study takes the following form: 

(i) An investigation of the historical evolution 

of the elements which have given rise to the urban 

landscape. 

(11) An examination of thia landscape, based upon 

a synthesis of the elements. 

The Morphologi cal St udy ; A General StatementL 

There are a number of ways in whic h the city 

may be consldered. One of the most import.ant of these 

conc~ptual approaches sees 'function' and 'form' as the 

two essential factors in the delineation of urban areas. 

The problem of the geographer asserts Dickinson, "is to 

d~termine .ot only the di stinctive functions of urban 

settlement, but also how its elements are arran ;ed in 

r ela tion to ,3 cil o ther , ana t 1 the streets ana placea,112 

or iu other words th~ nature of its morphological 

structure. 

The weight of literature in the field of urban 

geography indicate that there have been any more 

functional than orpholog1cal studlea. This imbalance 

and neglect haa been reoognJsed b~ Collins who ha stated: 

0 very little ore 1 known about the present 
day compoai tion, function, and morphology ot 
towns, than 1 known about the anci nt cities. 
Little progress haa been made in establishing 
definitive t chnlqu a, let on laws which 
atand th test of universal application. 
Furthermor most pres nt day studi es are 
de criptiv rather than interpr tive, and 
tail to explain the dynam1ea of human 
evolution!' 3 

3 



If this last criticism is true o~ this thesis, it 1a 

very possibly because the recency of the field (claimed 

by Collin hi self) has not permitted the development 

of a s ati sfactory descrip tive methodology, upon which 

to base more sophiatica ted interpretive work. Thie 

being s o f ur tner de s criptive wor-1£ oi' this Jtind is 

highly sir ble , and i n dee d i a pr e re qui s i te f or 

such i nter pr etive st~dy . 

One f ur the r viewp oint express ed by Coll ins is 

orthy of canGider a tlon . It i s only when the geographer 

can come to grips with t he urban microcosm that he can 

h ope t o arrive a t any significant c oncluoion a rega rding 

th·' .1~ta:'c ')f to n.:; . ?J uch of t he essence of the f orm 

...,f l.1 "b ... cit, i~s ..:ao be expl ai11ed by exwni ninu emal 1. 

,1r .;..11 ar0a"" . .:.. xtcnsivc · tudie o · larG are o 1.n the 

past ·1,1ve of ten inv1 ted superfic i ali t ' . Thu s i nvestig­

ati on of thre e small areas euch a s ~anganui East, 

Gonville, and Castlecliff, provide s an o~p ortunity f or 

much nee ded study 1n depth. 

An Approach to the M2n>ho1os1ca1 stud:f.L 
The methodological tramework of thi study 1a 

based on t he typ ar orphological tudy postulated by 

D1ck 1.neon, ho state that the geographical etud,y of 

urban a ttl nt is cone r n d with our main prob l ems. 4 

(1 ) The p aical and cultura1 conditions 

involved 1n the or1g1.D o~ aettlemente. 

(11) The r action of the nucleu in ita tunctional 

and morphological d Telopaent to historical eT nte. 

(111) The lU'e and organisation of the settlement 

Tiewed areally , both s a whole, and with respect to 

4 



differentiation s within it. 

(iv) The interrelationships between the settlement 

and its surrounding territory . 

The investigation of the first three of these 

problems, is the central concern of this thesis. Ae it 

ie morphological in nature, the study is log ica lly 

concerned more with the physical than the specifically 

cultura l conditions of urban areas. It should not b e 

forgotten howeve r t hat t hey ar e a direct expre s s ion of 

t he ch aracter and pere inality of t he socie ty which 

built them. As such t hey will at points in t he t hesis 

sug gest wi der implications of a social and economic 

nature. 

.1.' he rea c t i on of t he nucleus to historical 

events, and t e or ganizat ion of settlement v i e wed 

areal ly , are f euture s fundament al to an unde r st anding 

of t he pr esen t orm of' urban areas . he map s i ncluded 

in thi s study dep icting t he chan ~i n._: spatial dist rib­

utions and general growth of build i ngs t hrough time, 

are thus of vital importance. 

he study o aettla ents both ae e whole, and 

with respect to dift rentiat1one within them, needa 

elucidation. Th.is atuey 1a directed towarda the 

examination ot three suburbs, which ay be regar de d as 

aub-eyeteme, and hence i n tegral parts of on l a r ger 

ayetem. Although the e aub- t ms aJ' tre te 1nd1v1d­

ually, it ie 1.raportant to reme ber tbat they are a gmenta 

oz a larger unit. 

5 

Th re remains one turther 1aauo which should 

not be forgotten. In deciding to divide these urban areaa 



into two aspects, functi onal and morphological, 1t 1a 

realised t hat t hey are i ntimately interrelated. They 

are part of an ecological unit , which is i n t he phi l ­

osophical sense .2!lll• 

The Problem of the New Zeala11d CiiY, 

Studies of this t ype ar e often motivated by 

the presence of problems which because of their magnitude 

require urgent solutions. The three suburbs included in 

this study however, in line with moat New Zealand cities, 

cannot be said t o be in a serious c ondition. On the 

other hand they appear t o cont a i n a number of Jnfavour able 

attrib 11te s , which 1!' not corrected soon may provide the 

bas i s for r'utur e pr oblems of t he kind (if not t he mag­

nitude) fac i ng many of the c iti e s of the world. 

Fox st ates t hat to function well a city must 

deal with change. "The population explosion, t he growth 

of industry, t he development 01· ti1c; ~,ri vate motor car," 

and other as soc iated fac tor s (which include t he burgeoning 

of t he quB-rt~r acr e uect1on , the chain wide str eet, and 

the bungalow) , hav@ 1nitiatea ra[>id ch.an0 e , ru1d have 

"weakened the design and logic o'f citiee."5 . Suburban 

sprawl , ongendered by growing affluence, and the 

development o'f cllape~aed units, has acquired as associated 

teaturea, tbe breakdown ot community and neighbourhood 

lite. Thie has rai sed the question of whether the present 

pattsrn of suburban form• based o.tten on ditreront 

principles f or a di.t'terent age is suitable tor today and 

6 

tor t he tuture. Examination of urban :torm, and the prooesa­

es which have given rise to it , may provide i mportant 



clues for the future. 1Uthough New Zealand towns are 

young, the past is clearly and indelibly stamped on them. 

They ar e as subject to obsolescence as any cities else­

where in the wor ld, i11deed local b ody litigation and 

dwindling c lt./ centra s are already features of ".New t ealand 

lire . 

GeographY and Planning, 
There is an obvious although not necessarily 

a clearly defined relationship between geography and the 

field of planning, and more specifically in terms of this 

thesis between geography and town planning. 'fhe study of 

the morphology of an urban area ill ustrates this relation­

ship, for 1 t draws on material from both fields of know­

ledge . Z.ett.er s t ates t hat t he Geographer and t he 1'own 

Pl a.nner are both concerned with man's phy sical envlron­

ment6 a satisfactory summation, providing t hat he does 

not mean primarilY concerne d , His statement does i n any 

case highlight one area in which I.he two di sciplines 

meet and overlap. The morphological study concerned ae 

it is with the physical structure of urban areas, 1s one 

ot t he ways the Geographer cnooses to appr a ise the 

surface of the earth, as t he habitat of man. The Town 

Planner on t he other hand studies t he physical form of an 

urban area as one of the important (perhaps~ moat 

important) 1nd1cea by which he can plan both tor the 

present and tor the tuture. '!'hey share 11 teral..17 a 

COllDlon 'area' ot interest, although their conceptual 

T1ewpo1n\a and the torcee which mot1Tate thea are clltterent. 

7 



8 

Footnotes. 

1 • Dickinson, 1959, 20-24. 

2. , 1959, 20. 

3. Coll i n s, 1965, 215. 

4. Dick i nson , 1959 , 12. 

5. Fox, 1964, 1. 

6. Zetter, 1966, 270.. 



CJIAPTBR 1 

THE SUBDIVISION OF LAND, 

11 In t .n nt1re procee o:t' c1 ty gro t.n 
there ie no step more critica l than the 
orig nal subci.1 vision a r 't\' l ru:...d. o a 
considerable exten t t he size and shape 
of the lots, the street aye~em that 1 
provided, and the general character of 
land planning, determine the use to 
which the land is to be permanently put. 
The character o t he neighbourhood ia 
largely established by the way 1n which 
the land is subdivided. Furthe:rmore 
there 1e little chance to orfeet or 
re edy the mistakes :for once the 
lots have been sold-off-into individual 
ownereru.p, reylanning anct re-eubdivi ion 
become virt11ally impracticable. The 
sub dividers t ht:m 1·t:: the city b ullddrs. 111 

Thi chapter is directed towards an i nvesti gation 

of the development of legislation governing the partit­

ioning of land, the growth of subdivision in the three 

suburbs, and finally an assessment of the present nature 

of eubdiviaion, particularly in terms of section size, 

shape and general au1tab111ty for living. 

The 1.nt'luence of the lot on living is worthy of 

furt her clar1f1 a tion . It woul d be a truism to at lite t hat 

many of t he ills t ha t affect humanity arise rom their 

improper surroundings. New Zealand society baa a number 

of ills of a psychological and sociological nature. The 

tendency ot segments ot the auburban housewife population 

to diapla7 aympto a ot neuroa1a baa been highlight d 1n 

rec nt literatur a on exampl of thia. 2 One of the 

factors g1T1ng riae to probl a of th1 ind, • well be 

the organiz tion of aection, here a .ct1one are 

monotonou 11 aligned race-on to long 11 a of r ig 1t 

etr 2 ta, aa opposed (for ex ple) to the intimat clustering 

of aect1ona in cula-de-aac, oommunie tion m117 be reduced 



to a minimum, and in some cases cease to exist. 

Thie throws a considerable responsibility 

upon the early surveyors. A number of the conclusions 

that are drawn 1n this chapter reflect critically upon 

these men . It is acknowledged however that their work 

should be J Ud~ed within the technology of the day. 

While que stioning the s uitability of some of t heir 

principles i n the 1960's, it is a ppr eciated tha t they 

were well trained, t heir work was onerous, and that 

many worked under serious disadvantages. As the succeeding 

pages demonstra te they pl ayed a vitally important role 

in the development o! the morphological structure of 

these t hr ee suburbs. 

The Pri ncL;le Methoa s of Sllbgiv ision, 

I n New Zealand a s i n the United St a t es of 

America two general forms of survey were developed . The 

first wa s the p lanned settlement laid out by surveyors 

acting for the government, or for private persons, and 

the second was the selection before survey 1n which 

private individuals were allowed to determine the bound­

aries 0 1· their holdings, a procedure which led to irreg­

u l arly ah.ape d sections and administrative confusion. 3 

The 1842 Rur§l Subdiy1a1ona, The Wanganui Town Belt 

with its rigid geometric grid struc ture is a good example 

o't the planned settlement (figure 1). The early maps, 

ot which tigure 2 1a a tn,ical example, ahow that aa 

well aa planning the town, the surveyors laid oft rural 

aubd1v1s1one 1n Wanganui East and OonTille, although 

there is no evidence that thia happened in Caetleclitt. 

These fir s t subdivision s, designed as t hey were for a 

10 



PART OF A MAP OF THE COUNTRY 
\ 

SECTIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF WANGANUI (1842-1843) 
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quite different type of landuse, have had a distinct 

influence on the form of the two suburbs. An investigation 

of the early lot boundaries in Wanganui East {compare 

figures 1 and 3) reveals that although the subdivision 

system (and the street system) is primarily a grid one, 

the angle of both alters markedly along the boundary 

between lots 63/64 and 77. This difference is seen if 

the s ections in Duncan Street a.nd J ones Street are compared. 

similar c omparison can be made b e twee:i JBllicoe Stree t 

in lot 77 and Patapu Street in lot 89 . 

A very distinctive morphological structure 

s i tuated between t he boundary of lots 77/89 and the railway 

is also highlighted on this map . In this area the sub­

division t:L."lu street syste, .. s are aligned o. t an angle quite 

di 1 eren t 1 rom any ot ' t he adja.(..en t areas . I ndeed 1 t would 

almost !:ippcur :;i s i1 this · rea was or1c..:· 1nall y p art of a 

p l an covering a much l ur ger area , but that t 11s part alone 

has survived crudely terminated at it s boundaries. 

The form or Gonville has also (although to a 

lesser extent) been inrluenced by the 1841 subdivisions. 

on either aide ot Carlton Avenue, which was once the 

boundary between the Borough and Gonville Town Board, the 

aub41v1aion and treet e,yatema are at variance in t heir 

alignment. On the Borough ide the lota are generally 

aligned north eat - south west, while in Gonville t hey 

ar aligned north west - south east. A furt her contrast 

1n the alignment or aubd1v1aiona ia to be observed on 

either aide or Kin.ga Avenue, another earl1 boundaey. On 

the eastern aide the sections tend to be aligned north west 

- south east, while on the western aide the orientation 1a 
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closer to •eat-east. 

The north-south boundaries of the early sub­

divisions do not app ea r ho ever to have exerted any great 

influence on the prese;i_t lot system. On the c ontrar y 

while the early subdivisions tend to lie 1n a north eouth 

-eat west grid, the lot sy stem along with the street 

system cuts aeroas it in a north west - south east pattern. 

Selection betore surve1, Some 30 to 40 years later the 

subdivision of land for urban purposes waa aet in motion 

1n the thrtte suburbs. This would appear to haTe been 

carried out by the second main proceea, selection before 

survey. Nowhere in the evidence considered is there 

refer ence to plans of t he se settlements, although there 

are repeated r eferences to extant plans of the Town Belt. 

Indeed i~ there had been plans, it is likely that their 

effective implementation would have been considerably 

reduced, and possibly nullified by the fact that they 

experienced their growth wider three quite separate local 

bodies. ~ur ther more the f irst of t hese, the County, 

had s omething of a nati onwide reputation at t he time for 

avoiding its respon ibility towards urban minorities with­

in ite largely rura1ly-or1entated area. 4 Thua it' one 

det'inea "irregularity" aa deT1a"t1on from the geoaetric 

g1d tn,e, both anganu1 :&aat and OonTille diaplay quite 

41at1nct1Te 1rregular1t1ea 1n teraa of thei.r aub41v1a1onal 

boundari a, which, •• indicated b7 the cad.aatral aap 

NZJI 16 (Town Seri a), are aligned on the who1e with the 

atr et trontag s. The areaa encircle cm t p proTid 

eT1 ence of this (figur 3) . The aame cannot be a id ot' 

Caatleclitt, ita geometric structure 1a a1moat aa rigid 

14 



as that o the Town elt. T~is does not h owever imply 

t hat it wa s planned. It could as effectively be argued, 

(as Smailea baa ac lal.owledged5), tht:at the grid structure, 

paralleling es it does the coastline, is in effect a 

'factor' of t hat coastl i ne. 

15 

The maj ori t ..r of the se ctions in the three suburb a as 

far as t heir i nter nal structure is concerned cannot be 

describe as irregular. D spite the fragmentat i on 

i nherent in the selection before survey most are (and 

here there i s a mucl1 closer affinity with the Town Belt) 

either rectangular or close derivatives of thet type. 

Furthermore, given that t hese sections are primarily 

rectangular, one would hes itate to argue a s De Vries 

appears to imply that rectangula r means regula r, and that 

a.nythin6 else 1s irregular and cont'used. Too often 

successive r cr'eti tlon o t he rectangular sect1 vn a r d 

stree t b loc l..:. 1rovide s on l.; monotony . I r:-eguJ.ari t y if 1 t 

is plann e d 1:1.:i d positive c a n provide t J,at varie ~y which is 

t he s ~uff of life , and t he excitement of the old cities of 

Europe. 

Les1a1at1on ooyerning the §ubdiy1e1on or Land. 

The Land et 1810, The first specific item of 1eg:islation 

to have affected t he urban aubdivie1on pattern was t h e 

Land Transfer Act of 1870. Thi Act re quire d that where 

land as being subdivided for sale in allotments t he 

proprietor uat produce a map showing all roada, streets, 

paaaag waya, aquare, and reserves aet aside tor public uae. 

While en uring that the e ~ct1ona were cater d tor, at the 

ea.me tille it foatered d1acontinuit7, tor aectiona were 

al1owed to eTolTe 1n fragmented segments, rather than as parts 
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of a larger planning system. 

The Plan of Towns Regulation Bill 1875 , This bill 

included a re qui rement t hat a plan of the town be prepared 

before the sections were sold. It t hus demonstrated that 

at least some people in New Zealand saw the need for 

planning though Rose comments that the Bill was virtually 

limited to the extension of towns on to Crown Land. Thus 

t his f ar-sigh t ed measure probably exerted very litt l e influ­

ence on t ne three suburbs, which could have benefitted 

gre tly from such an act if we ll administered. 

The Health Act 3867, The 1867 Hea lth Act gave Local 

Aut horities power to prescribe by-laws defining the 

minimum area of land on which a dwelling could be erected 

and the minimum space allowed around buildings. While it 

is not known how specif ically legislation of this type 

affected the suburbs, it does demonstrate tha t important 

planning principles were in the public eye . The ac t is 

illustra tive of one of t h e moat difficul t p roble,:i s t hat 

has confronted p l an..'1 i ng in New Zea l .:::i.nd . It was permies i ve, 

and ae a result few Local Auth orities took step s to carry 

out its recommendation. Nevertheless the tact that no 

section 1n any ot the three suburbs ie leas than 16 perches, 

auggeata that acts of this type exerted at least an 

indirect influence. 

The Land Act ,szz, Thie Ac t, was probably the only 

legislative attempt to relate dire ctly the r a tio of 

trontage to depth 1n lot dimensions.Section 40 tatea 

"all sectiona ahal.l as far as t he t atur • 
ot the countr~ will per it, be ot a 
r ctangular form and when t'ronting a 
road, riTer, l ake, or the aea, be ot a 



depth not less than twic e the length 
of the frontage 116. 

As a result of legislation of this nature, 

upwards of 90 per cent of the sections 1n the three 

suburbs are basically rectangular, and generally conform 

to the specification s of front a ge an d depth. 
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The Land A t 1885, The 1885 Land Act wa s paoaed to control 

s pecifically t he subdivision of l and for building purposes 

i n rural areas . Thus the surveyor was called on to prepare 

schemes of subdivision for land offered in urban lots by 

farmers . But "as there was no zoning there was however 

no master plan for an areai•7 The surveyor could only 

create a pattern of roads and sections within the limits 

of hie individual rural block. If the land was of easy 

grade he would gener ally lay off roads in a new s ubdivisi on 

in a ~rid f orn to corres~ond wit h t he r ect ·nGul~r r ural 

bloca , and t he neighbouring urban pattern. Roads t hen 

replaced t he old boundary fences. Thus the pattern of 

rural blocks was faithfully reproduced 1n the new pattern 

or landuae. These provisions of the Act, and the method 

of subdividing land associated with it, were both ot very 

great importance i n the evoluti on of subd1v1sional form 

within the suburbs. Togethe r they explain the discont­

i nuous nature of subdivision and t he predominance of the 

geometric grid torm. 

A further prov1a1on of the Act stated that 

where aubd1v1a1on was on hilly terrain, the ro da were to 

be irregular to au1 t the topography. Here again a 

proT1aion ot the Act can atill be clearly observed toda¥. 

Baatla Hill in Wanganui East tor example ha a road pattern 



wb1ch was des! ed to suit tho topography. 

The Period 1890-1930. The period between the Land Act 

of' 1885 and 1930 b y which time most of t h e l and lrn d been 

subdivided 1n the subur"t s, was characterised by increasing 

demands for effective legislation governing the aubd1v1aion 

of land. The surveyors were in the vanguard of t hie 

agit ation , although for t hem pl anning probably meant little 

more than su~div1si on. Never far £rom t he core of t his 

problem was t h ~ question of the r e l a tive righ t s of t he 

i ndividua l on t "1e one hand , and the community on t he ot her. 

Ross c oncludes t ha t "in the f a ce of t h e individuals 

apparently sacred right to do what he liked with hie 

property, t he community bowed and paid t he price.118 
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In view of the above it appears legitimate to state 

that during t his eriod, even after the Town Planning 

Ac t 1926, which is generally held to have been ineffective, 

there wa s no sound body of planning l aw effect ively 

c .ntrol l i ng subdivisi on . Indeed, des.9 1 te t he mo 1.mt i ng 

awareness of the nee d for town planning in the first t hree 

decades of the twent ieth century, culminat ing in t he Town 

Planning Act or 1926 , the notion ~ the city as an organic 

unit would seem to have been lacking. It may be concluded 

that the only really aupriaing tat about the tirat 80 year 

of legi lation (1840-1920) was t hat the standard or develop­

ment of individual lots remained a high a it did. 

Unfortunately t he Local Authorities didn't have t he qua.nt1ty 

or quality of st tt to implement t he existing legislation. 

But 1n any case "however good the legislation might have 

been the endemic• akn a, or the Local Bodies would have 

rendered it 1nef:t'ect1ve 11p}eas the coqunWlit:v had been 



excited by 1t,"9 

khe Re sul tant Forro of Subdivis i on ~n tJle Subqrbs, 10 

'!'he Import '¼ nee of t l1e It has b een 
~-

cl aimed ; thdt "a compar ison of the or iginal plan of t he 

t owns and their suburban ___ environs shows the very 

interest ing correlat ion b~tween the s treet pa t tern of 

the modern town beyond t he original c ore , a nd the ori ginal 

rura l or suburban al l otments . "11 Th is 1t i s held, can be 

seen clearly ~r em the ea s t ral maps p rodu~ed b~ t ~e 

Dep rtme t of LanJ ~ and Durv :;J ( aer ies ... :-:•s 1 77) w 1.., c 

show t .e 0 ri giJ1c..1. l -· urvey 1 ounL l::\I'ic G. h 

t hat t l e same g~omet r i c outlines hav t:. been impose J. un 

the moder n l ands cape de spite the fact t hat t he l anduee 

of t he area has changed comple t ely from rural t o urban 

i n char acter. In ot he r words t he f unction of the area 

has c hanged but t he earlier fo rm has remained. 

1here p~e ars howe ve r to be l i ttle T1sual 

correlation betwe n the or i g:nal ubdivi eions ae shown 

on NZt' S 177 and t.11e present strevt sy ateni of tr..e ee t hree 

suburb s . It on t he other hand t he b oundari e s of the 

origi nal subdivisions, shown by the heavy black line on 

the caaa tral map NZ S 16 (Town Series) are compared 

with the present street ayatem, a very striking correlation 

ia obaerT ble. Th original subdiviaione have, with not 

many exc ptiona, rem 1ned to prortde th ba 1a for the 

street eyet 

cadaetr l 

thesis. 

• Thie lea a one to auapect that t h e wrong 

rial n ber ay have been stated 1n De Vrie • 

Thie correlation do a not h ow ver mean that 

19 



subsequent development followed the pattern sugge sted by 

the map sho ing the growth of original subdivisions. 

Comparison of' this map (figure 4) ith those showing the 

gro th o! buildings (figures 12 to 20 ) , demonstrates 

that a number of early subdivisions have never been 

developed. Parts of Baet1a Hill in Wanganu1 East first 

ubdivided bet'ore the turn ot' the century perhaps aa a 

result of land speculation have still to this day never 

been ta.~en up. But it is interesting to note, t ha t even 

i n thes~ areas t he r oad system i s still closely aligned 

to the pattern of origi nal subcivisi on . 

There is r a ther le s evidence to indicate 

20 

hether or not the p resent boundaries of individual 

sections, are the original ones. It is well known that 

within some original subdivisions, the individual sections 

have been re-subdivided, more than once, so that they now 

bear little resemblance to the original pattern. There 

are however some reasons to believe that moat 01· the 

present lots may be t ne products 01· t.ne ori , inal sub­

divisions. 

It i Jtnown that the subdivision of land 1n the 

suburbs quickly gathered momentum a.tter th firat ub-

di vision in anganu1 Eaat in 1876. 1 th th exception ot 

a large block ot' land ubd1v1ded 1n Caetlecllt:f in 1883, 

the bulk of this occurred 1n the period 1896-1924. It is 

known too t the ajor population increa al o took 

place in hi period. Gonville gre fro 1 to LO per cent 

of its pre ent popul t1on in the period 1886-1924, while 

Caatlecllft in the p riod expanded fro 2 to W.,. per 

cent. Figur tor anganu.1 Eat are available only UI> to 
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1911. In t hi s period (1886-1911) the po~ulation of 

Wanganu1 East rose from 2-28 per cent of its present 

population. The graph {tigure 8) demonstrating the 

increase in building in the period 1911-1924 in Wanganui 

East suggests that it also had between 40 and 50 per cent 

of its presen t popul at i on by the end of thia period. The 

concentrati on of t :1e bul k or origi nal subdivision into a 

period in which these suburbs acquired n ot far sh ort of 

half of their present population a1so sugge ate that much 

of the land muet have been t aken up on the b aei e of the 

original subdivisions. 

Section Size, The lots in these suburbs (see Table 1) 

arc char acterise d by u.11.iformity in size, a condition 

wriich s _ ems to be general t !'.l.roug."1.out New Zeul :in.d . •)ver 

90 per (.;e'1t c f t 1le occ 1.:,:· ied residen ti !:! secti on s ::. re 

bet wee:- one-te nth :inc. t v- f'ifths ~f an ;3.cre ( 16 i ~ £4 

perches) in size . The r 8~ge is actually much leas t han 

this as most of t he 90 per cent lie wi~~in a range 

extending from slightly less than one-fti'th up to one­

quarter of an acre. 
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There is a widely accepted viewpoint 1n circ­

ulati on in the community t hat t he average ee ~tion is one­

quarter of an acre {40 perches) i n size . It ori g i n is 

not clear , but it probably arose "because it was a 

convenient way ot dividing up an acre , and ~thing larger 

might have led to speculation s it did in ellington. "1 2 

It would eeem however that the quarter ere cult, a it 

ha come to be known, la something ot a aian011er in these 

auburbe aa 1nt1< ed it is tor UlJ' ew Zealand auburba. The 



TABLE I 

·rzE , APP wx1"" .. H.'.L ... P ...... l ,C!!i1.Yl'AG~ ors·1'Ri bu1r ,N BY Fn'E AREAL CATEGORIES , 

One-t nth o:f an a cre or less 

( 0-1 6 pe re a ) 

On -tenth to one-f1f'th of b.ll a cre 

(exclua1ve) 
(16-32 perches ) 

One-tifth of an acre 
(.32 perches) 

One-tit'th to two-f it'ths or an acre 

( clu i ve) 
(32-64 perches) 

T1ro-f1t't hs of an acre or over 

( ove r 64 per e) 

Total. 

'fianganui East, 

44. 0 

36.o 

1 oo.o 

Source: Calcu1at1ons baaed on subdivisions in Figure 1. 

Gonville, castlec11tt, 

0.2 4.9 

21 .s 2.3. 2 

36.4 22.5 

36 . 5 46.1 

5.4 

1 oo.o 100.0 



average section size ia nearer one-firth of an acre, 

the size which is generally held to be the real national 

average. 

Few sections li e outside the one-fifth to two-

f'ifths con tinuu.m . There a~e nevertheless two such 

c a tegories wort hy of note. ,;.1, out 5 per cent or' t he lots 

i~ C~stlecli.ff ure cons iderably smaller than the average, 

many being not more than o."'le-'tenth of an acre in size 

although none are smaller. ra:n:s of these are located 

a1ong Seaf'ront Road, and are co .u only the ai tea of small 

seaside dY1ellings . 

I n Gonville, and to a lesser extent in ~astleclitf' 

there re a ,f;r·:>'.lp of secti o:as which are cons1derucl y 

lar,ce r t h&.rl th others. Those in G-onville te.nd. to ,.1 e 

concer,trated irl t :. c olC:.er ~::,art or: tha subur and s ci:e 

contair. large villas sugg~st·ng t h~t t~ey ·ere o~ce the 

more af fluent areas. In astlecliff the larger sections 

do not exhibit any part icul arly distinguishing qualities, 

a part f r o~ one gro~~ on the coast in Upper Karaka Street, 

hicl. c: :r:t i n hi6h f;rade .• ouses and ere bought !'or 

e l ev· t.i _-r. ar.a view. 

Section Shape, The possibilities for variation in 

section shape are very limited, particularly with the 

curr nt c ittment by the community to traditional 

pr1.nc1pl a.nd ethod ot ubdiv1 ion. Ae a result Ne• 

Zealand suburban lot are even ore repetitive and predict-

ble in terms of shape than 1n aiz. 

The ajority of the aectiona have a basically 

rectangular shape. Many of the variations from this tol'lll, 

retain two or three straight ai~ sand 90° angles at their 



corners. Thus not more than 4 per cent of the lots in 

Wanganui East can be said to di f fer from the rectangular 

in any important way, and t here are less 1n Gonville and 

Caatlec l if:f'. 

The two mo st i~portant v ar iati 0n s a re the c uls­

de- sa c secti 1ns , which ,1re often of necessity i rreg,1l ar 
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i n or der to f it the .ghysical d i mens10ns of· the s tree t, and 

the small mlnori t y of l ots wh i ch are bounded by natural 

.Ceat ures , such as t he sections backing on to Matarawa 

Stream i n Wanganui East {figure 1). All of t hese how­

e ver, except for t he cU]s-de-sac which are 1n s ome waya 

engender ed by the search for diversity , ar e variations 

which h..3vc been forced by circumstances . It i s significant 

t hat t he 3e sect i .;ns ret'...iin where possible t heir r ..:c -c e.1igular 

p r opert l0s . 

It is i mport a.1t to n ote that re~t a"'lg ·.1lar 

s ecti jn s are not i n t he~se l ves to be condemned. They are 

t he most simple for m known to man . But when they are 

a pplied 1n a.n unmodi f ied gr i d over l a r ge area s t hey give 

rise to j ustifiab l e c:l'la r Jes of dull ness and mon otony . The 

widely ~r ~1alent view that t hey are the most eff icient and 

economi c for1.0 .:tnow:i, is open t :> que stion . It le spuri ous 

t o a r gue t hat t he most i mp ortant economic r e t urn 1a a 

fiscal one. Be auty and comfort surely haTe their Talue too. 

Alternative types ot aubdiviaion may be leas profitable, 

but ta!" more aeathetlcally desirable. 

Subd1yiaion in R;cent t11ea, The basic structure and torm 

of aubdiv1sion 1n the auburba was established early in their 

history, and subsequent aubdiviaion has tended to be a 

con tinuation of much t he same procedure. It 1s most 



un:t'ortunate as Dart has observed that the emphasis 

continues to be on the development of individual sites 

ror sale, because the detached house is the moat 

difficult to plan for, NeTertheless it eeeme that the 

detached house will be with the community for a long 

time, and consequently , so will the individual section. 

Professor Kenne dy t he recently retired head of the 

Depart ment of Town Pl anning a t Auckland University, has 

stated publicly that he can see no great harm in the 

detached house per se . Indeed it has been de onstrated 

that if New Zealand euburbe had a population density 

equivalent to those of the suburbs of Mount Albert or 

Devonport in Auckland, the population of New Zealand 1n 

1963 could have been f1 tted into a circle with a 

d1ameter of only 24 miles. 13 

I n re cent time s with the introduction of controls 

to govern s ub di vision , there has been a swing fr o,r one 

extreme to the other - from a laissez-faire to a more 

rigid policy. Daish and Austin claim that subdivisions 

today are dictated by stringent regulationa, which appear 

· to be applied with little thought. They assert, a little 

too strongly, that moat subdivisions ttare carried out in 

maes developmen ts, t he bulldozer being used to carve out 

a aaximwn number of aectiona, leaving t he area with a 

minimum number of uch important attributes aa treea. 1114 

The laat tew years haTe nevertheless witneaaed 

in a amall, but increasing number of subd1v1eions, a 

aoTeaent away rrom bu1ldoaer tactiaa, towards the preaer­

Tation ~ th beat aapeeta of the natural enTironaent. 

Houaea built lrs>YDA e.xiating tree a are one example of th1a 

trend, In this respect a more acceptable policy would be 



the recognition of the qualities of a locality by 

designing a minimum standard which would emphasize its 

individuality. But the 'mechanistic' approach to the 

p artitioning of land, a s effected in most subdivision 

standards and requirements now in operation, is i ncapable 

of producing sat i sfactory results. Ther e are i n t he se 

suburbs f ew exampl es where the quality o :f' t he s i te i n 

i t s widevelope d s t ate, has been enhance d by the process 

of urbanization . 

Conclusions, 

It has been a char acteristic of New Zealand and 

Australian t owns t hat t heir outward growth ha s until 

r ecently been hapha z ·_.r d ana spasmodic. Event s i n t h e se 

three Sllburb s a r e ther efore r ecogn isable as part of a 

much wi der patt e r n . A pat t ern cna r acterise d by t he f act 

tha t when t here wa s a. demand :for more urban secti ons, t he 

fortunate owners of rural l and next t o t he urban frontier 

s old t heir blocks one by one as t he profitable opportunity 

presented itself. Thus one returns to t he point, that 

f rom the earliest days of organised settlement the layout 

and development of urban and rural lands bas been in t he 

hands of t he surveyors and the landowner, for whom they 

acted. 

It i s r ecognised that t he se s uburb s were planned 

aome time before the a dvent of motorised transport, so that 

those reSJ)onaible could have bad no great notion of the 

fora that was to be required atter ita introduction. 'l'he 

grid pattern ia, and has for some time, conaequently 

provided complex planning problems typical of the c1 tiea 

of t he a dvanced world. The three suburbs are alreaey 



beginning to experience some of the problem crippling 

the big ci t iea, t'or example suburban sprawl, traffic 

dift·1cul ti e a and urban decay. 

The early surveyors who plann ed t e town s, 

probably did not consider that t hey might also be setting 

the pattern for suburban gro th beyond the central core. 

But determine it they did, if unwittingly. The surveyor 

strongly influenced the form of residential areas, while 

pr eparin; t n· land or comple t ely different function. 
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10. Limitations in t h e data . 

Dwellers; a 
strange Environment. 

Two inadequacies 1n the available data make it 

d1fr1cult to draw valid conclusions regarding the nature 

ot subdiv1e1on, and its effect on urban form. A number of 

t he records a the early s ubdivisions ar mi 1ng. The 

areas so concerned have t herefore been classified 

'netaile unknown ' i n fi gure 4. 

It 1a gener lly held that the conventional 

ethod by which urban areas are established 1nYolve two 

etepa, the eubd1Y1a1on of land, followed b7 the construction 



of buildings on it. The data indicates howover, that in 

each of the three suburbs the settle ent process did not 

necessarily proceed i n that order. As table II suggests 

each of the three suburbs in the year immediately prior 

to their establishment as separate towns had about three­

tenths of their buildings on land, which according to the 

records had not been official ly subdivided. 

TABLE II 

LOCATION OF BUILDI ~GS IN THE YEAR PRIOR TO THE 

ESTABLISHXENT OF THE SUBURBS AS SEPARATE TOWNS 

(APPROXIMATE %) 
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Wanganu1 East, Oonyille, Caetlecl1tf, 

Buildings on eubdi vided 

Land. 10.0 7.3.5 64 .0 

Building a on uneubdi vided 
lan d . 3 0.0 26.5 36 .o 

Total. 1 oo.o 1 oo.o 1 oo.o 

Source: Figure e 4 and 1.3 

They cont'orm however in almost all respects to 

the ~ ne ral aubdiviaion system. The one exception is a 

small number of lots , located along Seafront Road in 

Caatlecl1ff, which once provided a view of the sea. A view 

which hae aince been block d out by high unstable tran•­

Terse und dun a. Theee aectiona, along with other• settled 

bet'ore the land waa aubdiTided Juat inland trom the coaat, 

are rather em.aller (16 perches) than the average lot aise. 

Thi poaea the intereating poeaibility that they 1187 baT 

been desired for the acenic view, and ettled illegally, the 

thoughts or their occupants perhapa baaed. on the supposition 
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that possessi on waa nine point of the l aw . 

1 1 • .De Vri e s , 1964, 2.30 . 

1 2 . Dart , 196.3, 24. 

1.3. _, 1963, i.;;4 
~ . 

14. Daish and .Austin, 1962 , 51. 



D Vh:LOPMll!NT Olt' ' lfa S'J.1Rhl1t'l' SY8'l .' 1 

"The street provides view, movement, and 
mystery. The web of streets is the base 
for the whole city. It is a pattern 
which to greater or le ser extent 
conditions the city's life."1 

Introduction, 

The following discussion of t he street network, 

is di rected towards an i nvest1go. t1on of t he legislative 

provisi ons governing t he physical c haracter i s tics of 

stree ts, and an examinat i on of the g r owth and general 

nature of t he street systems of ¥anganu1 East, Gonville, 

and Caatlecli:ff. 
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The three suburbs are characterised by a s~reet 

structure which ie basically 'grid' in nature . This is 

very clear in the case of Castlecliff, which has developed 

a class i cal gri d system almost ae rigid as t hat of t ' e 

Town Belt . · he street patterns in 1an('.janui • aat and 

Gonville , t ho ugb dis t orted and frugmented by forces which 

are discussed l n the fo llowing page s , ar e al s o basically 

grid in nature aa indicated by the predominance of stra i ght 

streets. Luke's statement that "the Town Belt 1s d1st1ng­

uiehed from the re t of Wanganu1 by ite regularity of 

street pattern112 is t herefore i ncorrect. 

The examination of the eubdiviaion of land 

revealed how very close t he relat i on ip was b tween the 

volution of the lot , and of the st r eet system. It 

demonstrated that in the ethod of survey employed in the 

three suburb • the street eyate was of aeoondary importance 

to the part! t1on1ng of the land. In all probability 

streets were organised a conveniently aa poaaibli on what 

land remained at"ter prof 1 t e had be n m.ax1m1aed. Tb.ia 



happened even i f it meant a di scontinuous street system 

both with i n subdivi sions and between t hem. 
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One of t he critic isms whi ch ha s been ma de of the 

early planned Town Belts, as distinct fr om the surrow .ding 

accretions is that t hey a re little more than a street plan, 

with embryonic town planning elements such as rese rves 

added.3 Often in these types of development, it was the 

street sy stem whi cn was accorded first priority, the sub­

di vision pa t ter n be ing r elegated to second place. This 

process, whe r e it has b e e n observed overseas , has been 

widel y c ondemned. The di c t Qm sti l l wi dely a ccepted today, 

that t he environment should be designed around, and to suit 

the street pattern confuses the order of priorities for the 

function of the street is to provide a means of access to the 
.. !II 

lot. Thus it would seem more logical to locate the house 

s ite first and define the roa d alignment later. The 

environment however is the first priority.4 

Paradoxically the proce ss of subdivision in t he 

t hree suburbs ha s utilized t h i s very procedur e of defining 

the lot first. I t has however differed i n two way s so 

important as to have rendered it as equally ineffective ae 

the early plans. The street ayatem was not designed so that 

it could service the environment, it waa organised that 

way to maximise returns. In addition, the most etfective 

systems have t he implicit assumption t hat Elil¥ design will 

be part of a comprehensive plan. This did not happen in thtt 

suburbs. Thus instead of developing an efficien t street 

pattern, perhapa hierarchical 1n nature and maximising the 

adTantagea or the environment, the suburbs inherited a 

qatem at its worst either fragmented or excesaiTel.7 rigid. 



'!'he Leg1slat1ye Origins of the Street System, 

Earl.:, Thinking, Although the fi rst recorded legislation 

affecting streets in the t h ree suburbs does not appear to 

have b een enacted until ·t.he 1870 ' s i n Jew Zealand, en­

l i ght e.1.1ed thinki ng had been evident in the colony a~ ea rly 

as t l:e 1840 1 s. C:~e writer i x: 1848 advocate<.:'. t .:_e avoidance 

ot: obl i q.iely an .:,led stret"ts , reco.nmendec t hat st r eet s 

should be rela ted to relief , and ouggested t r.at eain 

stree ts s hould be 100 f eet in wi dth, with 66 feet t he 

minimum for any other street. He noted that the error o~ 

any street being too na rrow wa s eo great, that too much 

care couldn't be t ak.en. 5 The streets of Wanganui ast, 

Gonville, and ··astlecliff are generally in sympatby with 

t he r~l i ef , e en 01 £aat i a Hill where e l i ef i ntens ity ie 

at i ts ~re· test. The wiuding route e tched out by Mount 

View ~oad f ollows closely , pa rt i c ularly i n it s lower 

c ourses, the pattern of ridge and va lley. On the other 

hand it will be demonstrated in t he following pages that 

Wanganui Ea s t and Gonville have fallen victim to the 

problems associated with obliquely angled streets (see 

r1gure 3). This 1a not to aay that there is anything 

inherently wrong with auch atr ete, as they can add 

seential variety to the street system. The mistake made 

in this particular case i s that t hey service am.all 

c ommercial areas , and are busy traffic thoroughfarea. The 

abarp angles 1nh1b1t tratt" 1c tlow at the very points 

where friction ahould be at minimum. 

'lhl Plan or :r2m1 Regulat191J. 11111 1 azs, Thie Act hae 

a cquired a reputation approaching notoriet7 tor 1 ta ertect 

on t he stre et pattern of New Zealand urban pl cea. Its 
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moet f amous ( or infamous) p r ov:i s i "'HJ W'.ls that the street a 

of a ll towns s~ould as nesrly as due reeard to t he natural 

f eat ures of the country , ana t he drainage of t he l and 

would p ermit, c e laid off in straigh t line s and a t right 

angles t o each other. 
I 

The grid pa tte r n had been the 

t r~dittone.l aesir-n for many of the m111t9ry , tradi!lg , and 

c ol onial t owns i n .h isto:ry, a.'1d earl.; New Zealand !!lerely 

cori.for mcd to an a _"e old 1nt e r na.t1 ona.l practice . 

There 1s 11 tt l e doubt t ha t t he Act wss to ,some 

extent r e sponsible for t he grid-iron layout of the suburbs, 

although it wa s pr obably a continuation of the principle 

used by t he surveyors first sent out from Britain. The 

f ac t t hat right angl ed intersecti Jns did not develop i n 

Wan_a.nui ·.:.ar. t ~a Gonville , in t he p r orusi on t hat distin­

g ui s he s the Tow'1 Belt ~ 1d Ce.stlec l it"f , may be at t ribut ed 

not t o the rg ilure to r~cognise the ~t on t his poin t, 

but to the piecemeal deve lopment dictated by t he system 

of 'selection before survey'. 

The Ac t also specified that streets were to be 

99 fee t (one and one-hall chains) 1n width trom building 

line t o b u i lding line. This proposal has had little 

affec t on New Zealand urban areas , but one a r ~a of 

Wanganui East , as table III suggests, ia an exception . -t 

Ten per cent of t he str eets in t hi s suburb a re exactly 

99 feet wide, and these are all concentrated in t he 

cl1at1nct1ve area. d1acusaed 1n the p r evious chapter, 

between Patapu Street and the Rail wq line . As 111uatrated 

in tigure 5 theae were prob_.~b~ planned 25 7eara a.tter 

the Act. Consequent l y there is some doubt that they 

can be <il.rectl.y attributed to the 1875 Bill. Perhaps 

t heir orig in is traceable to the personal convictions or 
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STREET V.'l]JrH : Pl!i RC i{NT i:.G .t.!. 

Wangan.,u1 Kast e Gonv~ll e, Cp.stlecliff I 

S11ghtl less than 40' 3.0 7. 0 9.5 

C o• si . 0 14. 9.5 

66' (1 ell£' n ) 76. o 79. 0 77.5 

99 ' ( 1 ,. Ct'!:lin) 10.5 0 0 

132' (2 cl1ain) 1.5 0 3.5 

Total. 1 oo. o 1 oo.o 1 oo.o 

Source : Calculations baaed on street widtt in •igure 1. 



o st r a te r: ico.11..v p lac a ndi vi '1al, r ,1 t he!' than to a 

legislative directive. 

A a minimum ~or all treets 99 feet wa too 
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.1ae t h en, and is probably at 11 too wide today. On the 

oth r hano ~:anp-o.nui East may, s far 'iS 1 te main streets of 

t his width {Tinirau 8nd ffakeke Street) are concerne d, be 

very app r eciat ive of this measure tn time t o c ome. 

r11e L!ill · f y · , 1 ~as, 
1875 Act, w 1Li. laid down that e.ir1 streets o l,y should be 

99 feet, iflli.le leascl"' streets could be 66 feet. ~is has 

b~en s tated, tue pt ovit.don fo r muin streets has not been 

effect lve ly implemen ed in t~e suburbs. Apart tr0m the 

s l, r~et s ci teu in · ,4-aganu · Lust, tl1e1'e tire no otnc.i.· st1 eets 

v.l. U.1.i s v.ioth . '.1.h1:::1 t are ho ~evt:1· two s r.;cts , Burton 

.h.Vc:-;nu e i n ·, ,aJ1t:,t1nui 1:.i::1 s tind BE1L1ber Street · !, ·astleclif:t', 

wh .i.ch are vJi ~er ( 132 f eet ) . Uowever t hey are both ai ted 

in positions .i n which neither tire ever likely to function 

as main streets, anu consequently their extra idth is 

wa sted. 

The provision that le ser streets be ond c hain 

wia.e has bad tar reaching effect in New Zealand. he 

chain wide street has beco e as predominant a feature of 

Ne Zealand urban a reao, as . 
l fiftn of an ore ae t1 n. 

Over 75pe r ent oi the str ets in each of t he three suburbs 

are 66 feet ide, and 1n addition t here ar any ·ust under 

one chain (tabl III.) The predominance ot the chain wide 

etr t ia h ld to be attributable to the earl.7 Engliah 

eurveyora who being "brought up on it", found it to be 

th ieat an mo i conv nient measure 1n the colonie •6 

In ter~e o · s treet with then th se suburb re typ1ca1 ot 
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t he Nev, ~01.lAnd n orm. As t.hc su.bu,.,b R ~'t'e a'bout 90 :per cent 

r esi~enti~l, t ~ere is less need fo~ vari ation 1n str ee t 

width t han in an ~rea of high co~~ercial or industrial 

use. ~ever.t~ele~a , it is ironical that r e sidential 

B~~ber St reet shouJd be t wo cha i na wide , whil e t he streets 

s e rv1.c ir:- Cast l ec ltff' Port a re only half tha t i:dze . \.e 

f ev1 s necifi c areas were planned f'or spec1fi ~ funct.i ·:r.s , 

the re wa s 11 t t le need in t he minds of th.e early plBnnere 

to provide fo~ str eets of different wi dt~. 

§ 0..b s a yqcnt +&gialµtion, Two f w•tnez· l-:gi s lat i ve prov isi on s 

would t1.ppe ar 't.o ha.v,e iili l1.1encecl t he development o.f the 

etre cl t system ln the suburbs. One OL the clauses of the 

TowJ. Plan..ni nb ~et , 1 S,~G , gave the u i r e cto:· General of 

T\_.1,ui :V.t...:1f1.:_i110 v ower c.u propose s-r.re~ 'ts w1der 66 1ee~ i n 

wlt.it. ti . 1 r>wcver , moc;t l..ucal rtUtnoriti.es pre1erreo. to au idc 

b;: ti llllfl~be r o1 less b lndinr_; e.l teN1t.d,ives suer.. tts the 

v i.-u•i 1-1 1lc IJtlild ,;.cG s und Municlpul Cor or~tiuns Acts, so that 

i t wa s largely ineffective . 0n the other hand, ignor ed 

or no t, the Act acknowledged t h~ existence i n Ne w Zealand 

of t he viewpoint, tha t some streets c oul d u sefully be 

l ess t t.urn <.'lle chai n in width. ':i.'hia concept was given more 

definite status in the Town and Country Planning Act, 1953, 

i n which pr uvieion Wti.s wade f or a spec i al l aw a llowing 

cer•taln st1•ee te to b e unde r 66 feet , b ut not leas than 40 

f et, t in width. 

This provision is directly related to the .recent 

growth in t he numbers of cula-de-aac and aimilar ' No Exit' 

etreete. Except for two cula-de-aac (Walker Place and 

Cl.apham Place) 1n iianganui Ea st, which were established aa 

part of a State Housing Development Pro~eot during the 



Second World War, all the cula-de-aac 1n the three 

suburbs hove been established since 1953, and all are 

about 40 feet wide. The reduction i~ the width of the 

street, i s r ecog~1t 1un of t he nee t o vary s treet wi dth 

nc.:cording to func t i n . s re3ult of their t erm~n l 

nature culs-de-sac h ave ~uch r e duce d tr~£1c densities. 

The incidence of the growth of culs-de-sac 

and similar types of street in New Zealand is 1n actuality 

part of a world wide trend. It is a combinati on of 

pragmatism and idealism. On the one hand it provides an 

efficient method of subdividing undeveloped pockets of 

1.and which are not amenable to grid type development. 

It is a lso a belated ac,·no l e dgement of the defi ci. e •1 ciee 

of t he gri d syste ,,.., , par t i c ularly the br ea · •Jown in 

commun ity life . 7 It is in effect part of a movemen t 

towards 'cluster development •, 8 having as one of its 

principle tenets the regenerati on of community spirit 

in a society which is becoming increasingly impersonal. 

I t is not of ten realised that the cluster 

system is t.ls o a e a~ti Jn against the traffic pattern 

i r:1pose d by the gri d concept. The cul-de-sac i s an 

i mportant example of t he lowest order i n Buchanane 

hierarchical access ayatem. Ae such t ~e cul s-de-sac 

that have emerged in New Zealand urb an _areas, may be a en 

as a 'graa root' atteapt to 1 prove the enTironment and 

cure the street network of endemic weakn esea betor thep 

become crippling. 

the Pattern ot Growth ot the street S,stem 1n each 
of the suburb• , 

Aa a result of t h e paucity of evidence, the 
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.following di scussion and t he a ssociated map (figure 5) 

exwnine onl y t he broad growth of t he first streets. Ae 

it happens however t hese e arly streets do generally 

define t he present network, and therefore constitute a 

usoful dep iction of the development of the streets. A 

n umb er of i nf l uential fac tor s i n the development of the 

street pat t~r n , f or exa~ple topogr aphy , are considered. 

' I nportan t as t hese were, it should not be f or gotten 

hc.wever t h6 t t he meth od of ' selection be fore survey' was 

t he ba eic f actor in the formati on of the street network. 

wanganui East, 
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It is in s ome respects SJ.rprising t hat a rigid 

grid pa ttern has not developed in Wangenui Ea s t. Situated 

a s it wa6 on a flat river terrace the l and was sufficiently 

uniform except for Dastia Hill ) to accomodate a grid l ay­

out (see i i g~re 6) . Fur thermore, t he sweep of ihe river 

1·a r 1.i:·uL hi :ide1'i r..~ -i, h e d0valopmen t of u ~;e ome tric pF.t1, te r n 

would h.aVt.! ..isoi s tcd 1 t , by p:-oviding two cle tlrly def ined 

boW'ldaries us it did f or the Town Be l t. That a r a ther 

less f orma l street structure t han that of the Town Belt 

has developed may be a ttributed to a number of factors in 

1.he history of t he sub urb . 

The First streets, Although urban g rowth was not initiated 

until t he 1880' a the f iret roa d in Wanganu1 ~ast appear~d 

early in the history of the colony. Anzac Parade (initially 

RiTerbank Road) 1a ahown on maps of Wanganui as early aa 

1841 • (.t1gure 5} It would appear that 1 t waa pushed around 

the rivor troc the old terry just below the site of the 

preaent town bridge, presumably to provide acceaa up riTer, 

and later into the interior o.t the North Island. But 1 ta 
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potential us a main accessway in the formation of urban 

V1anrnnui Enst, was not to be f ulfil led for another 30 or 

~o years. 

As Anzac P 8r a de follow~ u the sweep of the r i ver 

close l y, and occupied an important role in the development 

of the suburb, the natural sweep of the river has influenc­

ed the subsequent development of the street system quite 

strongly. The streets have a tendency to project inland 

from the river at approximately right angles . This 

c 0mbinea with the curve of Anzac Parade, later produced 

proble rr1 s where these streets met. The fact tha t some (for 

example :.1xon and Jones Stree ts ) are t he longest and most 

i mportant in t he suburb, has increased vicariously the 

influence of the river. 

One other road is shown on the 1841 map, Duncan 

Street, or Line Number 3 as it was t hen known. Only 1n 

one section between Moana and Tinirau Streets, haa Duncan 

Str e e t beco.,!e the import.in t thoroughfare that one mi f,ht 

have ex ;.'eC t e d from 1 t s earl;,, establ ishment. It Wllf3 

presumab l y const r 11cted to •;rovi de access to the flat 

fertile alluvial river terrace on which Wanganui East now 

stands. 
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Tru; 1842 Rural Subd1y1s1ons, Another important factor in 

the evolution of the street network, was the early patt e r n 

of subdivision (figure 3). These subdiviaione have left a 

clear and unmistakable imprint on the present web of atraets. 

The al'ea bounded by Moana, Jellicoe and Nixon Streets, an 

area wi t h a strong retail flavour, is one in which a 

number of important street a meet ( see Plate 15 ) • The 

principle has merit, but the structure is fractured, and 

ia unlikely to support the hea~ trai-fic load which will 
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i ncre3s l ~g l.:r 1nv ·e thie bus ~norough!are J.n t he f uture. 

~ ls sltuat i on se ~s to ~· va aris~n as a result of the 

juxtaposition of the lot boundaries. ?he area is loca ted 

at the a_pex o~· trian6ular lot 77, vnich ia 1 t elf some­

wl"i~t srud'll ich~c. t.~ twaon 1 ta G3 and 89 . Hthlll lot 77 

two ~tr·~ .... t 11 1 t~-ie ao ... t l1- ~eetern bo dar,; , and three 

t. -ie Lre~ts as 1:1 usile J rogrcss ively up fro.!!l the river 

paral~el ~itu its ppro...> riatc uou.ndary , but without a 

~re3t de~l of tnoug t as to the solution when they 

final.y met a t the apex of the trian3lc . Consequently , 

·,\'hen they d i e. reach this point, a r ather WlSatiofsctory 

ccmpromiee was all t hat ~as poss ible . 

Although t he street syate~ is primarily e grid 

one , on eac n s i de of the boundar y between lots 6· and 77 , 

and be wee n 1,., ts 77 : nd ,; 9, the align.nent of tile street 

syste o, ~lters q-1.1.t e m•;1 r ~e6l~1 (fle,ure 3) . It h_.13 lre _dy 

been sta ed t hl1 t the area between t .) e b,J rder of l ote 77/ 89 

ana t h e r ailway line, h1:1s a differen t eubdlv ie .on orm 

than the adj acent are.s . Thie is true al so of the str eets 

f¼B t hey too are aligned at a dif' t'erent angle . Furt he rmore 

they ar consistently l ar ger t han the othe r streets in the 

s ubur b ; almost , l ~ a1 .. e one and h l.f chains ide. 

. l}e Str~1ct m in tne 18pO ' s, There 1 little eviuei ce 

io 1ndicat the growth of anganu1 &at betw en 1841 and 

this p riod. he population figures sugg t that there was 

v ry little growth, a1though the "take-ot1'" period u t 

have b en initiated during this decade. Figure 5, conflrma 

th conclu ions u.ggeated by the gro th of buildinga 

(r1gure 12 to 20) n l.y that East own t he f ira t area 



d ::- olo_ d . It wo11ld ·1p;ie r t rnt stre .t vere p r oje ·ted 

u_ f .) :1 • '13 · c ":) .::1.r d.3 0:"1 :J,¼ C~ s1 -e of t ~ e r i l wa:1 com;>lex. 

The f or., was thu linear 1 1 rrnturc , lthough t1e embryonic 

grid com_: onent ' ~ cl1.!arlJ prc»ent in the rec t angular 

b l:,clcs s o ly de veloping out':far :fa from either oioe of the 

r n 1, ay. On th~ north-cast side, the rail~ay curved east-

1Ao a~d s o.nd 8ppears t o have p rovided a burrier to the western 

extremi ti ,35 o:f aucce;:,sive streets and street blocks. 

1n 19091 J3y 1 ~O~ t o year u "t e r i· .uzi .mui ~ast 

ot 111.ildl w.gs . T e tree t. s · n ~a.u tow,.1 were pushed 1' urthsr 

inland , par etutttir.g t l .. e line&r natw·e of gro ·th in t his 

r a1le a l s o is the developmznt of a grid p a ttern 

a:ss, l o 1.,c:u 1 \..~:a t be olil.l:!J.~ 1;.:arl.l urban r..11cl 11 esLo. lished 

r._c el..c: ce .. ·vlced 'L.Y uue w1:11n r·oi:;l i ~lu ; I' mi od fc;r t 1e 

dt::ve;;lopuu:.nt u.l. clu:3 1.er form , ti. po e n tial quicA.l.v lost 

w1 ~h tll'.! subaequen expan ion 01' the nu~lt;u into 

urrounding ar as . To this extent Luke 's comment "that th 

troeta of anganu1 Eat were built back trom the river with 

cros tree t b ing conatruct:?d as r s idential a reas fi l ed 

up, 11 i o ly p rtl,y true. 9 

uring the ame period a number o! streets ac~uired 

i mport n t · cti 'J s . IAoana St reet 1ira s developed early as 

connecting link between the aar1y n1cle i i. By 1909 , 

l kitara Road , h1eh tollo e th 30 toot contour closely and 

who e shape cone quently reflect s the b se ot Ba tia Hill 

(figure 6), along with aketield Street had been eTeloped 



as short cut routes from the Borough to the farming areas 

behind Wanganui East . 

Oonyille, 
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I n Gonville, ae in :· angf\Ilui li..ast, the grid structure 

has been distorted. There was leas reason however, for a 

formal grid pattern to develop in this suburb, as the early 

urban n ucle11 were located on land whose relief intensity 

was eut'f'icient to directly influence the. street pattern. 

J..n.e Fir?.t St-reete: Gonvil:!.::- h 'ld two ro:1 ~ b_y 1 81.: (figure 

5) . . be :r' ir:::;~ of t h , ,- , ( arJ. ton B. rer: .le, c.ef ~.re a ... he south­

VJf' •e:-rn 1'.ir.its of th~ 10~;,- te t. ':'h~ s::-c dl 1 RiYPr"uank Road 

w1i h no longer exists, to .oicr. the <=wee:r of thP. river 

c1osel~. It ext nded :fror1 1 111e r Taur,o ·- uay in thP- town 

centre to the RP-eds at CastlRclirf, Dresumably to serve 

the lighth use known to have existed thee fro~ an early 

date. Heads Road, as its n81I!e implies, later superseded 

it. It is 1nterestin~ to note that bot h Riverbank Roaa , 

and lat er Hef1ds Rou d , diffe re d from Anzac Parac;ie i n ,anganui 

E '.:' t, in that the;v f!e.ve rise to c,:,nnidera"b l / fe ,er tributary 

street.a. Co eeauently their i nfl 1; e!1ce and concomi t o.ntly 

the river's infl ence wa consid~rably leee in terms of the 

developl"?ent or ban form than w s the ea e in Vi anganui East. 

The 1842 subc11v1a1ons; The positioning of Cs.rl t uu Avenue 

appears t.o have been determined b;l! the locatiun of' one of 

the 18q rur~·l ub61v1s1on oundaries (figur 3). s a 

consequence of it role ac tb.c boundary betweon the Town 

Belt a."'ld Gonville , Carlton .A1'"e .. ue is o ::r l-.... d by d1fior1ent-

&t1on 1 th alignm ~t of th trcets on each of 1 t s aide a. 

'?he prec ce angle of the fracturing has een descr .bed ill 

the 1acues1on of the 'lot' , and 1 particular true of the 



46 

aain streets such aa Alma and Koro 1.ko Roads. In addition 

the streets on either side of Carlton Avenue are, ae a 

result of this barrier. discontinuous in nature. Heads Road 

is t he only i mp ortarrt uni mpede d t hrough-road from the 

~orough to Gonville. 

The 'fl.eetern boundaries of" the e arly subdivisions 

have been influential in the siting of Kings Avenue and part 

ot Puriri Street. The affect has been, in thi cas too, an 

obvious change in the alignment of the street system. On the 

whole n owever the 1842 rural subdivisions exerted less in­

:flue11 c.:e on the street system in Gonville than they did i n 

w•an ~an i ..:.ast. hile tnese es r y aubaiviaions lie in a north 

so uth - e '..1 St ,. est grlci , t l~c: stree t networ l i .ree t te lot system, 

gen er&lly c uts acres .. this in a nort.h 'il'e s t - s ou t h east pattern. 

Subseg ent developments: Lack of da t a precludes any 

statement about the position of the street system in the 

1b O's, but population and buil ding etatietice (fi gures 

7 and U) augf..?. St t :.i. ,t Gon vil e wae much leas developed 

t.£dn ·,; .!n ~ . .., nu i 3a~t £i t the time. J:.<' i gure 5 indicate s 'thu t 

t n e _p a ... t t:... r . of e, r owt ,! 3..,. o t he ; rs.dual ibbon development 

of th J s~ra~ _ys te ru westwards f ro the r o n Bel t . here 

was also , a l though to a lesser ext nt , ·ome growth north-

wards f r~~ He d Road. Heads oad, Road and 1r1 

Str et were probably developed .fir t to provide ace a to 

Caatl cliff. To ao t a Puriri Street care.full~ skirted 

the northern dg of Ba1gown1e swamp, while H ads Road w a 

con t 1•ucted on l.an reel 1 d fr th southern edge ot 

the w p. 0orth-we t or Kinga and a1u Av nu south-

• t of upp r l oad a zone o contuei n x1 t in the 

web o:f s treet • Av ilable e 1 e nc augg ta that 1n thia 

are, as in c rt in ar of • ganui ~aat, treet were 
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allowed to develop with little forethought. 

The influence of the r i ver, although much lees 

than in Wanganui East, is to be seen in Gonville'a street 

ayatem, particularly 1n the streets which approximate it 

moat closely. Heads Road like the railway is generally, 

but not entirely, a1igned with the curve of the river. The 

minor roads between Heads Road and the river simila rly 

parallel and bend with it. Bignell Street and its assoc­

iated parall el streets (Swiss Avenue , Duigan and Harper 

Streets etc.) are also oblig i ngl y aligned to s ui t the 

change in the direction of the river. 

'l'he atreet network in Gonville has also been 

influenced quite strongly by the topography. The pred­

ominant relief runs east-west 1n a aeries of minor 

t e rraces which ~-rade into consolidated longitudinal 

b lowout sand dwies (figure 6 ) . The street system r efle cts 

this pattern, particularly the main t .;.rou,.;h roads - :re ads, 

Kor om i k o, Alma, Smithfield Roads 1:u1d Upper P ur iri St ree t. 

The fact that these are the main routes serves to rein!'orce 

the influence of the topography. Nowhere however does the 

relief intensity become so great that roads are as notice­

ably 1nf'luenced as they are on Bast1a Hill. The major 

exceptions to this trend are Kings, Caius, Lower Gonville 

and Carlton Avenue. These, it has been demonstrated 

parallel the 1 842 rura l subdivisions. 

1th these acts in mind, Lukes claim nthat the 

remarkable feature about Gonville 1a t he apparent lack of 

a7atem in the atreet pattern"10 a,q be challenged. The 

atreet network 1a the product or the selection before 

aurvey, the curve of the river, the srain of the land, and 

in the case of many of the smaller streets the need to 
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connect and rationalise the existing network. A street 

system which has been developed piecemeal to tiCComodate 

so many fae:tora, is unlikely to ever produce an ef':f it:ient 

result. In some areas of Gonville, t he etreet a are ae 

c onfused and disorientated as t hey are in anganui ~ast. 

There are also some areas, (mainly new dev lopmente it is 

pleasing to note) in which the basic elemente of a more 

satisfactory system, fundamentally hierarchical in nature, 
,, 

have been l ai d; !'or example the area between Bti.lgown ie 

sw amp 1:1nd t h.e pr e sent to n CJt.Ulua r y in t he .r..orth-west. 

Ge. etl eclif f I 

Historical Evolution of the Street System; There is 

much lees evidence available with which to trace t he 

development of the street network in Castlecliff. Access 

to the Port, and to the rest ot· the suburb, wae gained via 

the two main routes through Gonville, which connected with 

Cornfoot o tree t and thus serviced the core of the s burb 

(:figure ..., ) • 

Figures 12 to 20 showing t he growth of uilding e 

suggest that t he grid structure in the vicinity of Mat1po 

Street, was established before the turn of the century aa a 

aelt contained unit. ETidence from the e e source, plua 

the pattern of the original aubd1Tiaion ot land (figure 4) 

indicates that tor the remainder of the suburb north of the 

Port, the street system was gradually extended in a ser1ea 

of isolate d i nteguments. Each one s established, and 

t hen added on to the t!xieting structure as and when the 

circumstances demanded. 

Present Features, It has already been stated that Caatleclitf 

contains a grid structure aa rigid aa that ot the Town Belt. 
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In th1a respect it differe from tha general pattern 

characteristic of New Zealand suburbs on the edges of 

Town Belts . A probable r eason for this, namely the c ontrol 

exerted t the coastline a !'eature typical of' s ome overseas 

locations. was desc ribed in a previo~s chapter. 

'fhere a re on the other band exceptions wit:i1in 

Castlecliff. These like the now develop~ente in the other 

suburbs are part of a new breadth o:f' thinking and are 

related to the growth of Town Planning in Wanganui sip.ce 

the early 1950's. They reflect the 1ncreas1ng role of 

qualified and knowledgeable planners in the direction of 

the citie s growth. The area arowid Gibbons Crescent , and 

the proposed developments ao jecent to Polson StreLt are 

good examples (figure 1 ). 

Grid etr et systems are most colhlli only a s sociated 

with flat land. But it is interesting to note that in 

Castlecliff, the relief intensity at least equals that in 

Gonville (figure 6) and yet for the bulk of the suburb it 

has had almost no influence. The grain of the relief 

simila rl " bears a close resemblance to the grain in Gonville. 

I n fac t t he one i s a continuati on of' the other. Thus in 

the area of Castleclif most closely associate with 

Gonville (the area eaat of the Port eurrowiding upper 

Puriri Street) the east-west trend of the streets is very 

similar to th tin OonTille. 

North of the Port, however, the grain of the land 

bend north-• atwarda, and runa acroaa the grid out to the 

coast. The street syate an the other hand parallels the 

coat rigidly, and in so doing it cuts across and nullit ies 

the eff et of the predo inant relief'. 

This grid north or the Port. is terminated quite 
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sharply at the Port itself. In the immediate vicinity at 

t he wharves t he streets parallel the river, which changes 

direction et t !1 s point to discharge into t he sea. Thus 

the a s sociate d streets &re aligned a t a distinctive angle, 

eo that this area 1s identifiable as a small zone of 

variance within the Castlecliff stree t system. Ad,Jacent 

to the southern edge of this small z one there 1s another 

zone of variance. This early established area, of Matipo, 

ia characterised by a grid str uc ture equally as ri gid as 

t ~at north of the Port. Its &lignment, howeve r, r a ther 

t h.s.~ being a functi on or t he co&stline, is closely rela ted 

to t he orienta tion of the river i n t hat locality . 

conc1us1on, 
The street system together with the predominant 

pattern of subdivision, constitutes the skeletal fram~work 

of the suburb. The streets once built will continue to 

exist unchanged as long as the urban settlement around 

them persists. Careful consideration both for t he present 

and f or the future is t herefore of sup reme i mp ortance. I t 

is clear that mistaKes have been made i n the suburbs - the 

excessive emphasis on the grid structure and the disjointed 

nature of street growth proTide evidence of thia. These 

mistake wer made becau e of a lack of understanding of 

the needs o:r urban areas. It wa not realised that the 

structure ot a street could and should be varied according 

to its function. The early planners of course could not 

h8V8 known the future demands that were to be made on 

streets. And finally the need tor comprehenaiYe planning 

was not ppreciated as being of f'undament 1 importance in 

the conatruct1on ~ an effectiTe street network. 

Tb.eae m1atakea auat eomehow be cured or avoided 



ln the future. The raising of the question is however 

very much easi er than the ~rovision of a solution . A 

h ierarchica l et re~t structure, as p ropose d by Buc~anan , 

is a possibility which has be ~n given some emu~aeis i n 

t h is chapter. The growth of cule-de-aac type structures, 

which are the basis c,f such a network, coneti tute t hen 
' 

t he begi nnings of 3 more effective street system. The 

correc t ion or def iciencie3 i n established urban a reas 

is a pr ·::>b l em which pose s great er difficulti es . The 

fnct t hat t :i.e re .""ewal of stable reside.r tial areas 
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nr;r.T.al l y t ak es ;> l ~::e in small 1so 1. utcc se gme n ts, i n dividual 

houses being replaced one at a tim~ , makes the poasibilities 

f or t he restructuring of the tot al subur ban street network 

an extremely dif'f'icult task. 

Footnotes, 

1 • Tunnard, 1953, Page unsourced. 

2. Luke, 1942, 48. 

3. Ross, 1967, 86. 

4. This i e the general thesis expressed i n Buchanan , R,, 

1963, Traffic in Towne. Subsequent statements relating 

to the concept of a hierarchical street system are 

based an the tindlngs 1n this book. 

5. Whitehead, 1848, 31. 

6. Dart, 1963, 25. 

1. Dickson, 1969, 57. 

8. Whyte, 1964, 1 1 • 

9. Luke, 1942, 54. 

1 o. -· 1942, 52. 
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TAKE-OFF I REC1~SS I OI I R!;:G"•' R.i.\TION: 

TF!B. GROW?H OF POPUL TI ON IN THE SUHURBS. 

Introduction. 

This ch apter i s directed towa ds an examination 

(I f t ,e iene r al gro·,, t h of po_tulAt ion in Wanganui East, 

Oo. v l l le , Rric5 ,_;a ,., tl ec 1ft , an.a a co'c:pal•iscn wi th poJ;>ulation 

r,:rr,·N th n t ~· e ···a '1 9.n •1i Bor 0u f::h . Popu la.t1 ct, ~rowtb b y 

it se l f a e s r.ot demon rtrate t he cre a t i or of urban form, 

but alo~g with th evi dence r e l 3ti cg to the spetial 

evolution of buildings it does provide vital information 

re ga rding the time and po.ttern in which urban form was 

ceve loped. It 1~ held, 1n this respect, that a suburbs 

pop 1la tion pri or to 1966, if expressed as a percentage of 

t he p op·J L1t i ":>r L 196~ , is indicative of t he exten t of 

ur ~~n ism et t ~e t tate. 

There ,"_,..,., ·c. :rnmber or' a.e:'icierc i ea in t he 

popul ation ststisti c s whic ' make a sses ment dif fi cult. 

One of tt.e ost seriou .. of t hese is th.1t separate 

population f i gure s were not kept for the suburbs between 

the time they amalgamated w1 th the orough end 1951, the 

year 1n wh eh t he Departoent of Statietica commenced it 

compilation cf figure s f or eu urbs within borou6hs, a 

the uburb re pr dominant l y residential i n na ure , 

1nfor~at1 on from t he V 1 st on Deport Tent on the erection 

of 1ndivi d 1 bui ldings provides an approximation ot the 

growth 1n the s uburbs during th 1nt rven1ng year (table 

IV). 
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TABLE IV 

COMPARISON OF THE AVERAGE ANNUAL PERCE~TAGE INCREASE OF 

POPULATI ON AND BUILDINGS I N ~HE PERIOD (1951-1966), 
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Wanganu1 East. Gonville, Caatlecliff. Borough, 

Population 

Bui lding 

2.0 9.5 

11.6 

Source, Population - Unpublished Census Returns held by 

Department of Statistics. 

2.1 

2.5 

Buildings - Valuation Rolls, Valuation Department 
Wanganui. 

The building f i gure s in the Valuation Rolls are, however, 

only avaihi.ble in comple ted form !'or the years ar te r 191 O, 

and d o not include building s which are no longer extant. 

Finally the lack of c onsistency in the ·etinition of 

euburba ·between cenS\Esis a problem t'or which there is 

no real solution. Statistics have there~ore been accepted 

as valid, only when they are consistent with those preceeding 

and succeeding them. 

The Main Periods of Growth, 

Each or the t hree suburbs, an to a le sser extent 

the Borough, have experienced since 1886 three main phases 

of growth: 

(1) A take-off period of very rapid growth. 

(11) A receaaion beginning in the 1920's and 
laet1ng until World ar II. 

(111) Regeneration ot growth 1n the post-war 
years. 

These three periods are well illustrated in figures 7 and 8. 

It 1 relevant at thi point to at te that one of t he 

properties of these semi-logarithmic graphs is that they 



1880 

' 1.: 
I :· 

Town Boord 

F,g 7 

/ 

I 
I 

. .- I 

l iOO 
I-

GROWTH Of POPULAT ION 

Sou rce NZ Pop ulo t ,on CeMu .! 1886 1966 1 

I 

I 

I 

/ 

/ 

r 
---;:, 

/ 

--

... 

.:.. 

No I Doto 

I---~ 

20 
8 orou gl, 

Won90r,u1 E cat 

40 60 
Gonv 1l l e 

Costlecl,ff 

! 
30000 

10,000 

1 OOO 

100 



can be used to show directly rates of change where the 

r ange of ab solute values 1a con G1derabl e. 'l'hus t hey 

allow di rect comparison of the pattern of growth in the 

suburbs and t he Borough. On an arithmetic graph the 

population of the Borough would appear to be increasing 

at a much faster rate than the population of the suburbs. 

The semi-log., graph demonstrates however, tha t for 

certain periods the rate of growth in the suburbs 

c onsiderably exceeded t hat of the Borough. 

(1) Take-off , 

The Be ,11~r.1np;s I 

The earliest account of' any habita tion i n the se 

suburbs, which could be called primarily urban, was 

re c orded in the 1886 census (Table V) . The district of 

Ea s town (in ~anganu i East) was t he l ar gest node, but the 

130 re s idents const i tuted little more t han 2 per cent of 

the p op..il c1t i on of' t he Borough (Tab le VI ) . 

'fhe opening of the Town Br id;::e in 1871 , ( t lle 1' irst 

per ma nen t lini<. with the Borough) and t he completion i n 

1876 of t he Wanganui - Foxton Railway which traversed 

the suburb and provided elJll)loyment opportunities, together 

provided the impetus for the e stablishment of an urban 

node in the area. 

Gonville and Caatleclitf had rather emaller 

populat i ons . The advent of refrigerated shipping in 1882, 

the openi ng i n 1883 ot the Wanganu1 - Castlecl1ff Railway 

which skirted t he aouth- weatern e dge of Gonville. an d the 

completion i n 1884 ot· t h e t1rst wharf at t h e Port of 

Castlecl1ff, were together significant factors in the 

establishment of the first urban nodes in tbeae two 
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TABLE V 

INCREASE I N POPULATI ON IN THE SUBURBS AND BOROUGH (1886-1966) 

wanganu1 East Gonville cast1ec11rr Borough 
1886 130 75 82 4,9ot 

1896 228 NA.a 269 5,936 

1901 552 150 ~-1 2 7,329 

1906 1 ,041 600 .380 8,175 

1911 1, 7J7 1, 557 620 1 o, 929 

1916 NAb 2, 693 734 14,442 

1921 " 3,312 1 , f 2, 16,490 

1924 II 3, 470° 1,675C 17,165° 

1936 tl NAb .NAb 23,178 

1945 " 
,, It 23,842 

1951 4, 647 5 , .314 1, 56.3 27,254 

·i 356 4, 744 G, 6JO 1, 697 29,671 

1961 5, S44 7 , ..56:2 2, 2!45 33 ,316 

1 ~66 6, 065 7 , 3 21 3 , 792 35, 629 

a No fi gure. 

b J-Unalgamat ion - No figu r e. 

C Estimate. 

Sources: Results of a Census of the Colony of New Zealand 
( 1 886-1 901 ) • 

Resul t s of a Census of the Dominion of Nev Zealand 
(1906-1 966) . 

The J~'lllual vtatist iC!il Rel)orts ( 1886-1 92S ) . 

The 1unicipal Hw1dbook of New Ze~l and (1903-1926). 

Unpubli shed ~e~ sas Ret urn s bal d by the Dep<.1rtment 
of Statisti cs. 



euburba during the 1880' s. But altogether these suburban 

nodes were very small compared with the Eorough (table VI). 

TABLE VI 
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THE PO SUBURB EXP&:<;SSED AS A P.i!iR ~N'l' AGI!.: OF 

BH ~D POPULATI '1~ OF Tfil.. UBURBS AllD BORO UGH (1 886-1906 } 1 

\v~-r.W!:Yi ~~~St 1 Gonv11le 1 C11st lecli I §gluu:11s-
Total. 

2 .1 1.4 1.s 4.9 1886 

1901 

1906 

6.S 1 .8 4.9 13.2 

1 o. 2 5.9 3.7 19.8 

oources: Reeul t s of c <.,en sut:J 01' the olony of l ew ieuland 

( 1 8~0-1 9 01 ) • 

Resul ts of u ensut 01 the Domi nion or 1ew :ea l an d 

(1 $06) . 

The Ann ual Stati ~tical Reports (1886-1906) 

18?,;6 - 19o6, 

Between 1886 and 1906 each of the auburbe 

experienced (to use Roatow'e term) a 'take-off' into rapid 

populati on growth . (table VII, figure 7). Castleclitt' 

initiated t hi s proce s in the years 1886-1896 , and aint­

ained t he h ighest r ate ot growth recorde d i n t he period 

1886-190,. Thus at d1t'1'erent times in this period it had 

the largest population of th three suburbs. A position 

which was oon lost and never regained. 

The d cline in growth which Caatleclitt undol'lfent 

aft r 1896 was marked by a r pid growth in population in 

'anganui Ji;aat in t he perioa 1896-1901 • It 1a t mpting to 

conclude that the e two events were r lat d, an that tho 
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TABLE VII 

POPULATION I AVERAGE PERCENTAGE INCREASE PER ANNUM IN 

THE SUBURBS A~"'D BOROUGH (1886-1966) 

Wangw1u1 E jist Gopy1Ui! Castlec11tr Borough 

1 8":6-1 8 .., ( 22.0 2.0 
( 1 O years) 

1 296-1901 2~ • . 1-i I fl 

1
1 686=1901 -
_ ( 15 _ye ,:s) _ 

b.6 -
1 o. 6 

2b.6 -

4.6 

3.3 J 
1901-1906 

1906-1911 

1 911 -1 916 

191 o-1 921 

1 s:~1- 1 Si2L 
(3 y ears) 

1 92~-1 ~ ~)1 

II 

11 

11 

60.0 

31.8 

19.5 

4.6 

1 • 5 

1.s 

-1 .5 

12. 0 

8.8 

0. 9 

1.0 

6.4 

2.1.i 

o. B 

(?7 ~·eqrs) 

1951 -1 956 

195G-1 ~61 

1961-1966 

o.L;. 

s.o 
0.4 

5.0 

2.2 

-0.1 

1.7 

1.3. 5 

6.6 

a No 1891 fi r{Ure. 

b Amal gamation 

Sources I Re ulte of a Lenaus L the Colony of New Zealand 

{ 1 886-1 901 ) 

Result of a ~enaua of the Dominion of Ne• Zealand 
( 1906-1966) 

The Annual Stat i tical Reports (1886-1926) 

Unpublia o C nsus Returns held by the Department 
of Statistic. 



growth impetus passed from the control of Caatlecliff to 

Wanganu1 East. But these were not the only areas in the 

Wanganui region likely to have experienced growth, and 

therefore it cannot be assumed that there was a direct 

relationship between them. 

In eummary it may therefore be said that in the 

1 5 years 1886-1901 ·•anganu1 Kast and Castlecliff under­

went the first stages or a minor population explosion. 

The population o ' Gastlecli1' · increased !iOO per cent, 

ana. that of V,ang6Ilui r .. ast j20 per cent . Gonvill e by 

comparison, experie ·ed a ,nuch slower growth rate 
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although it et ill doubled its population during these 

years. Despite the fact that the suburbs were individually 

small, by comparison with the Borough they contained 13.2 

per cent oi' t he populati n of the three sU:uurbs and the 

Borou~h comb i ned (Table VI). Thus they ~ormcd in 1~01 a 

peri pr1c!'al UT'ban populati on of some e1gn1f icance. 

Between 1901 and 1906 the growth impetus again 

changed hands, on this occasion from \'Janganui East to 

Gonville. Although growth in the former was still rapid, 

it had declined trom the previous p riod. Gonville on 

the other band experienced a dramatic increase in ita 

rate of popu1.at1on growth (Table VII and figure 7). The 

60 per cent averag increase each year, wa the highest 

ever recorded in a comparable period 1n the suburbs, or 

f or that matter 1n the Borough after 1886. The construct­

i on of the ' nganui Public Ho pi tal in thi suburb 1n the 

late 1890' was the principle f ctor giving riae to thie 

growth. It 1 interesting to note 1n thia reapect that 

ltbough Gonville wae th closest ot the three auburba to 

the Borough, it waa in t et the la t to deT lop. The 1 ck 



ot an economic baae en3oyed by the other two suburbs• and 

the presence of forbidding windswept and dunes inter ersed 

with swamps , were am ongst the major rea sons for the late 

development of t h is suburb. Despite this the growth rates 

of Gonville and anga.nui East in this period were suffici­

ently high for them to collectively acquire more people 

than the Borough. (table VIII). 

TAE~ VIII 

_ . ..DD.~ D POPULJ. I t, I N T :L:: H.R.~B SUBURB.., A,.;J; 'fHE BOROUGH 

(1901-1Y061 

\\an ,.,.anui •ast, Gonville, Caetlecliff, Borough 

1901-19o6 489 450 -.32 846 

Source: Re sults of a Census of the Colony of New Zealand. 1901 

Reaul ts of a ·,., ensue of' the Dominion of .:.,rew Zea.land 1906 

Caatleclit'f' on the other hand appears to have 

under .;-one a startling regression and declined. i 1 population . 

Figure 7 demor.strate s t hEit this was cu1 trar y to t he dominant 

trend of grow th in Castlecl1ff at the time. The at~tistica 

have been che cked and coni'irmed by the Department ot 

Statistic, but they are not above euapicion, particularly 

as at least 46 new buildings (almoat all of the residential) 

were conetructed batween 1900 and 1909 (figur 12). It 1a 

of oour e possib le that these buildings were all erect d in 

the years 1907 to 1909, after the 19o6 cen us. But on the 

other hand figure 7 illustrates that on either aide or this 

period popul tion grow~h was very rapid. Otficial cenaua 

records have been wrong 'berore, and area boundaries haye 



been known to change between censuses. Perhaps in one of 

these possib 11 ties lies the ans er to the anon.oly. 

Although t he size of population lone does n ot 

indicate the degree of form established a t any given time 

in an urban area, in the case of these three suburbs 

{particularly ~anganui East) ~able IX confirms tha t the 

urban nucleus , the base of the suburb today, had been 

well ~stabli shed b~ 1906. 

T,\uLE IX 

POPULATJ _jN OP THAT SUBURB IN 1966, 

Wanganu1 ~a~t, Gonville, Castlecliff. Borough. 

19o6 17 .1 8.1 1 o. 0 22.9 

Source : · esul ts c:f a Census o!' the Domini.:>n or h \'.?-,\ Zealand 

( 1906-1 966) 

1906 - 1931. 

The ~apid growt_ rJtc exper enced by each of the 

three suburbs us continued during the years 1906 to 1911, 

although there was a marked fall-oft in anganu1 Sast nd 

Gonville {fig~r 7). Desp1t th tact that the av rage 

r ate of owth in Gonvill6 was halved over th previous 

period, 1 w b still ore than double th tin ·anganu1 East 

or Caatlecltii . Thu by 1911 it as 90 p r cent of the size 

o Wanganui aet, where a ten years earlier it had been 

em ller than Castleclifr. This latter suburb undorwent 

considerable resurgence in its growth rate, and al.moat 

equalled the rat of growth in anganui East 1n the period, 

but atill remained Tery uch smaller than tbe other two 



au.burbs. 

It is n oti · &~le that the Borough also increased 

its rate of growth considerably during these years, but 

even so t he rate sustained in the suburbs was considerably 

ahead of 1t. It is of course important to remember that 

the population of the suburbs were much smaller than that 

ol t l1e E-or·uug.t1 a.nc. l i ~ to 1" 1;:X_p-scteci that when a catylst 

During these ye r r , t~e t:-iree suburbs l eft the 

co~nty ,nd becaffie separat towns, \ anganui ~aet and Gonville 

in 1907 and C.astlcclif'f in 1909. 'l'hus it may be concluded 

that it. wes not their establishment as separate towns 

which initiated the 'take-off', nor indeed did it increase 

the rate of growth. On the contrary there was in two 

SQb~rbs a decline in growth. It wou.lo soem therefore th t 

the estatliahmc:.'lt of To~m Districts was ln fact tne result 

of r~pid popul st i ..1n growth . 

1 _ 11 t ,.J the 'n s c t o;. _,c ; 5s j on , 
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1''or \',aneanui :~ast the1•e rems ined only one more 

effective year before a.ma zamation. G·onville and C:aetlecl iff 

on the other hand were to remain aerarate towns until 1924. 

Oi'ficio.l l y ::'anganui East amalgamatecl 1th the Borough on 

the 1 st e rue.1\,' i 913, anc! Gonville and Caatlecliff together 

on t he 1st April 1924. 'hue the l ast eff ctiv yea e as 

s e.i;&.ra te to ·ns ·:eri:: re• lly 1 912 and 1 923 re pe t : vely . For 

t is reus ..111 tatistics rela tin •. ( to tb growth or buildings 

are based on the latter dates. 

The Town Board years in Gonville and Castlecllft 

w1 tne sed a gradual. decline t'rom the peak.a of growth re ched 

in the take-o:f.f !)eriod. In OonV1lle population growth 1n 



the years 1911 to 1916, although still rapid, wae a ga i n~ 

halve d and declined teadily thereafter - (Tab le VII ). The 

initial sp urt ad been such, however, tha t it was still 

c onsi s t e ntly ahead of the othe r suburbs e.nd the Borough , 

and during these years it became the l argest suburb . 

'£he p a t e r n in Cast l e cliff was r.Gt as consisten t. 

Growth c ontinued t o r luct uate a s much in this period ae 

it had done in t he y ears bef ore. But apart from one period 

of very hi gh gro ·t h (191 6 t o 1921 ) whi~h was contrary 
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t o t he tren ds i n [.he othe r· twc uburb s, growth in Castleclii'f 

als o ~eneral l y de c i_inec. . rhus ces ,_, i te the upsurge , be tween 

1916 n~ d 1 9 21 :;;.stlec.l !' ~t t .11:; Li :i:e 01 ma.1 -::&~att on was 

stil l c.:117 h3l f lh.."! 3ize : f _Lonvi l l e . 

Al though there are '1 o co.np .r ::, b l e f'i.~J 1•es fo r 

~an~a u i Ea s t, the eviden ce re l a t ing t o t la e rowth of 

b uilding s (:fi gures 8 and 9) show that it toounde r went a 

decline in owth. This low rate continued , with the 

except i on of a small upsurge in 1920 and 1921, from 191 3 

t o 1~~4 . I n this period the number of buildings i n crea s e d 

by 63 . 2 per cent, whereas in Gonville and ~astle c l i ff still 

sepa r a t e t owns , the increa s e was 90 per cen t 1:1.nd 179 .4 per 

cen t re spective l y . 

It i inte r e sting to note that t he upsurge ot 

growth experienced by ·anganui East was 1n effect part 

of a short period ot increased development experience4 by 

all of the suburbs. Although begun during the First World 

~·a r in CaGtlec l i .ff , i t i s r e c ognisable as part of t he post­

war b oom felt thr oughout New Zea l and . Thi boo,n co enced 

1n Gonville i n 1919 and l a sted {with t he exception of 1922) 

U"l til 1926. The up urge wae not felt in Wangenui .l!':a s t until 

1923 and last d with fluctuation until 1929 . Growth 1n 
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these years wa s sufficient to re-establish an anui East 

as t he large st s uburb (f igure 8 ). Two year B, 1926 and 

1927 ere almost undoubtedly t he biggest building years 

in the history of the u urb. 

(11) Recession, 

Just as the 'tak -orr' had been initiated a t 

different times in each of the suburbs, so it ended a t 

varying intervals during the 1920's. Castlecliff' the 

first of t he su~u rbs t exoerience ra~id growth, was also 
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the f irs t t o un dergo a rap i c. c'!.ec lir.c in : r ow vh (fi c ures 8 

and 11 ). GJrv il le foll owec s hortly af'terw ~r ds , ~ ~ct 1anganui 

East completed t he p rocess towards the end of the de cade. 

Two factors would at a cursory glance appear to h'lve been 

instrumental in t nitiatin~ thi s recesEd0n , T e r . te of 

growth which had char~cteri sed the early years could not 

have co~ tl .ueci in'1ef'initel:{ , thus a decline wa s i r..evitable. 

Sec c· di t': 0 \,orlc Depre s si '.)n whi ch c ore ... e ~1 ced t owards t he end 

of t he 1 920 ' s c ontribu tec con siderab ly t o the fall -of f. 

v·angar;'.li wit 1 ts fl'Uf;a l econ omi c base was one of the hardest 

hit of' the rre,, Zealand cities. Indeed, between 1 931 and 

1936 the Borough experienced a reducti on in the size of it 

population. The three suburbs did not escape thi process . 

The effects of the recession were severest , and 

mo t prolonged 1n Castleclitt (figure 11). Along with 

Gonville (and probably anganui East) the gro th ot population 

wae in fact low r than in the Borough in the period 1924-

1951 (Table VI). The decline b egan in 1927 (figure 11) 

and showed no improvement until 1943 16 years later. In 

three of these 7ears - 1930, 1931, and 1935 - there would 

appear to hav been no building at all. 'l'hu between 1924 

and 1951 there w s (poe ibly for the second tim in 1 t 
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history) a loss of population in Castlecliff. In 1924 

Castlecliff had been alf the e1ze of Oonv111e and by 

1951 it was only one/third of its size. 

Mi nor fluctuations in growth lessened the 

... everi ty of the e.a 1;· receer.ion ears in Gonville so that 

the worst eff~ ct . did not becone noticeat le until about 

1930. Jo~ever ~rowth never became as conristently low as 

in Castlec11rr, ~lthough for the only time in its history, 

Gonville experienced between 1924 and 1951 growth rates 

below those operative in the Borough as a whole. 

The recession wae shortest , and compared with 

the amowit of building in the periods immediately before 

and after it , perhaps most spectacular in Wanganu1 ~a at. 

It laste J. from 1950 to 153° (f!ci. re 9) 0n d al t h o,:r:h buiJ a­

i r· wa ~ ne ver q~ tte a~ l ow ar i n Castlecl i ff, i t wa s 

dur ing this period l ower t hun in Gonville. 

(111 ) The Regeneration of Growth in the Suburbs, 

At variou~ stages during the Second World Vi ar the 

recc slon ended in each of the suburbs and there ensued a 

regenerati vn i n gro1'1th (fi c'.lre 8). \.,anr;r.n ui ~aet was the 

:!'1ret to r ~ over (figure 9 J er.. in the .::i eriod 1939-19~2 

it und,;;; , ent a small upsurge in growt~ ( emula ted on a much 

s~aller scale by Gonville ) . During the re t'our years, 

occupied as they were with a world war, it ould hardly 

have been aupri ing if there had been no growth at all. 

Neverthele a buildings w re erected 1n Wanganu1 East in 

these year a at r te of .3. 2 per cent per am.um, a 11.uch 

higher r te than 1D any other suburb at the time. ost 

of this as !nco orat d 1n the construction or a block 

of st ate hou ea, following the establishment or th Stat 
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Advances Corporation 1n 1937. Figure 8, confirm• that 1n 

Wang&.nu1 Eaat, 1n the years following World War II growth 

generally fluctuated, and was until 1956 quite unspectacular. 

Between 1946-1 956 the r ate of incre&se of buildings sveraged 

only 2. 7 per cerJ t per annum. In fact only i n t he years 1956 

to 1961 could there be said to have been a marked increase 

in growth. During these years the increase in population 

reached 5 per cent per annwn (Table VII).1 Figure 9 suggests 

that two peak years 1959 and 1960 provided the bulk o~ this 

increase . Rates of growth even i n these t wo 7es.rs do not 

however c o;i.pare with the peaks reached in the take-oi"f 

years . 

The r ecession lasted longer in Gonville than in 

W~ganui East. In 1945 however there was a ve1•y sudden 

increase in the rate of growth (~igure 10) . It is clear 

from the graph that Gonville was the first of the suburbs 

to experience sustained growth in the post war years. With 

the exception of one year (1962) this continued until 1965. 

In the 19 years 1946-1965 (excluding 1962) building g1"owth 

averaged 5 per cen t per annum, which represents a substantial 

average :t'or that number of years . Thie w:is suff icient in 

1950 to carry it a head of Wanganui East in terms of size 

(rigure 8). Since 1956 there has been a markod decline 

1n the r ate ot growth (~1gure 10). In the laat intercensal. 

period 1961-1966 Gonville ac\ual ly lost population (Table V). 

It ia possible tbat this 1a par\ of a cyclic pattern 

obserTable in aany commun1 t1ea. Namely that aa the suburb 

ages the young move out , the family size dw1ndlea, and the 

total population decl inea. 

The receaeion laeted longest in Caetlecl1ff, and 
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as would appear to han been the case tor aoat or its hiatory 



rc~ov~r., as slo er h.:in 11::. the oth .... r t o suburbe. The 

per'c~ 1956-1965 ( i th t he exception of 1957 was however 

one of very h!g...11 gro. th (:figure ~ 1 ) • Building 1n this 

perio (1 957 excepted) av~~aged a growth rate of 14.5 per 

cent pcrannum, and i!l the five ye,1rs 1958-1966 it reached 

16.~ per c~1t ,erannum. The populotiou fi gures (Table VII) 

c n iir u t h~ t tne r at- a ; rowth i n the period 1956- 1961 

r1 v -a_ i_ed -~ '1 d 1!1 .t .1ct e :x.ceeoe ,:. the i ncre ase 1::i t :1.e t._..ke-of f 

:ea~·~ 1S .:..f-t:;,i . "' r r:i t 1 l n Cust:!.ecJ.iff a ring t hls eri vd 

wa:.::. c ... m::;e~uent l :,.· f':;1r :.1...'1.ead of an .. oth -. r suh urb or t he 

Borough. In 1951 Sastleclif f h~d b een less t l13.n one third 

t he size of Gonvil l e, but by 1966 it was hal£ the size of 

that suburb. 

I :-:~-:e d i ,~ t e.,.: .ifte.'.' !, r., _ pe:1 ,i: ye :J..!' of 0 rowth ( 1961 ) 

:1 _:l!ne!' :1 ,~ec .. 1; . .) set ,;.n . C,c.rni ~l~ rir. 1~ t he p ea:, t hat erowth 

_ont inu.e d r, tc 1.mabo ... ed ar.6 1~ ide!'ltif'iablc with the 

general decline in growth t hat has bevn exper!enced by the 

other two suburbs during the 1960's. Population growth in 

the period 1961-1966 was still however ~arkedly higher in 

Castlecliff than in the other suburbs or the Borough 

(Table VII ) . Nearly 58 per cent of the population of 

Castlecliff· has been ettled since 1951 . It is 1n this 

re pect qaitc di f ferent from the other suburbs or indeed the 

Borou , 

Conolu on.a, 

Since orlii 'ar II one o:f the oat important 

procee e at work 1D New Zealsnd urban ar ae has been the 

rapid gro th or suburbia. eoe baa c ented, " oat 

obvious has b en t he striking increase in th proportion of 
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II 2 
povul t 1on resident in the outer rings of ru•ban areas . 

Castlecl1 f f i s i n so e e p ec t an example ~ t h·s t rend. 

Jt j s Eli tu .1t"" rJ on t e oute \.c ir>t 0 of t he n orough , 3n6 "1 9s in 

t i-ic 1_:1 e r1oe. 1 9 : 1 t () 19~1 i• _re : eed 1 ... e- pop1 ·l t i ' 1n c on s 1der­

vbl. , ')art ic t, _er 1 · w'te compa red " -'-~h t ,,e ne.x.t b1ghest 

~r C\T t h period 11" 1 f' hio or7.r t re take-o:ff years (Table X). 

1896-1 911 

1906-1 921 

1 951-1961 

~- ., ,~ x, 

1:, f ..i.An ·.:.. •. luDb , 

\'anu - . .11 .r.:ast, G nvil l e . Ct.stlecli ·1 , Borough, 

1,509 

NA 

1,31 8 

2,71 2 

2,007 

1,249 

2,229 

7,315 

8,375 

Source: Results of a Census o the Colony of Uew Ze a land 

( 18 6-1901) 

in , .:Htl l.s of tt Ge, :sus of iht: Dowiulul1 u.i' i; ew Zealand 

( t 90t, 1 ... 66) 

t!H.,., utlist..:: d. ~1::; :.1 s u. s Raturr... s hel.:i Li tne "" "ps.rtue n t 

of Stat i stics . 

ns anui East an J on ille on the other han , although 

containing ar aa o peripheral development, do not generally 

fit this model. heir poat-war growth has actually been 

1 ss than in t he highe gr owth period during the take-off 

year s . 'l.'hey d1f '1'e from Ca ntlecl1ff in tha t they contain 

rr uc~ l n r ge r ur a s of long os ~6bl i ahlnent . 

F9otnote~ 
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1. The 1951 - 1966 cen us bouncaries in each suburb 
correspond exactly with the early Town Board boundariee. 

2. JlcGee, 1~69, 149. 



CHAPTER 4, 
THE t>UILDI .i: 1 

The spatial growth of buildings, of all the 

elements considered, provides perhaps the most precise 

index ot the evolution of urban form, despite the f a ct 

t h at other factors such as t he orig inal subdivision of 

l and were r esponsibl e for t he ba aic morpholo~1cal 

struc ture. 

A stu~· of t he s~atial evol ution of b uildings, 

also has a number of other i mportant functi ons. It enables 

identification of areas of a similar age, which may b e 

expected to disp l ay a certain homogeneity not only in 

terms of age, but also in style of d elling. It a lao 

provides b asic material which may be used i n the f ormati · ... n 

of t heorie s or models of the nature and growth of urban 

areas . rhere are L~ t h is r e spect two limiting fac ors i n 

t he da t a . Such models have t raditi ona l ly c oncer ned t he m­

selves wi th socio-economic ade s with i n residential area s 

and 1n additi on seek to f ormulate hypotheses f or t he whole 

city. This study, however, is not directed to the solution 

of either of these problems. 

Al though the map a do not contain an inventory of 

all t he buildings ever e r e cted 1n the suburbs, the City 

Valuer, f r om h o e Dep artment the material wa e collected, 

e timates that over 90 per cent (possibly over 95 per cent) 

ot all the buildings ever constructed are stil l extant. 

Further ore, the patt rn of growth indicated by the data 

1a ccmaietent with what little evidence ia available 1n 

the form ot arly map • Thus tigure,a 12 to 20 may be 

accepted as Ta11d viaua1 representations ot the growth ot 
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the suburbs. 

Figures 12 to 20 were drawn before the main 

periods of growth referred to earlier had been precisely 

identified. Thus t he division into periods was made with­

out a complete knowledge of a l l t be facts, and coneequently 

the map s do not re11ec1., con. ;: letel ;y th t:i se peri ods . They are 

howev,~~ , ~o ~lose t l'iot i t 1\'a s dec. ided U ,at no t1d~ed 

Ot16ins of Settlemen t, 

As i nd i cated 1n the pravi ou~ c hapters urban nod.ea 

were established i n both Wangl:lnui ~ast and Caotloc l iff 

before the turn of the century, but not in Gonville until 
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the p e riod 1901-1906. In Wanganui East this f irst settlement 

was polarised into two distinct nucleat ions namely Baetown 

and :~c.t,m :,a~~ (f"i gure , 2) . Eaato,m d~veloped a lo:ig e a c h 

aide o,.' th'= r~ilway line cree ting the c lier ::.tc t c: rist lc linear 

'ri \1tc· 'l ' _pa tter!1 01 ten !1nsoci ~ted l'J! t ~: tr::neport J i n es . At 

a l B.t 1;r etar;e , junt before t "'.'1e turn of tlw cc:it ury , a second 

uode ~<18 e3tnblished a t Y..r.wa x a,,a . It uiffored f rom Eaatown 

by developing from the beginning a rigid grid structure. 

I t was probably not by chance that both these original 

nucle i 1 and D~fore t hem t ha railway wer e located on higher 

grou=id i n nan.;anui Sast {fi0ure 6) . Thie area was p robably 

selected to avoid t he flood prone l ower areas . Thus surface 

configuration ¥his here (ae in other Ne w Zealand urban areaa) 
2 very important iA the location of the f irst nod.ea. 

Castlecliff, like Wanganui East , was also eatabliahed 

1n two original urban nodes. One of these was a aomewhat loose 

oollection ~ buildings north or the harbour, and the other 

a grid formati on which was probably located on land bought 
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b7 the la~lpo Land Company , an4 1a \hue ret'ePre4 t.o heN 

ae · ~at.1po' {tisure 12) . It ia 1ntereat.1ns ,o note t.bat. 

alt 11-0ugh ror moo, 01· its n1atory the growth or bu1ld1nga 

1n the a.re& north of t he harbour waa more a.1. aperaed t han 

1n v,an .. ..nu1 1~aat, a rr,.uch m.or ... r1a1<! geomei t r ic gri d e'Vent­

ua l ly devc loped. 

'l'he X91lA r,1°, \p ,ri, 49IQ &PAN §ra, 
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The rapid growth 1n population which c har;.icter1ae4 

t ho pre- Town Board 7eora la elearly ror lected 1n tho growth 

01' buildi n gs (tigt.tre 12). Tbla aprea4 ot bu1ld1nga support• 

t bu cl:d m mode e arlier t hat. the buaic morphology o.1' cmch 

ot t he s ubu~be h..(1 been catebl iohed prior t o t.hc ,.'own :lohrd 

lhla perloa aau i n -an4,a.>1u1 ·.est a tr.e:H·, wh. ch 

aubeec.uently c i'lar actorlacd ul l t he aubul"'b& tnr o.1.gh1.>Ut t heir 

hiatory . ~ach auccee01ni por1od hoa general ly been Morked 

b y conaol1<14t1on of t he prev1oualy ea tabllebod nucloli 

( made ncc~onu.!'",Y ~ecl1'1so o! their lo-oee and 41aperoed a truct­

uro ) , au1 1 t.1ona to t h e peri meter ot t.be::;-J ouel e 11t and the 

crcutL,n :; ... !'iJ!"t .,er t!..1Clo11 el11< •· e 1•0 i n t. ie aubu r u . .:'h.ie 

de :.:cr1pt1on or t ho gonc ral1ee4 gr owth oi' :;ow ~ealt:md towne. 

"a prooeae of ecatt erina bu1141nsa ll&h'17 
OYer me or \wo aectoro ot the a1,e, 
, ub .. quent.17 tbeN l o a con.aol14aUon 
uons the aoa\tere4 bu1141nga, ana at 
,be eaae t1•• \he t1ret atoae ot .3 
4-Talopaeni proceed.a 1A anothel' Motor. 

In none ot t.be auurba wOlll.4 1.MN appear to --.• been aJl7 

oonNloual.3 pl•nN• denlopaen,, nob•• the CClllplete 

conet l"QCtion ot a core, with tha addition ot »rov1ouaJ..y 

planned 1J'lteguacnt. • u tbo neo4 tt11oee • 

Beth Kastown and Kawa iawa were c onnol146ted 1n 



this period, and t the eame time minor nodes developed 

on l3astia Sill ~nd in Upper ~astown, agR 1n both areas 

loc ated on higher grouDd . Scattered building s also 

appeared in a triangular zone b~tween Duncan and ~ellicoe 
' St!'eets . 'anganui East in this respect differed rrom the 

other two suburbs. While development basically proceeded 

from two nucle11 1n Castleclift and three in Gonville, in 

\"anganu1 .!.SSt there has (in addition to the two original 

uclei i) been development from at least four other minor 

nodes . 

In the take-off period initiated in these years 

in Gonville, two closely associ~ted nuc lei! emerged ; the 

first located around the southern end of Gonville Avenue, 

and the eecond associated with the eastern edge of Alma 

Road (figure 12). These two nuclei! at one and the same 

time surrounded the Public Hospital and were separated from 

each other by it. At the same time settlemen t grad ally 

'ribbone d ' along Heads Road , no doub t a s a r esult of its 

function as a t hrough road flanked b y an 1mporttill t r ailway . 

Castlecliff in the same period continued the 

dispersal - consolidation process with two noticeable 

features. First , the in1and migration ot the Katipo 

nucleua, and second, th tendency tor diaperaed buildings 

north of the harbour to concentrate a1ong Seafront Road, 

which in t ho e day still provi ded a view of the ea. 

The arly Town Board Years, 
During these years t here was created in Wanganui 

a t by the aam dispersion - conaolide.tion proc as two 

n 

new nuclei!. One or these was centred in th Duncan-Jellicoe 

Street zone, and the other waa located at Sedgebrook (eee 
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Sedgebrook Street figure 1 ). This then dispels the view 

held in some quarters, th~t Sedgebrook long 1th Ea~town 

WR A the first nuclen s <'levelop e d , With the excepti on of 

these developmen ts in "'e d:3e1' roo- , , r b an ;:rov, th in v an1_~nn u1 

h. ,st. r,..,a '.lnti l t hi s pe r iod b caen c:hf!I'~cter!ncu b,: :a. 

a v o1o n~e of l ow lying a rea s. It is r elevsn t to r.ote that 
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a 1 thou~h 1n terms of topograp r~ \'- tLn.c:anul ~a :: t ha d.. typified 

the New Zealand norm, the question of tr311eport lines was 

another matter. Until 1914 the major link with the city was 

via the Town Bridge and Anzac Parade. Thus the density of 

growth should have been greatest along this route if t he 

suburb wa s to conform to the New Zealand norm. Other 

factors wore c.liJparently 1aore important. 

Durin~ t he y edr. s 1907 to 191 2 there o~c~rred in 

Gonville a mor ke d ex~ansion in growt outwards fro CT t he 

Gonville Avenue n clei1 along Bi gnell Street. ~on seguently 

when the two tramlines fr mn the Borough to Gonville were 

built, one of these was constructed along Bignell Street, 

while the other was built through the growing Alma Road 

nucleii (figure 21). There wae in Gonville during these 

years t hen a dird~ t relat ions. lp between the gr 0~ th or 

transpor t serv ices and tl:e gro t h of the r l'! eidential areas. 

The gro th in this period of a em.all urban node in ,,,,orth 

Gonville on what wa prob bl.y then, as it 1 now, a 

communications link with Caetleclitt and the adjacent rural 

areaa was con 1atent with thia trend. 

An eztonaion of the Gonville tramlin wae continued 

into Caetlecliff and completed in the a e year (1912). 

The effect of this are to be seen in the continued inland 

migration of th Matipo settlement in th1a and later periods. 



:·1sewhe!'e in Castlecliff, however, the pr sence of tbe 

tramline h3d little notice~ble e!_ect on the dispars d 

p nttern in which buildi ~gs c~ntinued to be erecte • A 

r;:i atter:i much mo:!'.'e C:.i~:;; .:. !"sec Urn ! in the othar s·.;.b :1:-bs, 

' C '; -::; e :: ~!'ated '. 

'l'he Late ·~ow.:i Board Years, 

The year following amalgamation (1914) saw the 

completion of the Dublin Street Bridge, w!'>.ich was sub­

sequently to become the main acceseway to 'Vanganui East. 

In the same year a tramline was constructed which crossed 

this brid-3;e ano pa ssed thro1.13h what is now the core of the 

suburb (figure 21 ). At the time, however, it avoided t he 

1-mme a.i ate concen t r~ tio1 s ol' settlement (figur'e 15 ) . ndee d 
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t he H!'eas ad j .:Le ;-i t to i t were not devclo1H:: u un t tl 1 9~ ' , ;,nc 

even then t :ie::-e ·;,ere still nn eveloped ar ":. as of l::1:1 <1 c lose 

by (figure 17). Communicati ons routes ana t [l!lSport y steme 

in Wanganui Bast did not play the important role which ho.e 

been their lot in other Ne,, Zea.land urban settlements. 

Instead growth continued to be oncentrated in the 3arae zone 

hS i n t he ion Board years, although there was a eli~ht 

tendency for development to shift around t e 1•iver to arde 

the centre of the Borou • 

Ther continue in Gonville uring the se ye ra a 

prooea oba rvable sine the inception of the talte-orr in 

thia suburb, namely the gradual maz-ging ot the two original 

nucle11. This w a hindered 1n the earl.7 year only by the 

avoidance ot an upland area b tween the two nodes in the 

vicinity ot the stern end of Koromiko Ro d. One 1natanco 

in which, contrary to t he exponents of the oector theory, 
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8.3 
' 

e,row ~h d1 c .co t f1I'O\.:e6 ..i cu.11p letcl.i na tural lJ from l ower to 

higher ar·eas . r .. ow 1101..icf.t.tole i n :ocvlll t: ul!I' in6 t :. Lo~ years 

Wa s t.n e proc.eos o.t' b r&<.u .. c:. l '~!.u. l.!.lL.6 ' i u ibe: v1~i .. 1 ty o f 

Gonville ,Junction , wuer•e t .u.~ t wc; t 1·;;.tmlitH:d we t. :::.a .A.S, kilil.B 

t he gr a c.ual growth 01 buildi I16 t> &lo.t1g ,....11uE1 Road anG. i~uriri 

Street, may be attributed to the locat ion of the tramline 

and the general importance of' thi a accessway as u t h r ough 

route rrom t he Borough to Cae~l~cl iff. 

In Castlecl iff, de~pite tlle pr e s duce of a trofilline 

on £;t route which subsequently became tht: moi n a c cess, these 

yea rs witnessed (par-!; ieula.rl,y in tht:: • rt1t1. no.Ptil of .: 1-..~ , ort) 

'£he :)!11.Y appa.re ll t unil'y l n g fa.\,;tvr \\tttl the gr~du.el c r ec:p of 

the core gr owth a r eu north~ur ~s , in classi cal s t yle, fro m 

t he lower to t he h i cher areas . The concentration of the 

nucleu s , whi ch charBcterised the o t her t wo suburb i:; , would 

n ot arp,:c.r t o h uve occurred in ihis a rea of C· ,stlecliff . 

The onset 01 this p e:1·i ou h1:::ra:. .... et.. t. .... c. .:._ .... r oc.uctiun 

ol' a practice whlch hi:t s sinc e exe1•teu a con sider:.1b l c 

i nfluence on t he morphology ot· all the s uburbs, t oot is the 

maea development or blocks of lane as well as of individual 

aitea. Thie waa initiated by the State and later copied 

apd complemented by private enterprise. 

The movement toward.a t he devel opment of atreet 

blocks occ urr e d in a number of areas of Wanganu1 East. I n 

Kiwi Street, et1st oi' the railwti.Y , over 24 h~uaes were built 

:t'or r ailwtay e mployees i n the mi d 1 920 ' a . But 1 t was n ot 

until the set ting up o£ t he Ot a te AdVtiDC Qa Corporation i n 

1937 that group houaing proJects became an iml)ortant feature 
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of the urban acene ( :t"igure s 16 and 17). Theae bou aing 

projects, for example the block bounded by Nixon and 

Broughton Streets in 1,anganui East, were not relegated to 

potentially inferior areas, such as the low-lying flood 

prone area close to Bastia Hill , to bec ome State slums. 

On the contrary more expensive privately - owned residences 

were sited here. There has been considerable condemnation 

of State Housing 1n New Zealand. But in aspects auch as the 

choice of site in Wanganui East much care was taken. 

The rise ot street block development wa slower in 

Gonville and Castlecliff, although developments 1n mid­

Koromiko Road (Gonville) during these years heralded t heir 

introduction. On the other hand , the major feature of 

this period, wa s t he continued merging of the original 

nuclei! in the north west of tha t suburb, and the gra dual 

gro th of housing westwards from the Junction. 

In summary it may be eaid that by 1939, the 

original nucleati ons in Gonville and Wanganui East , were no 

longer identifiable as such, and tha t growth rather than 

being centri f ugal, wa s more a process of developing unused 

pockets of land within the urban complex. ','hat 11 ttle 

growth there was in Caatlecliff in thie period continued as 

it had in the paat to be loose and disperaed. There was 

neTertheleaa some continuation of the trend towards a 

alight concentration up the coast, with an expected 

preterence being ahown tor seaward locations. The war 

year brought little change 1n this pattern, although both 

anganu1 l!i&st and Gonville, but particularly the former, 

experienced 

(tigure 18). 

e State Houe street block development 
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The Post-War Years, 
Two main :features h ve characterised the B];)ati'al 

evol ·1tion of t he suhu.rbs in the pos t-war peri0d. The i' iret 

has een t~e conti!luati·m 0f oup housi 0 c ~roj e ct s . 
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Althou;.,.h as n earlier pericds t here h. 'J._" o been c onsi derab le 

deve lopment of individual sites . The second hae been t he 

large s c ale development of peripheral urban areas, ~ade 

possible in large part by the advent of the private motor 

car. Thi s ha s been acltnowled;;ed by cGee as a New Ze tt land 

wide phenomenon . 4 iach of these three suburbs have important 

par ts l ocated in Rl st -, c Tee calls the outer rin[ of urban 

se t tla'.7.ent. wh eh 

ha , been dljvelo·)e d. since t he Se con a World k r. In this 

re .;;pect none of the three su u rb " are t ·:p!cal of those in 

the ring . Nevertheless in all three, lthough l e s s so in 

Wanganui East than the other two, there h a s been considerable 

growth, and this has been concentrated on the periphery of 

e eh suburb n oticeabl.Jr close in each ca se to the Town 

Doundary (fi l ures 18,19 and 20), 

Of' t he oeripher al developme .ts observ8hle in 

·wang nui .l!iast since World War II, two single t ·:emsel ves out 

as de serving of particular attention, Soon ai-ter the War 

there occurred a resurgence ot growth on Baet1a Hill and 

the ad3acent lowland area (t1gure 18). In both theae cases, 

and particularly on Ba t1 Hill , high-grade hou ing baa been 

developed, no doubt in re ~one to the advantage ot ocial 

prestige and scenic view inherent in tbeee loc tione. 

Lat r, during the years 1958 to 1961, the Government 

embarked an a housing project on t he northern e dge of angenui 

Eas t . The 'Pepper Block', a it was named af'ter one of 
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the principle builders, has incorporated in it a number of 

innovations based upon current world tre nds. Two of the 

n,ore i mportaI t of t hcs1,; a re, the mult ip le units which are 

p ~r t of the ~ovement tow~rds h igher der. aity housing , a nd 

t he c lus te r in r- of hous s aro:.md c i...:.ls-de s ~, c :o. nc' i"T.1 lar . o 

ex it s treets, b ased oL t he cesi~e to fo~ter a ~rea t er de5ree 

of community life and spirit. Like ~any other housing proJects 

the 'Pepper Block' has become the l egatee of a number of 

preesing problems, not the lesat of which has been the 

difriculty of attracting residents rrom only the lower 

socio-economic gr ades of society. 

Growth in Gonville in t he poot-war years has bee n 

concentruted on the western and north- western e ager of the 

sub urb , t he t' urt:reree.t 1,: oint ~ from the ori -::: r_a 1_ c o:.. 1'e nreas . 

""'wo me r r:1ng sub- sev tor"' a r e distinr;n1 s:ho.b le, the ear l ~· 1''ort ll 

Gonville node , whi cn experienced e rec,ur gence aft e r t r..e l a r 

under both state and private impetus (figure 19), and the 

much larger State Housing Project on the we s tern edge of 

Gonville adj oinir:g Ba l gownie Swamp. As Figures 19 and 20 

demonstra t e t hi project t~ s crept s teadily we~t ward~ 

i::.r und t he northern e dge of EalE;ownie Swamp and ia a .... owly 

erging with gr owth 1.n Castleclif f. It is r elev m t to note 

at t n is point that large p rt s oi' Balgown1e ev-' amp, particularly 

th western edges . have been zoned for industrial use when 

thy are reclaimed. It is hoped that t his State Houaing 

area, which h 

preJudiced a 

few enTironmental advantage, will not b 

re ult. 

cOee'e argument augge ta that it 1a not by 

co1nc1denc t hat Caetl cliff the o t peripheral suburb in 

Wenganu1 , hould have experienced the greate t growth of the 

I I ... 



three suburbs 1n the post-war years (figures 18 , 19 u1d 20) . 

This growt h endorses the fact that Castle c11ff is, if 
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ao·1er : ed on t ..,.le b as i s of the a ..:e of t ~e 1u~or1 t y of buildings, 

a jf!J.ch .rou11, e r s •1burb ths:-i t:1e otl-ie~r. . '?rov·th in Cl3.stlecl1 f f 

sl:"lce t li.e war hc,s co~tinu.ed, as b;:fore t ~ be more disp e rsed 

thsn i n either of the ot h er suburbs. One ~f the main 

featur e s has been the res4rgence of development 1n the ~atipo 

nucleation . Growth has gr ~dusll y crept nor t h-east~aras 

fr om t hi s node alon E:" Puriri St reet t ower1e '3-onvi l le. Thi s 

development ~lo'1£ a n9 in acc os f. lJl3Y 1 s a l re~dy blurr l ng t he 

d1.sti:1cti on betv.·ee~ ~o.'1 v i 11:! e.-.j ... astle c 1.iff , and will 

eventlla .ly leac t ~) l ;.~ .:iie r _:;Jf'l":~lr . .:e J t., t :._,_t roi.· t ._'\f t °r?e 

~n;~~ar ; be tween t~e~. ivide~ t ~l s~ ~ s s bee ~ t he inland 

-r.oveme11t of growth node s 1'1 the a re '.3 north '.)f tht? h a rbour . 

1'his wa s bound t o h,-1ppen as t.h.e numb13r of 9va 1lable s1 t es 

clo se to the coast dec l inea . :!p the coast , close t o the 

Tow=-i Eoundar y , \Vher e some sit es were still avail9.bl e the 

nssociated ribbonin g development which mar ks the .:ne ot f or 

.suc:1 l ocati ~:i s W!.i S s ti ll to b e observed in the peri ·: d 1956-

1961 (figur e 19) . The seaN3r d locatton of t hes~ aites has 

no do ubt been re s ponsible for the develoQment here of higher 

grade housing thrui in other areas of Castlecliff . 

The deTelopment ar eas immediately behind the Port 

in t he T1c1n1ty of Castlecliff School (figure 19), along 

\Yi th other a.mall area s , are charact eri sed by localised 

variances 1n the str ee t sys~em, such as cula- de- sac. 

These have been da s13ned t o break away f r om the dominant 

grid pattern. The overwhelming domi nance of the grid 

system i s, however, evidence of the resiettlnce to change 

of a street network once 1 t is e stab lishe d and the buildings 
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construe to d. 

One or the moet obviou conclusions ariaing rrom 

this particular examination ot the suburbs, 1e that for 

much ot t heir history gro th has been lovee and dispe1·sed. 

Two factors provide E:!Vilience of this , tho 1;,cattere c n a ture 

of e a rly uildit gs even 1n the IL Or·e nucleated a r eas , flnd 

the amount of infill i n g W.uich hss lreen n ecessary 1.n most 

periods of their history. It would aeem that laiaeez-foire 

conditions have Qre uomi~ated (in aome areaa they still do) 

and that until recent times comprehensive planning, of tor 

exam-ple the t ype advocated by the exponent of t he ne i gh.­

bourriood and cluster schQ'Jls of t:iought, has b e en the 

e xce~tion rether t han the r ule, 

'!.'he 

It is appr opriate a t this j n .. ture to make a 

comment about the general ep~t1a l gro, t . of the a~burbe . 

'!her:3 is now a considerable body of re et:ar(.. ;1 on the spcitial 

aspects of citi e s, and whil e there ie no agre~ment on a 

unit'orm model applicable to all c! ties, thz·ee t heo.r1e3 have 

distinguished t11e'1l ae1vea aa being the moat Qcc _i>ta"bl\;I. 

'l'he fi r s t of th ~s e , Th~ ~2-0centric &·J.!1 e l'h9 or 4 • 

po tul ate~ by Burgess i n t~e 1920 's, eeas th c1t , as a 

serie . of conc ~D tI"iC zones, raa.i ting c,utw rd fr om the 

can.tr 1 zone or Commercial Buslneas District (C.B.D.). The 

B eond 1e Thg Sector or Wedge Iiypothes1a, developed by Homer 

Hoyt, which a eert that the city gro~s 1n wedge or 

eectors. Finally , Barrie and Ullman have develop d a third 

theory , he Multiple .~cl§li Theorx, for a roup ~ c itie 

which ha e ~~own outwer da froa ore than one nuclei1 or c.B.D. 

Lik most New Zealond cities of a comparable size 
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Wanganui has only are C. B.D. , although it is interesting to 

note that ea ch of the three suburb s have themselves grown 

from more t han one original node . Thus the Multiple Nuclei! 

Theory does not appear to apply to the Borough, unleae the 

pattern of growtn in tile suburbs represents a moaified 

for~ of I ulti~l~ n cle ii . 

1.l na c;_u~ -, ti ::;. 1 ol. t.'le relevance of the c...;oncentric 

Zone an · ~t.; Ctor l1r1eorie , is 80.:: ... ;...,h f: t 11, o r1:. compl..:;x as elements 

of Li oi:1 1.~•01..,.lc ..'c.ppe:. • c.:.p)l lc ~ ·~e. ir. Uee cla ·ma t:Ut the 

.e ·,: : ea: .:....£!(_ ci t, con:. orms wl t i l s. c ,U .. ::.ei.... Vl:irsi..:;.n of the 

Con ·c11t ric Zo~'le 'i'heory. Ile deu..011ut !'L tes5, t· Qt it is 

l!ompot>eu of three b ro a zones figure 22) . Il1 tr..c. centre 

o the ..:::ity is tht;; C. . D. D., dd~oi u'n&, t hls t ere i.:; a zone 

ol li($h t i 1tJustPy uud rnan u1actur1ng with some deteriora ting 

he. ,.s l .;; , whi ~u.rrlH!1 ·1ng t l is is a suburban ring con t a ining 

. _ de s c r 1 u e e 

_ ~'.;' .. , 1.,.~ . 1, l:o , --J. t-: e ,J •t s" 'l•U 1· ~1.1 ~.1·.,. upon ' t ' ,":.' i.' Onsidera.ble 

li. i xtur· i:,i" upper, ;,, · (,dl~ , d.t. · lo ,~·1.n gr . . ue d ~roul,)~ (which) 

c ,m o ll l,c l,t!~1...ribut.. al:> uss 1 ·1.ir:g u chequ1:1 r ' oaru ·Jattern• 6 • 

dtbou t ur t.h r c vi u.€.11ct. , aJ; bl't f rolll l oca.l h.11owl c ... tge, 1 t 

seer e rt:i.soiJ.nu lc to state t hut -;· ..i.:c. unui hae theue three zones, 

ult.l.10u,:,.. _ · · . .. o 1-u 1 ..,.0..1·t.i a l::..:,· dcJI:.onst r utes the .fi rst two are 

lin · a.t.t:c.... 1• · L:1er· t l J.bll c..irc t:.r . 7 l-'w•therr.1ore aa 1• a s t he 

eoc o- econo, c rc.iclt.:s , t1 a p.b.o t oo empl twi z inc tbe considerable 

1•clngo i .:i the t .9e a.i d atund ru o'f d\1elL.ng - fro.r.1 bach to 

c o 1tc.mpord.l'y u.wcllin , and r r o.u the h i gr de reaidencea on 

Ba ati a Ilill , to the r lat1vely low g:rade structures in 

Cautle ·- iff - eno.or ee the view t hat this 1s a valid 

de c.:1• • .P .ion c:tnd cla aification of the three suburbs. But to 



GE_'3.?.ALI , ~ DIA'}.ttAll: OF THE IViAJO.(\ ZO. ZS JF 

LAWUSE .AND 3JCI -IX:0,0}UC G- ADES OF 

-· p· L.A~Iv~ IN THL .. 1.·:, i3ALAl~ ]ITY. 

lower and ~ 
mid dle socio€').,,,.~ 
economic Q;;-"' 

grades .:::, 

KEY: U.G.= Nodcs of Upper Socio-Economic Groups. 
• =Retailing Centre. 

Fig . 22. 

After McGee T .G., 1969, The Social Ecology of 
New Zealand Cities, J. Forster (ed.) Social 
Process in New Zealand. 



claim that these zones are Concentric is open to question. 

I n this respect McGee himselt' does not seem to regard it as 

necessary t hat t hey must be concentric in nature. But as 

b oth of t he other t heories recogni se the same zonal differ­

ent i a tions (C . B. D. , re s i dential etc.) i t would appear t ha t 

t he ess e nt i a l di f fer ence betwee n them must be t he spatial 

organi zation of these zones. 

A subjective asse ssment suggests t hat t he spatial 

structure of the zone s 1n Wanganui approximates more closely 
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a sector pattern of the type developed b y Pownall (figure 2.3) . 

Wangam11 ' a s ite does not lend itself to the development of 

concentric zones . I ts situat i on in a valley wit h a river 

meandering t h rough, is t1 ma jor barrier to t he evolut i on 

of such a p att er n , ano ha s favoure d t he developme n t of' an 

elon;ate u l i nea r urban structure . 1'.' ithin t his str uc t ure, 

the steady extension of urban we dges, may be clearl y seen i n 

t he suburb a (figures 1 2 to 20.) I n the case of Gonvill e t hi s 

wedge has gr adually pushe d out from Carlton Avenue, and i n 

Castlecli f'f from Heads Road (li atipo) and the Port. '.£'he 

we dge aP. .1 l o,::y is no t a s obv i ous 1n Wane e.nui O:aet in the 

earl i e r years, al t hough it is to be seen along t he dynamic 

urba n e dge s t n l ater years. 

The Wedge Hypothesis has been summarised as follows 

"growth tends to proceed from any point of 
or1gin, along transport routes towards 
high ground which is tree from floods or 
atmospheric pollution and has scenic 
interest, and along watertronts not used 
tor co-erce or industr7, and tend.a to 
avoid 'dead-end1 directiona in which 
growth is liaited by natural or artificial 
barriers. The highest density~ 
development ie along the wedges that are 
served by the beet transportation routes. 

Once started in a particular direction, urban growth tends to retain similar 
character1st1ce, as it proceeds outward 
along t he •eage. The r esult~nt urban form 
1a often that of a atar or a diamond, 
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depending on the number ot major 
rad1ating routes. Protuberances and 
higher density development take place 
along the major transportation 11nea.t•8 
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Pownall cla ims that two parts of the hypothesis 

apply particularly to i ew Zealand condi tione first surface 

gro th h~s h een affected b y draina ~e, slope , a.G scenic 

interest. 9 The 1nhibitinz eff ect of poor drainage has been 

seen in the manner in which urban Gonville and Caetleclift 

skirted Balgown1e s amp, and lowly1ng areas were settled 

r a t her late in t he hi story of ':;an6anu1 East. The question 

at· slope ls s o1ilew:. r t more difficul t to resolve . Growth 1n 

G.ist l.ec lift' ,. &s C•t rtainlJ proc · ede d toward higher ound, 

b ·;it 1 t c otilli oe arJ · ~d th .t t he ounaary w~t. sue 1 that there 

was r eall no a lterrla tivc. I n ronvtlle t he oi.ly area which 

i: i zh t be sai d to b relatively high w s avo i ded for some time, 

but eventually settled. In Wanganui Ea s t, the only suburb 

with a:n;;- g:r•e at change in slope, there has been a distinct 

mov_ment up Bastia Hill . But it has been responsible for 

only a small portion of the growth in this suburb, and 

ce~tainly does not constitute a major trend. Scenic interest 

ha ~ al s o ue~n an imporLant factor in growth . The _ reference 

for coast~l s it es and sites commanding a vi ew in Castlecli f 

and V ang'l!lui r~a ;;t resr>ectivel:7 9rovi de good exam.plea. 

'l'he second area of the theory which is held to 

ap1>1Y to New Zealand , i s that "the highest denaity ot 

develop ent (in the dyn ie sense) has occurred along the 

wedges beat served by transport." Thi ha been shown to 

be bro dly true of Gonville, partic~larly in the early 

years , but no of Wanganu1 aet or Castclitf, 

It has been cla i med that New Zealand towns in 

hich grow t h bye ctore 1e appa ren t do not have the form ot 

LIBRARY 
MASSEY UNIVERSITY 
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a star or d1a::nond. a superficia l examination o1' \ianganu i 

il" ~erms of tb.e c.:u.rre~1t .::tr cet system L.luat rates thttt wh i le 

t!lis conc .!x.si c.;u 1 c gener!l:.!.,/ t1·ue , t1;t.re t.r ~ pr ot ub e r ances, 

~hich al t hou~h highl y distcrtea, d~ bear eo~e re s emblance to 

t he w1ng e. of· a s t&r. ·Ihe subur b 01 Cai:,tlecliff itself', and 

t he e x t ension c 1 Up{, E.l' Aramohc. mfly be citeu a & exa.cuple s. 

Po-.-;na l .i ' s f.Chem& t 1 c I'eI, L'eatint&tion of t. he ~rowth 

c,f ·h1.ugo.r ... u i ' f. sec.t.;)rs i s .tJ.O'A 6V€r sow~wha t ob scuro for· the 

:follow i ng re !:A iiC...:lS. I irE.. t the d i f f c.r'entiz.tl <.ir.l uf sea.: l.oi·e. 

tas tr&\..ltl - -: ... 1 1.t Li~-:. .. 1 ..,..:i&~.:l ~ Il so.:.: l o-..;Cu.uvu.d~ 1.,..c·lt.e.rl e1 . 

1his • C.H,d l l :J.-1E: "--:ii.~~ L , i_, ........ t l i:. c .. i& ... i c?,ure ~ (pa ge 102) 

1~ • h i ~- he ~elineb t es 1 l ve l an6use categori es ; core, 

co,1i.merce etc ., a lt.noilgh the las t, of these , his residential 

zones , are r ot ba.sea. on t.he conventlona l hi gh, ml adle , and 

l ow graae cri t eria. Fi gur e 23 i n the t heela demone t rtt tes 

t hat t he c 0~ventional de l1neat1~1 ir ~pplie6 to Pownall's 

s0ctvrlz Jtl..:m ,:ri: ,,tinga.nui i a br·oc1dlj acc.;ep t 1:1b l e anu i s 

:f ..... rt.-:i.~rmore ;:; i ml l ,ii• to ,, is lanu'hH:1 zo~1e;;i . l ', e ver· c.r. >:less 

t .... ert .J.£0 (;l nu.ri"ber vf ll1lpor tan t o.efec t ;:; . I e, iu 'to ... : broad 

t 0 statt:: t hat. .,,1ey u.rd ,1' i d~l e class ,1r~ua , i t would be 

neure1' t he t ruth t ~ describe t.he s uburb s as btloically 

ohequerboard in nature. Second the diagram omit s the 

industrial areas a aaociat.ed with the r a i l way in b oth Gonvill e 

and ilanganui East, and the industrial area aaAociated wi th 

the Port a t Cas tleclitt. Fin.ally the a reas on the we stern 

e dge of Gonville c ould not be described a s high grade 

hvusing. If t hen his nwnber s do not r efer to these lano.uae 

Ctitegor1es i t would appea r that t hey only ind1cut~ fi ve 

stages of growth as shown 1n t he l ower port ion o:t' Pownall ' a 

figure 2. This is in e f fe c t hardly a sect orizat i on b a aed 

on the Sector Ji7pothea1s. 



~one u s ion. 

Al thou ,h the re i s i nsufficient evide~ee to per mit 

strong conclu eion a, a consi stent stream of t hought underlies 

t h 1 d1 ecua s1on. Namely that the moat sat 1efactor y 

desc r i~t i~l of the w~y t n ~hich the t hree au~urba , (and it 

would seem ':• 1..ri~;l:l!l,.11 ~s ~ .,, ... ol e) h ave -~r ~/NU , is to t a te 

t .· t t -~~-,· '. -v: dev l r)pt:'u d.: ;~eo.J,<h, from l.c.sit.1::. .. 1 ·· ores . 

the vi::ru ._-e s 1bw•b as ae1.1c· ·oed by lr: ..:3 e , who in hls 

ui gr.l,n .e,;tu:;1. 1 ly a.c~i~ 3 ao.,.e of lllt:1 8uburb!:J as st,ctc e 

l!., . 1 ,.ir.. .,: e ~t :J o:f · .... oth tr,ooriuc, . 

1 • 

3. 

• 

5. 

6 . 

I 

t !:esis tbe t. _ rm ' uil i re, ' r fe s tv ariy t 'U\; tuJ e 

11 ·hich 1~ uo ·d for ans ot the func i on l,c:f lne · on 

the Town Ple.rining tip of \\angti.llu 1 . 

'ollows r e e1 el\t1al , co l:rcial, 

1nc ·.str1a. l u ~o un1 y ~ e . 'I'hua 1 not 

. l d.c uildin~ whic.LJ. .v - r orm 6 t,U 16~ry 1•ole --
auc ::i a ··ar por·t t allG. ./ . i ate I:.r;;;. • 
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CHAPTER 51 

THE HOUSE AND URBrui FORM . 

Introduction, 

As the tnree s uburbs are largely residential , 

the hous e ruay be r e garde d ao the b a s i c unit of e a ch. t here­

t'ore the exte rcal c.:har·l:ictcr-i stica of the va ri ou s dwellin,;s 

may be s u i d t o exe rt a cor side:rr-1bl e j n:t l uence en urban 

form , 1 
Th-1 s 1 ~ part iculttr•l y so i n terms of the vi sua l 

i mpa ct of the suburbs, an impact which often conveys t he 

strongest impresaion of form. Price ha s apt l y summari sed 

t h is, "mention t e !1a ;1e 0 1· a known ci ty , and one will 

iclentify it with a visua l i Ta£e of on e of i ts l ands capes , 02 

It hr~G be.:.. :: clai F.1e( t ~1 [. t "in Bri t a1 n a t'ew 

dl1 1·er€.n r.i :-;i l e; .lli r•::x ..: Le r .1 t ne __ _ 1'au1·i c of towns_ _ each 

oi' whi ch ty:i;,ic.ally .;:ul tiplle~· 0Ye:' tr·"'c; t 1:: of townsc ar>e 

produc0 a diatincti ve t extu1·e ..,f r e l ief. 113 One of t he 

essenti al fac tors responsible for this dif ferentiation 

is that , apart from v a riations in the detached houoe, there 

l a conside r able diversity in those which are n ot detached, 

Thus the detached house may be described as studded over 

the w~b an l andscape , the ae~1-detached house ribbed, tmd 

the mult l - 1mi t b lock s clumpe a w1 thin urb an areas. With 

the preponderB..1'"lce of t he single detached house i n 'iianganui 

East, Gonville , and Castlecliff , auch a categorization 1a 

not possible. There are nevertheless clearly d1at1ngu1ah­

abl e house :forms within the suburb a, and these have been 

1nt'luent1al in adding eome diversity to the urban landscape. 

Although spec1£ i c dates are gener ally prescribed 

for e ach style o!' buildinb, it i s well r ecognised that the 



change from one style of architecture to another is a 

grad'aal process. Therefore t.he boundaries between eras 

are in reality :periods of gradua l tz•ansition. It is also 

realised that many houses haTe undergone considerable 

modification. ~here this hee occurred, such building& 

have been cla~sjfied on the tasis of the predominant 

features of t heir ~urr~n t style. 
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Finally lese atten ti~n bas b een paid to the 

legislative origins of t !~e house, t han waa the case with the 

other elements. This has been caused 1n part by the 

paucity of evidence, and in part by tne tac~ that the 

or1g!l1s of the various house atyle s are largely to be 

found in overaeae trends. For this reason some attention 

is devoted to the investigation ot the influence of overseas 

idea s and concepts. 

Qrig111a ot t h e House ~~orm, 

Oar1~et t i n An 8ncyclopae dia of }~e w Zealand {5&) 

states that "architecture may be considered as a cultural 

expreaaion the outward and visible sign ot the changing - - -
pattema of thought, life, and society." Thua, although 

th1• study is primarily concerned with !actors ot a physical 

nature, these are both the product or and reflect upon the 

aocio-aconom1c character1at1oa of the community. 

l"he t'irst 100 years of Ne,:v Zealanda arohi teetural 

h istory wer~ "characterised by the bel ated adoption or 
overseas fashiona . 04 A tenancy which aome claim 1a atill 

prnalent toda.J, althoup it would appear that a rora or 

building unique to tbia count17 1a alowl.7 eTolT1ng.5 B11t 

rather than being a repetition o~ stylea 1n the 'Bae 

Country', aa ao auch elae o~ New Zealand aocteiy 1a a1lege4 

to haTe been, the building tor••, aaterlala, and techniques 



have had more 1n common with New Zealanda closo colonial 

relatives - Australia and the We st Coast ot America. 

Two i mportant features which the immigran ts 

did b ring with t hem were a taste for pri vacy based on a 

revulsion of the urban conditi ons of nineteenth century 

Industrial Sngland, and the Elizabethan principle that 

each family should have its own home with a separate 
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room for every peraon. 6 Both can be s een in the dominance 

of t he de t a ched house, and in the tendency tor ssctiona 

8t t he back of houses to be separated by boundary hedges 

or fe~ce s . That this process has not been re~ea ted a t 

t h e f r ont o~ the house , which is gener~l ly open to the 

street , is a fact of some importance and is discus&ed in 

a l ate r section. 

The c1ass1t1cat1on or the Basic House forms, 
There is no universally acceptable system for 

classifying hcases according t o t~eir a rchitectural style . 

The .tollo1ting .ay::.te..n i s based on that used by the Valua ti on 

De_p&.rtweilt in Val uat i on Rolls, e.r.;.d on Be.Les' work i.1 t.'-iis 

field . I n the li&ht of Garrett' s work , whicn estab l ishe s 

the co~plexity of arch itectural evoluti on, the system 

proposed may be an oversimplif ication, but it ia quite 

conaiatent with techniques used overaeaa b7 geographers 

auch as Smaile&. 7 

Three major residential architectural otylea are 

to be i'ound in the suburbs; the cottage, the villa (or 'T' 

house), and the bungalow. The bungalo~ however , oontaina 

a number of 1.Japortant eubsidary types, which in their 

extent and viaual impact, are more impor tant than some ot 

the otbe r house t orma. 

The houae does not exiat on ita eection 1n isolation 



it has as an interrelated component. vegetation. It baa 

been claimed t ha t t he amount and type of vegetation 1e 

similar to, e.nd can be correlated with the age and style 

of the house. 8 Thus where it is appropriate, mention will 

be made of t he characterietice of the vegetati on associated 

with t he various house t ypes. 

Tr.G ..:,ottage I 

In Wanga11ui , a s i n New Ze a l tind i n general , the 

c ottage c onstitutes t he earl ies t extant form or permanent 

urban dwelling in terms of ~oth age and style. It is based 

on that "universal primitive house J:'orm from which all 

domestic architecture is descended, a plan and shape that 

ha s persisted t·or a t housand years or more in the bri tiah 

I ole c ; low walls, a solid cube with minimum openings, two 

small wi ncow~ ln the tront,, a door bet ween them , a ud a 
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ma.s..., i v~ c:1::.. ... !!t.:.,· .!. !l the ce:~tre, or on t he 6abl~ e11a wall . 119 

'fhe cottage , u ,l t.. to t.:. lt: ~.Jcr· e ~c., ,.ut ',)\o · Ot't) c011pl .x T •ouse 

i n 1~ew Zealand, wirror t,1~ ~&.rlJ basic :1ou s e typ o:3 s develope d 

i n Australia . J.~amely the cl:.ildlike conception of t!"...e (front) 

facadc as a f ace, t he tw o windows being eyes, t he arches 

above t hem eyebrows, the front door the noae, 8.ll.d t he roof 

the br 1mlees hat.10 This style was derived f r om the basic 

a i a.:pl ici ty ot· Georgi an archi tectur·e , which weis t he model 

for t b e early ~oloni sta. 

The cot~age i s a lso characterised t y a ridge 

which extends acroas the top of the r oot , from one aide o~ 

the houae to the other. To the f ront the roof is short and 

steeply pitched, while at the back the r oot 1a long a.nd the 

pitch gradual, eloping 1n to a lean-to ove r the k1 tchen and 

wash-house (Plate 4) . 

Like the majority of bousea in the three subur bs, 

the cottage ia usually aited a-iuare on to the street, with 



little if any attempt at orientation to suit the sun or 

the prevailing weather. Furthermore, a number are 

located much closer to the street boundary than the 

current 15 foot minimum. All are small and many are 

the typical two roomed 'but' (kitchen) and 'ben ' {parlour) 

cottage located on equally small sections. About halr 

of the cot tages in Castlecliff, for example, are located 

on lots which are considerably leas than the average 32 

perches (t'igure 24). 

In , anganui East and Gonville, because of the 
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small numbers and dispersed nature, t he cottage type has 

lef t 11 ttle imprint on the urban landscape outside of' the 

older areas of se t tlement. On the other hand the cottage is 

of more importance in Castlecliff (table XI). Thie may be 

attributed to a number of factors, amongst which the 

seaside location and the poorer status of the area are the 

more obvious. It has been assumed in varioue quarters 

that tle cottage d isap p eared · s a house form around the 

turn oi' the century . 11 But in f 11c t 40 per cent of the 

pre sent cottaqes in Cas t lecliff were erected in the decade 

1910-1920, and some were even built 1n the late 1950'e. It 

le not a coincidence that so many cottages were built 1n 

this period, whicb 1nolu4ee the years of the First orld 

War. The scarcity or men and aateri la, and the cheapness 

of land 1n Castlecl11'f, probabl.J' made the cottage type the 

most viable proapeot tor the poorer a ctora or the c0UlmWl1 • 

It is interesting to note that rather than being 

concentra ed in the immediate vicinity oft e sea 1de, the 

cottages are gener l ly cattered throughout tlecl1ft 

(:figure 24). Thua as in anganui E et an GonTill , although 

to leaser extent, the influence ot the cott g on urban 

to has been dilut d. 
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It 1a appropriate at thia point to state that a 

em.all number of baches, which have at'f1n1t1ee with the 

cottage 1n terms of their size are located 1n Castleclitf. 

These one or two roomed bungalows, commonly associated 

· l t.11 QetisicL ... lo<.: tions, ar0 sl.i ilarly disp<:irscd t ' oughout 

the suburb, so t hat t ey too have exert.ea no great visual 

influt:nce n the andecape. (Plate 5) 

The Villa or T House, 
The villa auperseded the cottage about 1900, and 

remained the dominant house form until the First World War, 

duri ng which it gradually declined in the 1.'ace of' the growing 

popularity of ~he bungalow. This pat~ern is in contrudiction 

to t he conc.lus i on reached by Smailes t ha t "ove rseas (from 

Britain) t .be vi ll a became t :1e chiet' form a.ssu:ne d by urban 
·1 2 sp r awl and motorized transport.•• 

In bot n Wanganui East and Gonville, somewhat less 

than one fifth of all houses are villas (table XI). Castlecliff 

on the other hand hae considerably fewer, mainly because 

there were not as many buildings constructed in this period. 

and o number of t hose which were built were cottages. 

Within each of the suburb a t ne r-e are zon e herein 

the density of villa s is suf'ficiently l'iigh t o differentiate 

them aa areas of villa suburbia (figure 24). These areaa 

correspond very closely with, and in places actually define, 

the earliest nodes of settlement {compare figures 12,13,14, 

and 24). But th concentration 1a restricted largely to tbe 

level of individual tr et, nd ven within theae treeta 

they are o ten interspersed wlth bung lowe (ror xa ple 

Ka a Kawa Street 1n hanganui "ast). Thus the 1 tri bution 

of villas , as indeed of' most archi t ctur.:1.l ats l ee 1th the 

xcept1on of the e t te .ouae, approximate ~cG e 's d oription 

or th Ne Z aland au: u1•b a a suin1ng a eh qu.erboard p ttern. 
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CO iF' SI T ::c 

PE 

'iangpnui East , Oopv111.,, Gaatleclitf, 

Cottage 1. 0 0.9 6.7 

Bach o.o o.o 1 .1 

Villa 19.6 16.2 6.2 

Plain Bungalow 45.4 39.7 .3 6 .6 

Gable Bungalow 6.5 5.5 .3.4 

Hip Bungalow 5.4 5.3 4.2 

Spanish and Parapet 2.4 2.4 0.5 
Bw1galowe 

Stdte house 9.7 19.6 9.2 

Modern House 10.0 10.4 .32. 1 

Tott1. . 1 oo.o 1 oo.o 1 oo.o 

~ourc«:,: V .1.u· t i uH ulle 



In the case ,or these three suburbs, this chequerboard 

pattern is largely the result o the dispersed growth ot 

the early nucleations, with the intervening gape tilled 

by later house styles. 

The Basic Characteristics o the v11ia, 
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The v1 a has e formal t y le in bich the emphasis 

is on a, m et ry, and cun se <;:11 ntlj• most can t easi ly recognised 

fro rr. t he ir .xtern ttl f t;. tures (P l nt e 6) . lthouE;h t hey were 

dea1 c;n e c'I t o e· ive vjs1 e l ep pea l, it 1s 0 1l l ·1 i n t h e rr. iddle 

a nd upp 0 r ~ r ~ rts R t hP. t th i e b. e b een a c~i e ved. , b a sically 

simple plan was use d to attain th1 a ~ pe a l, but complexity 

was gajned by the a ddition of feat ures s uch a s bay windows, 

(it is somet me~ c ~l l ed tl e E y Villa) veran d~.s, .md 

exte r nal orn&Jf!ilt i.:t_,.,n . I :-i .:.. dc. 1t i :)l! to t e sc c t uree the 

vt 1.n L , of t e , ..,_ t 1·: 1 _;,, uy 1 t: c... no l:l.., H !l.Y s, c~r u ,:: t erised 

co :- n:-ec wi t _ t '-:: 7 o. S C ,- t o · :. : ... ~ :,o e r 'tw1_ i:: lu: ) the 

1 cs r e a d use n- C:•Jrrug "" L .1... .:.. l' ur: f' o r t.he r oo1', and walla 

which ere al.moot withvut ,., .c.:epL' on ~ ... 1,stru te a. o · ood. 

A nllll!ber of t ne e lement cl of the v i llu w~r- c ried over 

from previous etyle. The T shape of the dominant bay 

windows roo, and the long p aeage from front to re ar are 

among t he ore notic able or these. 

e arch on ho t yle a in uckla.: d, di tlng ..i i ed 

thr a.in gl' do of llOUS6 - high, .niddl d lo grad • heae 

ere cUtter nti ted ain~ on the b ia of iz, oompl xit7, 

and oc1o-econom1c atatua. 13 11 no a eh c1a 1f1ca't1on 

baa b n atte pt d h re, it is lear ro h pho o pha 

t e xamples ~ 11 h r ec types c · 'be :t'owid in he e uburba 



(Plates 6, 7, 8.) Most, ho over ar representative ot the 

middle grade group. 
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The higher grade villas which mainly occur as 

individual uni ta in Wangsnui East and Gonville (tigure 24) 

have been desc r ibed as an "ornate box, 014 Thie ornateness 

arose because ''the house became a symbol of soci J. l standing , 

and t J.e mediev9.l traditions of structure -ma ~u.'l.ct i on were 

f orgotten. 1115 Uany '3rch 1 ta c t ral deta il a euch a moulded 

woodwork were t hus ueed for symbolic rather than fl.lllctional 

reasons. 

These large villaa may be relied upon to have at 

least on1:: it-:.rge ba:, indow, (marcy have more ) a large verandah, 

numerous c h i mn eys (some of which ere ornately sty led), and a 

fe¼ c ont ain promi nentl; disgla) e d turrets (Pl~te 7 ) . The 

use 01 l a r __,e v e r ·,._r:dahs aric. c.outle h1ing windows, oftem with 

ruany layers of curta i ns ar~d in earller days wooden venetian 

blinds, has been cited aa demonatratlng a reluctance during 

the Victorian period "to adapt to thd strong sunlight of the 

New Zealand climate," and hence represents a form ot' 

adjustment by the immigrants "to the wal'mer cli ate and 

atronger light.n16 

These l arge villa al o tend to be characteristic 

o1' · h e older de Zealond suburb, ''the f'r awework of hi.:h 

consisted of a networ of eneee, wall , a.ncl hedges de1·1nlng 

the boundaries ot individual aectione."17 Thie framework 

the privacy or ach individual t 11' and fined 

clearly the bar~16r betwe n ubl1o and private. Anything 

opposed t o t is, uc ae t e e~po ur of the pre ent day 

state houein ~ea, was con ider d to b sign or p ov rty. 

Tb s uulk of the v!ll~s , of n eh t hose in B itht'1el4 

and Kor o['l1 '· o Ro ds in Gonvllle t1. · 0 e typica ( igure 24 tllld 



Plate 6) are, however to be found in t e iddl grade 

category. These re basically na ller ver ion 

grade villas. They ttre mo.re !iJtilr.at~ly ... 1 tea 

of t h e high 

n R~aller 

sections, a~-i t !lu ..:·or ~ .e La .:. ... for a 6e nse1• str"'etscape. 

Most ha e tte e ·.:. e ri tial axt ern ~l fe3t re e of th"" villa, but 

few have more t _an one bay wind , n · while mo t have 

douole hung windows the he avy cira)les are missi "'?. • . a a 

result o th ir gfualler size these middle grade ( and also 

t ne low g r ~a) villas br8 not char cteris d by the larg 

s c a le Qt° ve r et · ti ,)ll , or by the h i gh bcunc ry alls and 

11 J 

1 ·n ccs of the l a 1• gc r v11 · aa. · r. s it.1 p~rt. i ct larJ :r true of 

the smoll area situated between the i°l''on t 01 t ht: lwuse and 

the street, which c ould hardly ccomodate large ecale 

vegetati on . As a result the ru1 dle arid lo~ grade villaa are 

cl1aracteri stically open to the tre~ t . In this respect 

they reflect the dominant puttern i n the suburbs. 

' he lower grade villa.a of li1;1sto LJ and Eawa Kswa 

in \ an~~inui !1.ust, in BOillc resi;)eC · a resemble the bw .. ~.&low 

more than t hey c o the other villt.. tyt,el:! (Plti.te 8) . Few 

have t h h !' l'I , the no 11 l ~ ~ ung l 111 "i 11,. 01· t } t · ve I'andt~h s of 

the larger v1l l ae . ?he casement windo s an front vorch of 

the bungalo type are ore common, and there ie lmo t no 

external ornamentation . In t eir openness to the str 0t 

they correspond more re dily with the do 1nant uburban 

pattern t han with the enc oee na ure o the hig' grude 

villa. 

Since the turn of the centure there ha been one 

jor change in the architectural at1le or r 1dent1al areaa 

ln w Zealand. Thi baa b en the change rro the cotta 

and villa atylea to the 'bungalow tyle which remailla doaiDant 
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toda.,Y. 18 This chanEe occurred during the second decade of 

t h is centucy, 1 9 and was most marked in Wanganui after 1914. 

During thi s wa tershed period a small number of buildings 

were erected which c ontained e lements or more than one 

sty l e . I i. e a ch hous<.:. there was, nevertheless, a coI'e that 

was b a sic~ l ly t ~c one t ype. Conse auently these have been 

cla s s ified 1.;1.cc0 r dL 1& t o the p rea o.rr. i nant a rcbi tectu r a l style 

o.t t W:l t c ore • 

Oc1rrett asserts , regarding t he period 1918-1946, 

"tha t unable to control t he ins ecure and changeable world, 

and cauE',ht i n expanding c1 ties anet towns, the suburban 

dweller sought t o create an oasis where e;;very brick and 

tree c ould be accounte o f or, and the unpredictaola excluded 

t'rom ev~r~day life. 11 2 0 As a result of this, t he pE:.r i od 

was cbara.c t er i aed c;y l:1 r et.urn t o •' s i mp '..L i c i ty an6. i lli'ur mttll t y 

of nu.t ure anu -V1e ' o l.de wor lde '. ·• 21 Boy d, writ ing vf t he 

s ~rn,e e r a in /\US' ralia , .has c.:a llea i1, an 11 i nf0Puis.l i n t erlude. 1122 

The introduct ion of the bungelow brought a defi nite 

&dvencement in planning antl design. 23 The emphasis shifted 

from visual appeal and f'o rmal structure, which bad 

character ised the villa era, to a comm1 ttment to f'lexibili ty. 

More thourht wa s gi vell t u t he orient a tion of t 11e hou ee to 

sui t auch f a c tors a s the eil,e a nc t he sun. ·r hua , t'or 

exa?:1ple , in an atte mp t t o get t he l e s t juxta poaiti on of 

. r ooms, the l ong s t r aight hal l di sappe a r ed. This f r e e r 

mox•e c omple x plan 1e t o be seen i n many aal)ecta of the 

bungalow, amongst which the inte rsecting and overlapping 

root struct ure i s perhaps the most obYious. The orientation 

ot plan to suit the olimate, particularly the pl.a.nning o~ 

the l ivint r ooms t o su it the movement of the sun which 

accompani ed the 1ntr odQct1on of t he bungalow, 1s he14 to be 



one of the main advancements 1n the deTelopment ot housing 

1n this century (Plate 9). 

Qiaracter1stice or tne Bungalow. 
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'l'he bungalow has dominate d the suburbs sir. ce its 

introducti on (flgure 24) and today at least 70 per ce~t or 
the hou see j n Wtin - ~,nui ~as t 'inc"l Gonville anc over 50 per cent 

of those tn Castlecl1ff are of thl s type (tabl e XI). Later 

statements regarding the 'modern house' indicate that this 

percentage la even higher. 'l"..uus large areas of the suburbs 

are cha racteT"'iaed by hou ea of the sace baste type, in which 

any d:tversity is du more to "do-1t-you.1'selfera" 24 than to 

consci ous attempte to vary the environment. The majority 

ot bungalow e conform to a model which Jlla,.y be descrl ,ed as -

a three be droomed one- storey bunu low of a pproxin,c1.tely 

1, O•: O s qua re feet, usually L shaped .:,z, rc <.: tan gu.l ar with a 

roof which 1a hipped, g ,~.bled or of' b rokEJn fo1.111. I 1'd1vidual-

1 ty is usually s~1J erficial, being an amendm nt to a $3.tandard 

plan, and is found 1n size rather than shape. 

Although this house fcrm ie generally held to lack 

diversity the Valuation Departmen t recognisoa a number of 

subsidary type : the :plain lJW1galo (charact rised by the 

feature de s cribed) the g, ~le, th hip, the spanieh &nu 
paraP,et bungalow, 11d t he s tate house. All of these a.part 

fr tho ctate house, are c h ie~ly di stinguished by their 

root structure. 

n, OabJ,e Bunsa10,. '1'h1 tor 1 s char c\ r1 4 b one plain 

abl, which extencla troa tbe :front of the houee to the back 

(1'1gure 25). '1'h able 1a the upper tr1angul.ar aeo'\1~ of' 

t wall hieh xtend trom the aY a to the ridge, at ach 

end o£ a r1 ed roof. Th houaea o~ thia type, which ere 



BUNGALOW STYLES 

Goble 8 

- - - - - - - -

gob le 
wal l 

- - - - - - - -

H , p 8 

I 
- - - - - - - -1 

/ I I 

I ~ I v~,- - - - - -
I g u "" r 

- -- I 
H,p 

f •g 25 



117 

built mainly in t he period 1915 to 1930, as for example thoae 

i n the vicinity of Gonville Avenue, are widely di persed 

throughout the older areas of the suburbs . 

The fl ip Bu:jgalow , Intro6.uc~ c... a t l ater stage, bout the 

t ime of t1e cs tabli shn.ent o. the ~t ~te Advances Gorporation 

( ~. rt • G. ) v.as t he hip bungalo • ~·.t eacn end of the house t he 

roof was constructed in the form of a 45° hip (figure 25). 

Because they were built about the same time they tend to be 

nucleated, as or e xtUDple those in Upper ~aatown Road in 

,an~anui i; st, an.:i hose in the vicinity of Gonville Junction. 

Al ti- out:~ t.l ~ a i ~... 1• 1· ~ s b t e e the p l till . , g b e and hip 

bw11_;..1low u re unuoub tcdl y of r~l Vc:HlCe to arcl i tecta and 

v l uers , i t ·s cv iuer thaL they are not sufficien t to lead 

to signif 1cant dil' e1·ences in he urban 1·orm ol' the three 

suburbs. Thus while it ie int~resting to distinguish 

between them, it is more appropri ~t e in terms oi this d1scues1on 

to treat the as one basic type. For thi s reason figure 24 

show (with the excepti n of the state house and t. h e modern 

bungalow) on y tne general distribution of b ungalows. h 

ma ter op:1 s 1owi g tne distribution oI' .!i..ll the st .-lee o 

house r efer r ed to in this s udy i s be ci in the Geoc:,r a _phy 

p&rt ent of Mas sey University . 

Th Spanish or Parapet Bungalows are , how Ter, easily 

ident1r1 ble within the urban landscape. Tb y are d1st1ngu.1ah­

ed by high wall a, uaually rough caat, w1 th the tront wal.l 

being the highest (Plate 10). The root is very tlat pitched 

and slopes gently f rom fron t to back. The p rapet bungalow 

is mainly distingui hed rom its spani ah counterpart by low 

oap or parapet, which tops t he w lls just above the line of 

the roof. Th ee bungalows w re first introduced into the 

auburba (and throughout New Zealand25 ) 1n the late 1930' •, 
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but almost all ere ~ilt in a hort » rio ' f 1 47 to 

19~2. Their short history as partly attributabl to 

changing i'ashions, a nd partly due to the d.iffioulty of 

uia . 1t ~lning f'h.1.t. r oo s wb.i(;h p r•oved prone to le kage. 

i ltLOllt?Jl h e~· hi:;.ve a d ist L 1ctive shttp e an d 

provi de c o n .. r a~; 'L , t :t.: 1 ~l t:1. t h t t "'1. ey are :;,O d i epersed 

(it is U!Juauu l L ''i nc:i two t0ge t.1e r ) ha a me t1nt t . a. t t hey 

have n o t ex~rted uny marked influence on th~ character of 

the landscape. n the other hano thoy provide an intereating 

contragt and somo variety at the l vel of the indivi dual 

house. 

The movet ent toward a mor·e t 'lexlble house plw1, 

whi c l ·h~r cteriaed t he i ntrodu.ction of the · u.ng f.ll uw, was 

mlir ,:i, bJ sL 1 1 1..1.1' 1 o ve m..:n t 11, t h E:: t. 1 ett t m lJ t o i.. ,e .:!arden 

!enc s betlA'een .bouse a wa s brokE::i do-.n. ~on ~1o.e r ab ly in n ew 

a1'ea , lin · in some cases, nc, tably state houo.1.ng ar·eas, 

o1'ten omitted comple l ely. '.I.be delibe1~ate planning aim wae 

to create coruruunity gdr den , in which the houses were set 

in ol'de1•ly rows. 'l'h c- view of the house as the f t1 in ille s 

eecurl t .... n · t .L1t.! £ rden b. S rt o t he couun W1 · ty - two 

i mport a nt p ri nciple ass oci at.e with the bungalow er 

roke do n t he cone pt 01' t he house a.no. garden aa 8ll inte­

grate living area, a cone pt which had c ract ri ed the 

hi h gr de vill o earli r y ara. 

The state House, 
Although the atate house 1a baeically a bungalow, 

it spatial concentration 1n ib periph ral ar aa ot the 

thre sub urbs (figure ~4) to ther with the incorporation 

of garden city princip les ak it a d1et1 ctiv sub idary 



type (Plate 11). Gonville clearly he the greateet 

proportion ot thia type of houa ae almost 20 per cent 

ot 1ta dwellings tall into this c&tegory (table XI). 
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Wanganui East and Caatlecliff have ab out half thia percentage 

in atate houses. 

Garrett observes that the atate house evolved 

"out of an amalgam of earlier tylea, and has been the 

dominant style for t he l a s t 3 0 years, in which social and 

architectural. planners expresRed in builders vernacular 

the achieve ente of the practica l man and the welfare state. 1127 

Partly as a result at the Depreea1on of the 19.30'e 

the s.A.C. waa instituted 1n 1937, and in the tollo ing 

year the Housing Division began a programme of housing 

construction . The desi gns gr ew out of a number of ell 
28 though t-out an e1 clearl y st t1.ted pri:.ciplea. Each house 

was to have all the necessary amen ities, w&s t o l ook 

different, and the c onstruction and materials were to be 

of the highest standard possible. 

Whereas the bungalows are a mixture ot rectangular 

and L shaped houaea, the state houses are 1n fact basically 

rectangular, with a roof of hip or gable design. In both 

recently built state h ousea and private bungalows, tiles 

baTe ten a to repl ce the corrugated iron roots ot the 

~lier bungalows, and brick he often replaced the incre&e­

ingly expensive wood used in the construction of the walls. 

In addition, atate houee a haTe continued the tradition ot 

lower atu4 height• and increased window alae. 

n the State Housing Schell waa tirat introduce, 

.300 houa plane wer produced to aToid aono orq and auch 

thought w devoted to t hem 1n or~ r to avoid th a1atake1 

ot the past. Some attention was given to tbe sun, the 



120 

contour a of t he l a..'l".l d ana a 11 t tle comple.x.1 t y and di vera1 t y 

was achi eved. The need to economise i n tervened as a r a ther 

severe damper however, and a s a result many of the a1ma 

behind the project were lost. Thus after the initial 

enthusiasm "control by minimum standards1129 became the 

practice. Thus although many styles were used, the state 

house forms a r elative l y simple pattern in a group . 

Si mplici ty i taelf is not ~ f ault and in many respects 1 t is 

to be en cour age d . The problem w 1 t h t his simpl icity is 

however , that it has led to sameness. The smallness and 

predictable nature of the roof structure and overall size, 

plus the large amount of exposure between houses, are all 

important factors which have fostered this sameness. The 

lack of complexity has been further increased by the openress 

of these areas; t his being the result of a combination of 

large setbt2c k.a and street widths unrelieved by vegetation 

and fences , or by dif feren tiation i n h0use styles. 

Garret t has aptl y summar ised these sentiments in 

the statement, ttthe growing regi mentation of life , with the 

decline of personality and individuality, is reflected 1n 

the extenai ve building pr ogramme of the State Housing 

Department. The Department achieved a uniform style baaed 

on minimum standards and on aocial not personal qua11tiea. 

"30 But it lacked individual or regional variation. (Plate 8) 

As well aa attempting new stylea of house , the 

s.A.c. ventured into what were for New Zealand relative~ 

new arrangements of streets and houses. Thoae cula-de-aac 

and other no exit atreetw together with curved and crescent 

atreeta, have alread¥ been diacuesed at aoae length. They 

were introduced 1n an attempt to add variety to the enTiron• 

ment and to engender cOllJDunit7 11t'e and spirit. In addition, 
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the density of occup 9.Dce as increa ~ed by the construc tion 

of multi-unit h ousin ?, as f or exampl e 1n the Pepper Block 

in Wanganui Eaet (Plat e 12). These buildings domina te their 

a1ngle storeyed surroundings, but their physical appearance 

detracts trom rather than adds to the environment. 

In eorne areas (for example Walker Place, one of 

t he e arliest cula-de-sac in Wanganu1 East) a very s table 

community has developed, and there are by comparison with 

many stat e h ouse a r eas few noticeable defects (Pltit e ·\ .3) . 

They a re Qui te as pleasant ae t he averabe bun i ~low s t reet , 

although c,f c ourse they a l so shaI•e its de!'ects. I n oth.er 

area s however, noticeably the newer ones, a numbe r of 

pressing physical, social, and economic problems would appear 

to exiat . 31 Very often there is in these localities a 

mar ked concentration of t he lower socio-economic gr ades o! 

t he com,1.un ity 1 who i:;lre dlsconte t ed wi t h t heir lot. Moreover 

t here has oft en een l acK of care exer · ise ' by b oth t he 

r esioents a~d t he s tate i n t n~ xaintenance of houses and 

properties . This has led to an atmosphere of drabness . Fox 

has concluded most appropriately , "in expecting a social 

pattern to grow from a landuse plan, one ia con f using ends 

and ean. City design can only realise the 1nclinat1ona 

already there, it can't impoae a social pattern."32 Too 

otten the peyaical conditions haTe been set up without 

ade quate research into the aociological, psychological, 

economic, or g ener l philosophica l climate . 

The odern Houae , 
The 'modern hou e' 1 a what lo ae c t goey 

eapl07ed b7 the Valuation Dep rt nt, and inoludea aoat of 

the privately built houaee of the late 1950'• and the 1960'•• 

Thea, lilt the etate housea , tond to be cone ntrat d 1n the 
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peripheral ar as, ltho · gh they re al o scatter d tnrough­

out the r em~inder o the three suburbs (figure 24). The 

majority may be described as modern builders bungalows, 

although there are a few (the New Zealand average is 5 per 

cent) which have beer. architect designed and may therefore 

be described es contempora ry. · hus over t hr·ee quarters of 

t n.e :1ouses in ea ch suburb are essentially bungalo"" s , 

constituting a very homogeneous and predictable landscape. 

The contemporary house, and to a lesser extent the 

bungalows reflect "the slow development of something which 

mey be described ae typically New Zealand."33 This ie 

best seen a s one ould ex~e t ~n the architect designed 

.!louses, and h '.:iS .r:::i.ani.t'est6d itself in various ways . 1he 

development o t!~ e open plan, i ncor por tlng , 1 ~wer par ti t1ons 

!':L'ld. the ling; i ng 0 1· t he ga den to the: living area by means 

of fl oor to ceiling glazing is an i mportant example of this. 

Many contain low pitched roo1's and very low stud heights, 

although the increased height of t he 'A' frame houlie is an 

exception to this. These contemporary homes also sho~ a 

preference for 8ections (such as those on Bastla Hill) with 

elevation , view, and associated social preetig~. Others , 

not buil t on hleher aroas, have incorporated the split level 

d si gn. to achieve t his effect (Pla te 14). 

onclusion. 

The bungalow very clearly dominate the three 

suburbs aa the basic house form. There re, however, a 

n b r of e 11 variations. The tirst ot tb ae the cottage 

1a largely contined to astl alitf, where ii 1a auff1c1ontl.J 

diep reed to have left littl imprint on the lan cape. The 

villa on the other hand does ad useful con rast, although 

its generally nucl ated natur hae conf!n d th1 variety to 

relatively mall areas. The growing number ot contemporary 



dwellings a dd the greateat variety to \he auburbanacape, 

but t heir amal l numbers and tendency to nucleate mean s 

that t h i s diversi ty 1a a lso likely to be conf ined to 

relatively 8lllall areas. 1'hus the b ungalow, and its off­

spPing the state house , remain as the predominant house 

types in Wanganui East, Gonville and Castleclitt. 
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It • a or1s11 ll.y b.J'po\he 1H4 that tb.e Town 

Board era ~1~ht h~ be n tu oet intlu nt1al period in 

the Clevelopmcnt o.1· t h.o .1.orphology ot r anganui t, Gonville 

n · .. u r. tlcc t i ff . I t. le :\o rcl Yant to recollect nd 

conei (k r :1011 i mport nt t .1 ;•e yo r fl w ··· • 

Th on ly c ndltion• un ~er w, 1ch 1t could 

argw,4 that t h Town Board Ye a exerted no 1n£lu nee on 

urbrui torm wou.l d be 1 tu.at! on in hi cb tbere ha.4 been no 

deYelop nt t a ll. Thu. l:lJl¥ 4eYelopm nt lfb t r progre ein 

d aa having exerted ao e 

1nfl · nee 0, 1 u.rban 1·orm. iJuri ng the yeara there ••• in 

te ~ o or t ,·,a elc;1 ent c .,naidered con 1der:Jt.le 0 t h , 

cora,e q .... c r, t. ""'J. t.:-..e rt'lcv ·: t que ti v· s l.Hac 0rie s 

(1 ) !.. 1 C:. t~~ ';'own "'o::u' d9 1r. 1t1uto t hi s? 

( 11 ) ·1 oi, much ·, @re t ~at.f re op o..~oi'b lo !"or'l 

(111) Did ev lopm nt lea(l to riy cllf erence• ln urban fo 
which ay be ttributed to th Town Boards? 

Thea. Q 

le-Mn . 

t.iona ;ic ¥ et 1nnat1grttod b7 re-ooura to tbe 

au 1v1 i on 

bu: 10 ng , t. 

·01 J t 

r t, w, t.em.a, t 

rowtt or pop l ~t1cn 

deTelopmeni of tbe 

pttal •volution or 

bu1141ng•, 

tic o t • 

•• 
tlo.o ot 

• 111 

a i pr p01' 1 

1a1 or 1ari, 

• • • 11 a 

tbe aeaoo1 te 

4 •1111• t. 

la •-1.-··­ at. G •111•, 

lhl• aule al MlOJ>sMtEi~ 

r • lno u 1D tile &nlnai 1 o • lv1 

• 

• 

n 
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1:i t e 1 .... te 

aa 4 monat t d b7 t 

1 894 to 1907. 

l.ar • 
t Town B d p P1 

euo41T1 a 1n 1. 7 ara 

b1a p rtod o int na1Y owth continued 1D 

Weng nuJ. 

quite 

at until 191 2. 1gur 4 AeJDOJlatralea t ~ t 

l a rg na ••• otua 17 aubd1T14ed 4ur1ns t.he 

own Po r 1 ar. TH1 re retor be re r6 d •• 

h vint its orrn aurir. i thea y ra. But tb re 

wor~ to~ at wor~ whoBe or1g1na pr c d d th 'own Board 

era . un thuo r not ' irectl,y ttr!buta 1~ to it. T 

largest bloc& o l and ~b 1v1 d ln t heae 1 are waa t h 

tr1 r sone betw en Du..~c n and J ollicoe ~treeta, 1ta 

to ••• atrongly intluenc d b1 the 1841 ~ur 1 au.bdiv1a1one. 

4 e tor ot the re ining ar e aubd1T1ded during theae 

3 ttr , 1s b ,isie ly ln h raony wit.a the e rl1er ub-

41v1 io ,e whic h :tlanJt thea. F • aubdiv1a1ona on th 

e tern ec?a Di ~~t o n t or exampl, conti nue th~ grla 

teI.'1 , h I e t o e ,rdered by 1'1n1r~ unt! · ng •r .:ire•': t 

cont1nu d t h 1:.:ltl .ct1v~ erlu of thut. r , !t 1n ts1n1ns 

the with 01 atre t nd th rient tion o t h atre t 

block• and aubd1 1 1ons wi\hin th •• 

two ori 1nal nucle11 in OonT1lle , GonTille 

YOU ti.ll4 0 t e.r locat 4 on land which had bean 

l.lbd1v1 to Oon'f1 le l eft t e Cowit,. Thua ihe ••• i-

• t. tr n4 o th t t. 4 aubd1T1 ion a7ate •• ••• 
t bl1 . 1·0 1t p t. ton. /..p rt tr 

the oup ho •1zl ar • which c 1•• oat t •• 
lhown •• • 4iT1 • he ot t ••• au 41T1 

ins he n r4 NJta. lo ot tbla, Nftl't la • 
oon 1n ton ot th ,,. ot • • abl1 4 

• rUer, a pa iern attr1 table to the lie ot \he 1 

4 
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Pl'io.r• t.o t 
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not r 

1nor 
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p t 

1 27 

• 
a ed nuna1t of eubd.1T1a1 n 

Wld r go e by anp.nui an 
d in ... tlecl1tf'. It d 001'1Tille, 

exp rienced a ra block of ubd1v1aion in 188.3, rollow 4 

b,Y a llar rt1t1oningt'i ln 1895 end 1907. 1n t he 

owr. o d xear t o aa or c etlec11r, tog tbar 

con t1tu 1n l ~ p · rt ot the suburb, were ub 1Y1 d. 

th nor~- c.c;t rn ~is of: t:L.t1po • a b 

co r. tlnuntion or t. .1e t,r i,j which h a been t bllshe d 
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th rigid o etr1c g~l& a~ blieb u 
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rll r on tb l 4 

behind the P~rt. 

'Tt ma ,. t ,;. b~ conel ·ded tl-, t n 1 h r the 

r c-d •·) ., i f 1:H': t. ·,rct ti • 1 ~ ·.;o-·c t r . .:; t ~e type ot au.lJcU v ion and 

ur t? apcnt , .• '"on r:o -r r . ':'he ho~o~··ne1t..'i o!' th iB 

nd hape o!' 0 0 

con.fir th1a. ~ ua, tbo p tt r n 1n this perio ; b 
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I n OonYi lle, t ne eorl.Y ?own Aoa~d 7earo aaw a 

aore definite change in tho evolution ot nettlemen\ than 

occurred i n either t.a ng11nu1 '.'.:..aat or Caa't.lecl1tt. The 

B1gnell $treot nucle~ti~n was develop•d alaoat aa 4 nn 

•tac~• in the d irection ot growt~. Thi s aw1 nave been 

the rea~lt 0£ a change in loc~l body cont.rol. on the 

other hand, coui1n b a11 1 t ci1u on t.h<i other side ot: It1np 

, .. ve nue , 1 t crny htwc be en lt;l l llutH:eci by tbie 184\ sub-

1.28 

di vlc1o.: bo :.1noar 3 . I n anr oase 1 t mtu .. k oc 11 tt.le mo re than 

a change 1n t he d1rcct1 #n ot' flt.tVe lol)cumt, r ther than a 

c ?lango 1n ;>la.m11: g phil osopb¥. I t 1~ intore eting to note 

t.bat tho only other dovolopaietl\ node t o ttppoar 1n Oonv11lo 

{ the North (jonville nu.cleue) was developed in this per1od. 

The main teaturea of the Town Board Yenrs, howev6r, 

di nper seo. growth , oome aYoioance o1' t ne uplanel areas, the 

gcnorul 1ru."l uenco or relief, and the t.erweney tor growth 

Lo oe <' s :1cc i d tuc:i , ·1 t •, tr-tt!111po!'t l i ne~ , wertt a l l t r e .-1<1:a 

wh i c h ho. C e;e-e-'1 i n ope r ~t.l ? r: 

t he ::. oun t..; • 

whi l e Gonvil l e • ~o ot 1l 1n 

'i here 1a ... ven leaa ev1<'•nce 01' any t'ea\ure 1n 

the epatlal growth ot i,aatleclU·t • wh1ch •labt. be the 

reault ot Town Board 1ntlwmee. ln4Hd tor thla auW'b, 

•• ror \}Ma o t.he ra, 'the predominant eonoluaion Ula\ a••••• 
r r ~ the atudy o~ the r rowtb ot 'bu1141r411 le that , ratblr 

Ulan d!ati:lguialli na theaae lve . • the r ow.n Board Yeare aa• 

on t ho wbolo o. (.. On t in"""1.i on ot 9roc-,•1u,1 an4 pattel'Da which 

bad alNad3 been oot.,t'bllahe4. 

'Am 9UPMI At Pppn)et1gn APA "rYl14&9sa, 

T!Mt tollow1na a .... ... , ot the 1nr1uenoe o, tu 

Ton Boar4 Y•a• on tu gronh ot popula\lon aD4 lna1141naa 
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1• U.1t.e ... !. 1Jl • , .. N 

1 no T1 nc ot th ex oi eia populatl or n her ot 

a in 1t , ... anul ., or 0 v1lle 1n the ~•ar• " 
t ~ c · I.) rut. \.o na. ... 1.ir.1:.. n t poaal l o 

to ut. t e l i c. po p.11 ..... 1~ 1 j~ 1 ... • ..,. .. tjUH\.I. .:_ 19 j •n n it 

popu 1on 

growt. r LtHJ car I ot b · cosp . \,& 1 r o tli . S m1l11.~l;; t • 

ro eon approx1 t1on. }lr t, h ~ ~ not 1nolu 

bal l ngs hloh no longer ex1at. d • conct t.h cl nol 

110 or t., tl 1t. 1 -e.; d ~1 ion to r et 

o t.e 

.. 
• v .~ , Oaf' , :lOr 

Oil 0 

erronoo\lal)' 

i,oaaib l , or 

r U.o 

plo . 'D3 bu1ld1ng c pleted 1n 

Ganv i l l n!te · 192J · r un r tb T wn ao • 
~urth r~oru , 1. . b u1 ldl n.0 ... i t. • • Ya.11 b 

191 o on rd9 t1 ,. l ti 1 ' i.l.rO I 0 

r.ot. ;;"on Bo 
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Y. • 0 N 0 t,1 1 ot 
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the 7 I' before lt a 1 te4. C aequenii, l t • QGI.Nd 

only 11 . 5 p r cent o 1t pre nt ul t.l tot l 4v1ns 

t.he e 3 r • onv1lle a 1..,a t.l clitt on th other b 4 , 

p l" l.y ~-c uae t .ey w ·~ own 1'1at:-ict ror uch lo er 

por1oG, n bot• .,r. 40 n 50 per c nt o t 1r popul t1ona 

byte t1 ~ th ¥ l mated. · hue t hey cquir 4 reap ct­

nd 34.1 p r cent of th lr popula11ona 1Y ly 

d.w-1ng t a 7• re. The Town B rd 'i aita therefore ppe 

t.o bav b en T r y 1 luentl 1 1n th aro•th ot OonYlll and 

.,; tle ·ll • 
• be 14.enoe r la\1n to th part1t1on1ng ot l n 

in h ·.nui ~ st , 1n c ted t t t th r \ n .:>unt o 

aut iv 1s ..... n o cl 1r,'-<1 rA-OO 1n the y , re 1 ly 

• • ... .. ... vent <l ..ip l1c t.o l! in t h 

patt rn o i r • It ia here.tor to t 1 g to c include, 

that lg tt tion w r pon lbl or thla c aa1un. 

'I'ba an r the °"* uthor1ty srowth w directed wa, t r om 
. 

ng ui . a l tow rd other ar 1gurc,e 9,1 o and 11 I .. • 
4 onr~: r!lt • howav r , t !1e r , . r abl.Y lo• r l t1on l ip in 

Ln D tt r n 01 b-11 · 1n . be1.w en Oonvlll. o.110 " tlg tU11J1 ;,, et. , 

n t :, lea . r e.1.t. r.t -- attl clit' . 1 0th 0 t .e 0 81' 

at t h 1r 61 teren l la e ' r1 nc d. X Ctq tb 

n tta tl • 1n e 21 ,. . ra 1911 \o 1931 (•1 be 

•• ep1,& 1921 ). Yet it •• 1u thla ,e .. 104 \hair 

''Qll p aa L al odiea 4 twto•. la 

I> • 0 Ca le _lltt. In 15 ... , .... 1a 

• l.e d f'al ~ '- ,.,i. 111, 1 • 
• •• • .,. 1 • 

Y1 B ' • • l• t t.tern 

• ar 1 ' 
l 11 te o \h • 



.... h£ ptor 5 N V l d th t ·1 tare I h1 Te 

r1 to th v riou nouoe L¥P w r Quli independent o~ 

own Boa~4a. aoat n not onl.J t1onal in • ot 

intla nc, b11i wer also inter t1o l 1n or1a1n. Ne• 

Z l n4 1a 41at1ngu1 b7 the t et that rew r sional 

vor! t1 ona in 1th r atyle or builcUna aateriala have 

4 • looo • · bue t • hou e typea which c r ter 1 t ·.e 

d th 

bi h oecl1ned te · 1 \.)', r: 

t he c~~- l n · be , o.f '- t t ~·ea 1:.1n 1 ·dl. a ui. 

11 re lect 6. currc : t nu.t.1on1J.l · t.vl" • :be ' own t. ra• 

• r tbo or typic lo oth r urb n area or t.he tJ.ae . 

1n d<l1 t1on theao y ra anned tne tran l tlon tro the 

cot.ta n' vill ... f..yl to he bwig low , t.b11a t Town 

luc,. t 11:: dlt. t l n ' tion y ouH1 v ac Qu irecl 

t r~e or:t; t.yle. t, ut. e ven 

1.1 on u.~s- gro .1.n'-- ~ , 1 t. o ,~ld 

M V ,c n V 0 p rao a r<J ;H)n lb l t: or U ... r 1 .,n 4 

a, tWd not t.be Town Bo 

who would baYo 8D epona1ltle fol" the • t.ant u.rban 

t • 

\ho theN AN ,1.1 tta,1 • 1n lb• ffl 

ia 1n h • a1 re a C ualen, t 

1n t · 1 1'1 t 0 l" Te l'8a • 
'" 111 h ' 

ht rt1 ul 1 0 111 • l t 7 

•• ' ., . • 1 •• 
t .. aub •• • 1 

•• l• •• ,. 11 4a 

•t 1a erio • 

• 
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CcONCLUSION 

Tim URB.J\N FORM qF flANGI\NUI EAST' OOID[lLJ& Mm CASTLECW:FF. -

The torm of an area aa7 be conaldered to have two 

aspeete. The t'orcee and procoasoa which have given riae to 

it; anc t he essential character it displaya today. This 

c oncluding c hapter i s concorned with both of t nese aspecta, 

t he goal being t he a c quisition of a tot,<:t l 91cture oJ the 

morphology ot· the t h ree s uburbs. 

A number of Ya llte judgements are made 1n the 

following c:llecuaeion about t he relative attract1veneaa of 

tho three s uburbs. Some of these have not been measured, 

and other s are beyon~ s t a tistical analysis. Nevertheless 

t hay ar : C Jll81 de r e ti t a be .iust1f1ec1 on the i rounds tha. t 

th.::y ur p e r s ? '1a l co •.victl -,:. s tased upo• observuti &1d 

stretchi g over s0me yours. 

r'orce;; 01v1n~ !:{1se to t he Form o{ the Three Suburbs. 
Subdivisions and s treets exist ae the skeletal 

tr mework of the euburbe and indica te , a long with the growth 

or buildings• the way in wh1 eh the torm of the three suburb a 

was ere ~ted. The pz-esent pattern of aubdiY1a1on in the 

suburbs ie largely attributable to two proces eea, (1 ) t he 

1841 rural subd1v1a1on a, and (2) the method of se l ection 

before surYey, b y which t he partitioning ot land for Ul"ban 

purposes waa accomplished. The aocond ot these waa clearly 

the moat 1aportant, although the t1rat baa lett a a,rons 

imprint in Wanganut Bae\. 

n. aa~or1t7 ot aubd1Tla1ona contain ve17 a111ila1' 

cbaraoter1•t1ca. The7 lie within a N.Dge ot one-titth to 

one-quarter ot an acre 1n else, ao t hat by world atandtlrda 

t hey are l arge, and the corroepon41ng de.na1 ty of occupance 



( 4.5 p 1· o.n p r acr ·i ) 1 • 'urt. r~or , t-.n 

Ol/e . !1ahiu0 i '-t J ( rit..r ~ns r ·t..Et,. · .. l nr• , uCi:! _il.l c on to 

-c ·" et , nn er otl .... Y gmu!" l u:.1r rlility 

i n rontu6 i C:S. a. pth. Ther· bciu . o evt.r 'b n a c ~1B11ge 

1n the p ttern or cubd1v1e1an in ro ent;; ra, 1n whlah 

mo~ atLe..1tion ha ~ en given to Lhe pl ng ot the 
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C!Nlr n nt. Dut the probl m of modifying poorly plannod 

G t.::1 l i ; e ' az· 3 rc.o· i f.3 l arg,11.:, t.lllso l v~ · ma..1. . l y btl ause 

0 1 tht= very lf\rg.., am . ,.n ta o.:. l 1J..1ncd rtj ,1L 1rt; J . 

·.:.: ... o;-l g i .i:. u..'1~ evoL1 '·1 x . o .. t !'.t.. :1tr~ u :1et ork 

>..i ., ·..,ce · sho'7n to e 1n timt1 t~l:; s ,ocl t-3 wit h t h 

evelol)ment of th subdlvi si n s.1 t m. ,.a a re ult of thia 

_proce o, t ... e stredt patterno of :··:.in - anui Zaet and .onville 

typir • the confused and d1scont1nul U£ grids which 

charu ·terise the accretion s that h~ve developed around 

t he t,rlgi1 l '.ion Belt o e e.rl N ,. Zeal d ·1t1es . Vith 

~- OI' ld 3tdl ' r~n , :.ll1u. 1oq1.1&.vd ,., ;,> l'cS;;Tt, . 1 ;i.. t. ·h~ t·ault 

~ t.ti -.::.:n r1e udop io of .:.: uli _or:.1 otr-eet. 1dt~ 1r •es-:-,ective 

of their 1n<J.ivl.dWl1 functions. .he rowt · 1n Nlccnt yettra 

o a or 1gh1. n d. policy tow rda the aubclivlaion ot 

l cl, ba b n p lcl 4 by the 1nt ro4.uet1on ot oundar 

pr1nc 1plA• ill th planning 01· etreeta. But to:r t e 

r a son o tl1n abo t h eh ee o tiv i mprove ent 

o ... · t .. o xie g n ro nt m 1n v ry 11 i t • 

burba ( 

cloa 

rl 

1he :pattern y which uilding v own 1n tho 

l.y b anding 1n ec tore or w 4 

on ot t b aic o la b7 wh1 th 

at•• t4 eric end oat c1ti a t t 

, ) orr • onda 

c1t1 ot 

at rn 

• In ao doing h ..... u,........ auburba h n 
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~ollewed cloa ~ the genera l1aed growth pattern • 

Zealand tone. Bro clly t b1a h s o t.ed to the sc tter1ng 

of building light oTer on or two sectors o! alte, 

conaol1 ting this, and at the aame time 1D1t1at1ng growth 

in anoth r ector. i ia la1 s-t re pattern ha 

ontra 1 te lJAost all ow1d planning principles. ,L re ha• 

bean oao ILuJ vr e cp u .. .:::,i t o i..l 1 • diaper 1-coneolidation' 

..,,roce s , t .1ti 1 :.i; d •velopi!i nt o 'A a - -...uii n g progr ea 

in more recdnt ti ... ~s, partic .il..J rly on t. l pl;lr .1).U r·J of the 

suburos . .hi h s sllcv lateu o I? f t \~ proLl a associated 

with piecemeal ev lopment , but t1. t th:.; same t1 e 1 t baa 

engend red dif f .icul ties of 1 ta own, or ·h1ch the laying 

bare of large pat hea of land, and the construction ot 

builui n0 1th ~1 aaf icient d1ff r ntiation in style are 

Jn g ~h mo t seriu~s. 

The haracter 1 the Three §uburba. 

U~~1n 10~ 1 a lso intimately ·oncerned 1th the 

natur~ ~nu func t l~nal 61 ' t eren t1~tlon o! t he b u i lalngs and 

vari :. e type s of landuse wh ich h V t:: developed in the suburbe. 

A num~er of conceptual frameworks have been developed tor 

atudytng the orpholog of urban areaa. Ot theee the 

d.ev lop nt of perception tudiea haTe pl'OTided one ~ the 

oat u. ful ethods of atudyln form. Lynch 1n one auch 

t udy h 1111 g s t ed t hat, i n t :r • 0 urban to citle may 

e conai r.., t o b 9V t h e cte - grain, 00 ors nia-

t1on , and cc aa1b111t. 2 in or t xture 1• th 

p tter: 0 tunctio 1 Ute nt1 ti of pl c•• o~ Ol'kt 

aid.enc•, 48, pro4uct.1 and cer Oll7• ocal oz-.ganis-

aito 1 entlt1ea t he odea ot concentration 

• ich ariae o, ot the textural pattern. 

d lnterch 

ceaaib111Q 

ariaea ro th &in an to or 11at1on, 4 la the 

•• 
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proximity in terms or time, of an activity to all parta ot 

the urban region. 

The cliacuaaion which tollowa concentrates on the 

tirst ot these three aapeete, the grain or texture of the 

euburbs . This t oxture ma., be di fferent i ate ~ according to 

it s use !ntv , retail, com~unity use, industrial, open apace, 

an d r c:: h .e , t !:11 ::i reao. 'fhe last of th tHJ-. h~ e b ~s .. , shown to 

cons t1 t Pt. ~ t h e lo:re o1 t he c•Jburbs, i, rw f18 euc.t hos already 

rec ~ivet- apecial a ttention. l n U.e fcllc1d ri- di sc , asi on, 

some sttent1on i s eevoted, however, to eH ch or t he other 

uses a~ 1nte(i.;r a l co!!lponenta of for m, 'lltb o,1gb the focus 

r ema i ns on the house 3s t he basic unit ~f the suburb . Aa 

a result o! the c.el iber.! t e stret. ~ devotee to t~e de ~1gn 

t 1 i)C c.>l. Low· •. Uuc; , c,r l!.Ort.:: c.p pru J'! Ltc l ..,' aubur un .. c ~pe . 

haa stated "the r ocogn1 tion d. builc.i .. c styles, and the 

relotlng oi' u ~~se to historicul i;t,r1 udB , i '1 the key to 

townacu~e analysis."3 

The texturo of tho uuburb may be aaid to vary 

alou~ a continuum trom tino to c oarao grain, baaed on t.he 

degree to ·h icn the varioua urban t'wlotion,; ru.vo 1.ntermi ngl ed . 

In .t1uropean c:.:lti t,8 t he sei,ar tion 0£ t'unct1ons ia .:'uch leaa 

cloar than 1.n t h;:; weGtorn colonial towns. ~ 1n Italian towna, 

tor example , tbere ls much leas segregation or bualneaa 

and rea1dent1al un1ta tnan bao ooourrod 1Jl New Zealan4 urban 

a.Naa. Moal buainoas bu11d1nga are uaed partly •• dwelllnsa, 

and \be d1tteren\1at1on ot •~c1al and eo0n.Ollic tunc\1ona la 

much leae pronounced. Thue in theae c1t1ea, which are the 

reeuit ot evolution rather than conacio~ plo.nn1ng, the 
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tendency baa been towards the de~elopment or a tine grained 

texture, cha~aeteris•d by few focal points e.nd litt le 

large scale agecial1zst1on . Aa ~ox ha ~ aaeerte~ , modern 

planning in the western world on the other hand leans 

t o,,ard a shar,Pl.Y a11reru •1.t.lt.ttt1 J. ooai•se gruined atrt.lcture 

in which groer1 beltu , 1m.l.uatrial and i!ousing "utat.es, and 

.1d.ui1ii::1tr.1 t ·.ve , rt;L •ll l , •. .u,6 \.!lvio CtHltl'ol! t:tre 1,;learly 

'31,:z!." 1:Le r. :u'lf.: Se~,ur !.1.tO,~ ..,y _Qluuniug ordinc.1!1L' 88e 5 

It has t ee ·1 de mont» Lrr..i1.,eu t.ua t .uodtH' !1 _pl~ ·.1ning 

:'hus wi t.11 l.he l ai uacs;-faire lJl&.r1Hin£. w:CdtJh cxiated before 

this 1 t woul d not have bee n tlll~1Hu1l if t.!1e aubur·:H:1 had 

"1evel-:>ped a f lne grained t exturti. but f igure ~6 W!J~onatratea 

r Lie 11i:. ,.:~,arec t.oxi. !..l.!'e . 

lt e t al 1. The s , ... i::i u.r'bun rtJta1l areaa ttre d i b tir1gu ialn:d by 

t. r, c olv t .•acr. r:.,ule$ . (11~U.L'O 21) .i.'heir 8.;a ti t.tl u 1air1 but1on 

of conl..!ent rat. i cn .1110 the typical scatter of dairied, the 

lat.ter often locat.ud uu impori.ant ati-eet corr1ers. 

~ansanui ~aat baa ono aa3or conc•ntratiou ot 

retail buildinga ulong Moana and Duncan Streeta. ~t 1• worth 

noting t htlt tb1s ooo i mportant centre o:f local orgllll1sat1on 

did. not develop 111 d i tner o f the two orlg.inal nuclei1. 

Gonville ha ~ r at ner more retail nueloii . Three mQin nodea 

service the euburbJ ~t'le Al.ma Hoad - Carlton ATenue corner, 

tbe 'l'awa Street - Kins• Avenu.e corner. and GonT1llo Junoi1on. 

In ad4.1t1on a new retail area 1a daYeloping on the •••t•m 

edge or the suburb. Thue i'ta tocal organ1sat1on 1• 11uoh 

more tragaeated than thai 1B Wan.soul :iaa't. De a»l te the 
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linear nature of Ca tl cliff and the diap raed growth in 

the early years, it has ac quired only two centres of retail 

organization. Both of these have developed in predictable 

loca tion s. rhe 'irst ls i n the vicin ity of the Port, 

(st r angely it d not develop i n resi dent i al at ipo ) and 

the second along Rangiora tree t, tne main access to the 

beach and strategically placed at the centre of the suburb. 

1.38 

Residential buildings are loca ted i n very close 

proximity to al l the retail nodes, and 1n addition a number 

of retail buildings combine both commercial and residential 

functi ons under the one roor. Thus they contain some of the 

essential components of a fine grained texture. Thie is 

heightened by the _aet that t hey, a long with most non­

re s l denti l buil.J · , ~a ! .u~t: oi ten rep ti tious 01 tht.. bas le 

a rc:iitec ".. ur._.l styles c,r tl : r esidtmr.ial areas. on t he: othe r 

hand t he hi gh propo1• ti.Jn o two storied buildings in the 

larger of these nodes, the preponderance of verandahs which 

exten d across t he footp at h to be supported by poles a t the 

curb, the h1gt~ numbe r of l arge paned windows which dominate 

the fron t, ~na Lhe tenuency for wnole n odes to look unkempt 

an visually unat r ct i ve, does segre ga te t hem perceptually 

if not l oc~tional ly much more han the t raditi onally fine 

grai ned c1ti . (Plate 15 ). 

CommngJtY Use Area@! Compared with the retail nodes, the 

area of co unity use occupy quite a large area of th 

suburb (tigur 26) . The7 too are cattered thus adding to 

the fine grain d texture. 1th the except1Clll ot the anganui 

Public Hospital in Gonville, co unity uae buildings are 

composed m inly of schools, churches, and an a sort ent of 

ball s. 

It ie well reco 1 ed that certain type ot 
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co unity bu1ldine; such c urcbea and town 

con L~ di ~t tnctive ~rch 1tect ur 1 atyl , which can ro• 

::o~e enh nC' c the b ,m onviron·n nt. 1 11,)ufh 1 ha not 

'. C"'..'"'l po !: nlbl =-? to cl .-.~ tfy t es•_ l:u11di ~t:. s , t ~"' foll r:>w.tng 

a re s 1n1le- t oI' y , e t t, rb , t.\r<1, ·oof atruet re • 

wi thi the ll!'bh eJCtu ... e (vl ~te 16) . T e othe r hall a, and 

,_ost o : · the churches, e ueu lly small er ver eio. n ~f thi 

v~ a~~e~ 1 t t 1e ~ the uy 

l . .. . .. . 

6 '::"'SC. ..J pe . ··· o cl ·J.r-" P i 1 f} or:viJ. :.e E- r exceitlons to th1a 

gener"' l failure (f-l !Jt~ 17). !11 t11 ·e;,,. cfJeee h '£r. ot 

v l .: ' le Lt'! tt1• f butiu1 t.o the 

. , . l • 
- , . 

• t;. " \ , ,I- • \,t:ver 

o~e in th ' oon - T nc -~ree l retail no~ plutc 18). 

'1'heir fre and om~ hat unu ua ppettr u , nhttnce the 

ourrounding l d -cap • Unfortun t lJ only V ry 'II 11 

minority of th non• 

chi ve a 1lar vi 

1 nti 1 u1ld1ng c n e 

1. C ntl.¥ t 

id to 

euburba 

h V 1 t tl ot· h vi ue.l rcite t 8 OC1 b t 4 With th 

old oit1 o l' urope . 

Al bong the,;, U6t.r l .r a 

t reai~ ti l se tor t • 
n - • i a ti l u ' pbll 1 d r e 

t 

n ., r­

oth r 

aine 
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! ' t., pa 1.:u.l 1n Gonvi l d C tleclit wher the 

t a o 1nd et re l ooate. hi• 1• l)Ortant 

a induat.r l ar buc u e o! t eir sis, appe c (or'ten 

I L: . ' :i..•• " apart 

:fr~..:. he ~:.. t. n .t:i.il~Ll.\' , or·~ 11op , "' " are ll wu ll. 

Al .h.ougn the ailwa,y · or• &llop9 rauuce t.h Tiau 1 upp al or 

suburb 

1 c uf ec rl . - on r .i.llu u i ...,ti.e1.l i::1clli .!' lu v 14U<.:h larger area 

01 • Uillll 111:;d L tu o linea t ee. Lel t 

L.il! • ....J' ~~ ..... _ . , •. . • ·,1.. l c .1. _.i: ... . ~ . · l w .. .,, - .•. ,., 'a ,, u ....... .;v ,. ,.L t:;,,:, and 

roce s a, 

U.C..1/ o.L' e . et.iv pl.ltl.111 s in ·1,an bll 1. But 

.L 0 b .Jn CC.I. 1 a l"d. le plann ii:i.uu trial tt\l lop nt in 

t:~1 l' d. " ii'H! 1.Ae cretltiu.n ot the I'own Pl Ul1 g ~part ent 

iLl ... l..l L(.; 1S!lv'a. l)ttl g uilllie b lJ iu ue loped 41:1 on ot ... 

t .n m jor 1 JI.I I.I ... ritt l one oi l-h ci t.Y tl.U O p ovi a c t:i good 

ampl o · ,. 
...:U...C"I'6IJ policy U1 de elop1'l& Cl) r gr in " . ... 

urban atruct1r. ··he 1nt n t1on 1 to pre ti vet 1 coara 

ar in )' ere tin an r a of op pao b t een the induatrl l 

and 81 t1 l • n u.etr,1 ln Ca t.lecli.f.C 1 cane ntr te4 

• 4op aa1on 0 t.h Port. ue, li Oil 

by .,. e1 entt l a loee a ban' ' po ap}V 

th • p awn • ot Row .,. ' he 

pr . nee o t 1 a f int r houa • h pre'f' nt 

the V 1 01) n 0 co pl t l y J;I'tt H . ' llr • 
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~1nally , wher r in~ l 0 1 f, a 1n the other two 

suburb f1lld 1nde d moat • Zealand auburba, a number 

o~ 1 s clu d ' bacqar • 1nduatr1 a, which have exert d 

al oat no ini"lu c on th 11r oainant urban texture, 

Open apace 1a usually regarded including 

unly tho e areaa ap c1f1cally de 1gnated as such wtthin the 

t.v n oun a,·y. r'b 1esue of ow well a a urb i e e ciu i ppe · 

1th ope p <.. e 1 di f lcult to eolve. It r uiees nt eroua 

que s t i on , amon~at wnich the prcble of \Whe ther t hey i'b,,uld 

be ja 6ed 1n terms or ext ent, use~ulnea~, aesthetic ppeal 

or a co bination of these ie very important.. Moreove r the 

amount of treet trontage deToted to l wn and trees, and the 

.1.nl'luence of surrounding rura l are e, particul arly 1n terms 

o! t nelr ~roxi i ty a n d _ropens1ty to be seen , mus t ~l so 

.. ve a bearing -::,n the extent t.o #hi ch h Lt urn , e1n~e f eel 

t.!.o.f l '\! sa tts a -· t _ri ly ~rt.Vi eel with ope n areas . e 

ade quacy of open space 1s often j u d t~ed liy 1 t ere ae per 

capita, but the presence in many urban place or relat1v ly 

large rea of open space of little functional uae and 

a ost no Tiaual attr ction akea t h1 an une tiaf'ectory 

i ndez. The question at the amount and type of open pac e 

nece aaary 1 t'urt.ber oapl1cate4 b7 tactor uch as the 

inere mobility or t popul. ce, nd the uncer talnt1 ot 

kno ing what 1 n c unity wh ich 1 un ergo1ng 

qul r p i d c change. The ollowln g m r s 

ar the ore pr c by the r ecognition t t th y re 

• ect1 tent 1Y 1n n tve. 

o.pnapc. 

hill t 0 

-·'1,-ui aat la rielat1Tel.J' well • u1 ped • 

It 1• aurrouu 4 in tb• eaat and 90ut ., 

r Ti ibl t r ll p ta ot the • 
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ae are ta •4 on al• an4 b h clad cm\• ath r, 

although th 'bu0 b 1• g1Yln w y i.o N 14ent1 l CPO chm ll\ . 

1n the no.rth and we- t th aubu.rb i s bordered b7 a w1 r1Y r 

and, tor mo to the length ot the r1T r, anu dJ c nt 

rea n (t'igur 26). Both provide, 1n 4ci1t1on to th 1.r 

ext na1Ye rtecre t1onal tacilitie1, an et~ect1T _ bre -ot­

poi.nt 1n the urban patt rn. The reaene cont 1ne Kowha1 

Par k who er c111t1 f'or children baTe been aceor c1 national 

acol 1m 1 d h~vo pr ove d tr endouely popular (Plate 20). 

·thl v nture hn , t .u. p JYec1 (d.esp 1 te t 1 e T1 tt!'! CC t..o t be 

contrary s ·· .;::_ e t c1 : n t he etru turo o ru os t o t b.e other 

park ) that t her 1s e:1 cleat• t:tw r •• s or contempo ey aoci 1 

needs. The rem 1n1ng open ap cee cona1et1 ho v r, ot little 

more than grae ad r a rvee, no e o which r onl.)' ue 4 in 

eeaaon tor ep c11'1o aporting purpos a. v.1111ama DoaaiD 1 

typ1c l or theae. It 1a a l l at area 1n whlch the monotony 

aol 1 t r:; row of la bro en only by goalpoata , ew1nge 1 ana 

treaa. It is a l o t 0ompletel3 deToi o n:; ot.her v ~1;ut , t1 c,n 

or or c on t reH;t 1r, elev!l ti , n. vne a.o bte U t l1<:l ,N,a baa ver 

been u ed c • • ct1 oly (Plate 21) . 

The a !1n1t •1 th the en1rround1ns rw- l area 

which eh r cterl•• · an a.nui ,.; at, 1• not pre t. in Gon 1lle. 

'l'he aain Naeon rO'l' Ul1 are tbat 1 \ 1• bowi 4 on two al4ea 

b7 an reaa. The rt• r which borctere tb lrd aide 1• 

1.tt • 1 le th t t.he b oun r, in thi • Na perc p t lJ 

bee t h d atri ~•• alon u Ro • t..n i n 117 

the 

to l 

,. 

1a in the nor h- • a\ a rth o u t 1r ou 

GanY1lle •1 t dJ c n r l ••• 

G • 11 1• not ••11 quipped 1n elt. r t 

re l • al te open ·-·-• la 1•• 

• 

' 
s the Municipal Golf Links and the Gonville 



D0t1ain 1a pleasantly la.id out, but thsae two areas aalte 

little contribution t~ the suburb ~or two reaeona. For 

moot p ~rts of t ~n yeqr t . eir use, 1s confined to those 

11 v-,,v,~ri ~.!l " J?aci f1c soort1.:i£! act l v1t1es, s "l<'i f.'urt,hermore 

t 1e1T !re loC'1 te<1 i n c'.lopr-n~rl i o:1s An ,, :. r e t }1eref0re o 1t o f 

; t:1-nt of t ~e aubu:rb . The ot'ier mA1n 'l r ea of open apace, 

T,o.,.on2dale Par k , 1 s an untidy gro :1eed a rea wi tl1 4 :tew 

swings and even less visual appeal t han t h e \for&t open 

spaces of Wanganui Kast. The sector of Balgown1e Swamp, 

which i s to be developed as open space, conat1tuteo one of 

t he bt" i ght prospects i n t he t'uture of Gonville r or 1t 

p.rov1 1oe a va l 1no '-·~ or,-port,m 1 ty t or cre !t t lri ~ e.n ex ( 1 t lnJ 

\.~'1V1~')!''"en t . 't'h•J res111 t e 0f the Kow'11:11 '"') • l".{ v ~r1t.·1"e 

,- l! J :rnst"8~~ t h ~t t'1~ ,ote ~t t -tl. 6XiS~ G ! r; :·,:1•1.-a 1: d 1'i::'"" t !1 ia 

:. o be ~chiev~d . 

As a resul t of its linear nature l arge a r eas ot 

open space are close to all part s of Caetleclitf. ~ut they 

ar., of e very di fferent t ype !rom the orderly fnr '!llan<:- ot 

~·i i:rny,,n1i ..!~st . 'l'he inl ana areas are coc:posed J\ai.nl:f ot 

,1Ar tl3 co'" solia ,t e n tussock. cove r ed sand dunes , w11ich .:rode 

l r1t o r o £h g r 9t.1 ·,_· la.,~ . T"lc Tsjor F.l re J. d~ s i sn;.. t ct ss open 

space is nat ur ally t he consider~ole , ~1..h !'orel.:lild , wit 'l 1 ta 

typical we s t coast surt , ~lack iron sano, and unetacle coastal 

foredunea . For thoae who do net eee beauty ill the natural 

enYil'onment thie aNta baa no real appeal , end t heir tldy 

minde woulc! like to aee it 'cleaned up•. DeYelol)ment to 

date, howeYor, althoup cona1derable baa b•en restric ted 

to t he r e1at 1vel.v small ares aaaooiated with t he Surt Club 

Building. The other main areas of op~n apace, t he ~otor 

Camp and t he Caatleclift Golt Links, b ecauee ot their apecitic 

uee contribut e little to the suburb. The one rema1n1ns 
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pubUe are Lu.n ril,ha b n 1n 

1 ta pres.:n t at t ct. s 1.f &eything fro th u iro ent, 

~inal y t.a tl cli 1· co1;.t n s e n · 1bt:r o pty 

xposec ar.a urutempt e ·t ion , p •. rtlc1...1 u J'l.Y 1n 1..1, 6 old r pa.rte 

o1 t ~ s burb • • . e e have introduc 1~ ~ the 'urban ' area 

t he char cteristica o the surrounoing tueeock-duu l.md-

&cap • Thu her as w1 thin V:an8anui Ea 

natural veg t a tion has largely di appo red, 

nd Gonvill the 

tlecl 1f in 

number ot areaa re timbl • a pa~tl,y compl t d urban nuoleus 

wu eh ha been impo d on the lan c pe, b t through blch 

t r c, r.u 1. ur 1 l ,•.n c pe protJ'Udee a t num r u po 1 i. r- 1 te 5) . 

~ne 1' t he moot outat.andiur: feat.urea 

of t hese t hroo s JJbu.:·u,· , ..is ci .:1 0s · aubur ct n tire~ i n 1'81' 

Zealand, is the predolli in~ncc of th single torey detached 

houee ited on 1ta pre i ctable cct1on facing ite predictable 

etreet. Over 90 per cent o t he houaea in the aubQrbe re 

ot thia type ( l a t ~a 1 , 2 .d 3) . Thie has g1Ten rise to a 

very ho~ogeneouo &k...il1n· ar I pet1t1ve uburb~nscape. 

'hes ::. subur b s t .1er~1 c>.:.·~ con;.r;:1 t s har p l l• wi t r1 overseas ar aa 

1: wh1c, ~0 1s1ng de Gl t1~3 v~. J co lsl e r - ly, u. d in which 

t he detac ed nou ev n 1 11 th~ minor! ty. lthough 

cha ·e :ire c 1.ng to the 1nner-c1 r a or the lar e New 

Z e land cl tic,a the 18 

will 'b aarked c 

aubur e in 

d 

1Dcr ih os ne1 

r cot't .,.e , Ti l 

t oni., th 

C lly 

little eTid '1C8 to• g et tha there 

in this pat\ern 1n t N8 ganu1 

future. 

ot the bun 0 tn, j 89J'V81 to 

ot t uburbe, In 1 re • 

cont por r7 houa d a r iot.y . 

houo a 

V.&U.""""a t h subul'b 

• 11 D r 

• •• 

t 

Till 

t • 1a nee 4 1a elic t o b 

It would 

ion ot 
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homogeneity and vuriety . The correct balance is however 

very dit'f'icul t to achieve or even specify. On the one hand. 

ettective contrast is dU'f'icult to attain, particularly 

w1th the pre-eminence o'f the detached bungalow on its 

1nd1 vidually owned section. On the other hand while most 

houaea have architectura l a.tt1n1t1es with those surrounding 

them, tew have eTer been built with any regard for their 

neighbours or for the street. 

It is important to remember a l so t h~t the complexity 

in style and form, which 1s to be gained by areas evolving 

gradually, has not been possible in these suburbs ror two 

reaeona. First, l Arge areas have been developed in mass­

subd.1.viaions in recent years, and second, these suburbs are 

i n a:ny case very young by world standards, and large areas 

are by i;e w Zeal and standar ds even younger. Areas developed 

At t he same period i n time r et'l ec t t he curr en t philosop.hy 

of t he nay , thus their far m is l i k ely to be l argely homo­

geneous. Thi s is not t o be condemned per se . In ract if 

lt leads to simplicity a strong case can be made ror it. On 

the other hand, compared with the complexity and contrast ot 

the European cities, the presence in the auburbe of l a rge 

areas 1n which the houaea, aect1ona and atreeta are of the 

same basic apecificationa, baa resulted in an urban landscape 

which 1a open to charge a of repet1t1veneaa and monotony. 

IM §ubu:rb e and op~nna•a s Another not&ble feature of the 

three suburbs is t heir openness, a condition which stema 

trom the combination ot large aect1ona, wide streets and 

&ttaahed hous••• There are two wqa in which thi a openneaa 

1e eXpressed. The newer bunga1ow areaa are auch more open 

tban the older villa dominated areaa of New Zealand, and the 

suburban area s 1n general are much more open than the c1 t1ea 



of t he oldei- c1Y111zat1one. They c011tr!l£t str ongl y rol* 

exemple with t he Itali an city which "compresses t ime b y 

t he i ntimate aceembl ~ge of i t s bu1ld1nge , s.n~ the nar~ow­

neas of 1tn et r eetA. "8 Sj~11&r l y the prepondcr unce of 

r.o:wce t' t:.Cl"f ope n to t.J,c r-tre~i t is i r di rect Ot,p ositivn 

~·1c. bord•e x•ed b 7 hizt wE-1 1. -:,:; "'!t ~ ~r,c o:a :.:!:1t ·. t~crj .:,t t he 
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t<"'Jtie enc, f !:).· :1ly life i!'lY !~rc~ ,:,;.roJLd tb.e ccnt,•al C1Jur t . 9 

Th.1. a ab sence i n t he f.u'b,1t-b $ of e ! fec t ive boundar,v w11lla1 

particularly those at t'"le f r o"'lt . is of: V:!rs .µt{;at L1portance 

1n t be for m~,t1on of s11buPhan9cope . For bei n~a of b u..1d.ll 

etg tu,...e muc h o"f t11A i mprP.n~im1 of aub ur';:-unsca;;,c is i'ort11t:d 

~., t s"trt,c t J.eval . 

il,r cor.1pu1•is on ..,1 "tn t .,1e l ivi11g ep ,.:.! c e 

01 l,~r·0 .., _,...; {., L,v_ i:, c.;~ i'1.1w;:mi ty , t he t hree suburbs ~ re in mos t 

re a;,ec.. ta i c:: 11.lc. , e ver ~he lass t.nere ure 1 et:t t 1.1re a ot· tneir 

i .:.r ·- \'.;_1 \,,., &.1. ·..., l.1 1.t..l.e 1Dor e t .i..1.!rn tol e r able, a fac t which 

serve~ cJll.y to ~~9ha eiz~ wore draruaticall y the s qualor of 

exiat ence l n t he leas woll enaowod urban areas ot the world. 

fpcuk1nb to 1.:0.e h dW L.ealana l nat1 tute ot· Architects 1n 1958, 

L-r . Pevaner tt rae e1•te o. ''your ouburba are terrib l e, m.1le e of 

closely apac e<i bu.n~lowa , i n ama l l garciene w1 t bout any p l an, 

SJ'Ste~ , r n.v c, nm or reason __ _ it 1 s a most urgen t probl em. "1 0 

fii ~ c oDUiten·-.e a re a t least par tiallY true or tbeee aubvbe. 

The bungalow doea predominate, b ut b y world s t andard.a tlut 

house s are .not cloaely apaoed nor t.ho s arde.na ••all. Further­

aore , 1t would be incorrect to ata te t hat tho7 ape without 

plan etc. ffhti " te irue, 1e t hat there 1• no adequate pl.an 

O!' rhythm. Thoe alihough the p.robl•lil• ot the auburba are 

not urgent, not• a re they likely to become u.rgenl in t he neu 

t ut ure i n 'tht, 1enec3 t h.;. t the pr oblems ot t he big citi ea are 



UPgent, they haTe i n microeoem a 1.u~b~r ci t ~e see~s Yhich 

are eapabltt or the sell samo dea ti-t, 1.. t 1vn , 

147 

Deapite t he h int. o! 01t1·liVt16unce (perhaps delibe rate~ 

contrived) 1n Cumberland& r epor t ad ~lai:.i th ;1 t "eX!)ana1Ye 

treeless deserts of t1lea havo been crac tc2 i n New iealtmd 

urbH!l arc aa011 the point 1 £ wel..l t1:1, .. c,n . '.bier-'J ic,, ae T'ert 

monot ny an~ r·e stlea .3.r. esu, loJl<.. 1.Lc lwl,).t·e.c .:: ~·- :- 1 i' t lo of c l ean 

1 ~ ep'lcious u r bm1 aroas wli1cu l acL an~ rea l. cohi:.riin!l. 

There appear t o b -:1 two prudpt..1.!t;J !'!lc ! :l0 t he ft1ture 

of t hese suburbs an d o! N'o fl- .c.1..l(l..10 u ru.::.:1 ..1-re:J:, 1:1. gener al. 

Thr.. f 1rat ta a conti nued c0mdl1tm~.u l, \. --> tl.t.J vl''>C'C""durt?!"' whi ch 

h c.vt'! p roduced t ha preaent urb&n .uiorphc.loay of t he suhu r bs. The 

necond ls whtt t Hu.xley has identified ~ :3 a new staze in 

f.lVol11t : on. ,t consc1 0uA purpo siYa st&tge i n whi ~~ plem!ers 

0i1l'pht .. sizc t "lc :!l'Jre s 1.thtle c l e!.!ic:mt.a oi .:. r t. .;.-:c t•.:l ·nee . , 

inter:~ wn1ch will lea<.. to n r.ic.a·t: ui .... 1 f.; 1 :... ·t'! 1'1111.' 1.11.g 

e. -: vi r on":"ent . I ~ • .., ,.,,_. C3 t,:t•ucture 

ot streets and e :Jbd1vis1oos, but. 1..noy t1re .~u :,-,.: t r r,1y l ,esinninge 

and thei r auccees •111 depena upon t.ne ln1t.1at1 >n ot accompany-

1tlg a4vance a i n the social and ec onOtU1c eph~res of l ife. Perhapa 

the mo &t 1m;' )rta.nt cha.nt10 will be the acca~tance end comm1ti-

r,1e.nt of society to t hese i deas , 

fgotngls,ga.., 

1 • Ross, 1968, 173 . 

2. Lynch• 1960, 11 • 

3 . Solomon, 1i66, 254. 

4. Price• 1964., 243. 

5. Fox, 1964, 11 • 

6. Solomon, 1966, 260, 

1. Luke, 1942, ,2. 
a. Pr1c•, 1964, 243. 



148 

9. elaon, 1963, 78~ 

1 o, 11 11. O.."id Austln, 19~:,, 1 • 

1 1 • ., r anct, , 195q, 78. 

1 • :)~l .. , 196 • 3 • 



PLATE 4 

THE COT .. ;_ E . 

• }'1)!. , ... f i ~ " 

; 11 •t, 1 _ ·1 - t i 

H2 B:CH . 

... ,., ... 11~ 

- :.: 11 ly 'f, _: 1,dl , .1 I'O L°l n 

1 • • 

- l -

0 ' -

·- .. JJ- Lu, _ , • 

".!1.J ,~ .:ec:. Cl c· ,;.n :·. -, t~ ':.O:.·lil. ~ , 

his is a s~all t"o roomed bach aajacent to Q~empt sect i ons . 
he::::;e sections are examples of the natural landscape 

protruding through the urban nucleus in Castlec iff. 



L,-,2.!. 6 

-a VE ... i.,.""\. 1 D3. -

::otc i, t!1is vil a t!le i'or, l cty J e , pro:nin . t bay ,,•ir :ows , 

':"!ra OR
1
1 , dnub1~ fLl.".~ Wj ,., .,,,, 3! (. h'e•• Stu. ..... : 01''= lo f. y 

[,,Pacer· than m& . .} t Jt c:a ) ',',.- ht.y f ,..... . }) • r~1s::' "'o.· a '·' YJ.s,:.•n 

J; • • ~ ' ' . z 

'I • . ~. 

This relativ~ly high grade villa is distinguished from other 
villas by its large size , greater ornateness , turret , and 
larger scale of ve~etation . 



P:.. : .. ;r., 8 

L .. G:V,:)7 VILT. :;. . 

Th::: L tJJJ e x npl i:, o:' the::: all r r-i, ple"" : ln . K e t:1e 

th~ ~ t (;:•.;. t . 

- .., . 
~ ...... _, 

J.. \ . 

The bungalow demonstrates a much greater flexib i lity and 

freedom in des gn , than w~s the case wi th the earlier house 
styles . his is seen in the broken roof structure . 



PL.-S3 10 

THE SP ~ 1 I SH BU:fG;J, v; . 

"'he ~ tff,..:.~,l bu1~alc1, i s d i s inguish-;,l u:; • :-h walls , ~n:. a 

rn. ;Ji c:. ~ _ roo .... 

Note the openess of the state house areas. The success in 

the creation of the community garden is open to doubt . 



12 

I.:UI..TI l ITS . 

: u: - 3 - ~ . ~-. 

St ab ili sed state house areas such as this cul- de - sac are 
equally a s pleasant as the average bungalow street , although 

they also s are its aefects . 



LATE 14 

A CO TEK?C~A..'tY HIGH GRADE HOUSE CN B~STI !-i. HILL . 

...... 
L...l"'"'!.C .L 

' ..:. t,~. ~l 

~ J.' 

,.;... 1 ... .... A 

"'' ' t h.J.t t1L "' · 

The preponderance of verandahs and large paned windows , and 

tl e te1 uenc . .: ror whole 1 ouec to look unkempt an c3. visual y 

D8ttra ·tive , se~re~a te s t ese areas erceptually i f not 

locationally , i,o ,e a so he awkward alignn.ent 01 streets in 

this main ac cessway figure: 1) posing traffic problE;ms for 

the f ture . 



l ~.,-- ,~r 

. ' 

mhe use of· e ev1::1tici:1 al on£ wi tb sornc.: v:..i.rit t ion i n style , in 

the siting of this church, has resulted in a u se ful 

contributJon to the urban landscape . 



J 

r, t: .. ~ 

. - ... Id 

-, ---

Note the separation of uses emphasizing the coarse-grained 

effect . 



?li:-· uiJ .,:.1•1:; of th · : i:.)ad 1.....f:m,.r..,~:-···, ~"' th ~1 tl1 -::r :-- a 

aw r :~--~. i!1 hF (··,mr,.~n.~ y c::· co1 t.:-mp0r:-n•y s·lt:a ne·c.:= aw. 

rf r.:.ui l"E:rl'"'• t =; 

1 . - i,l, : •. . 'T .... 

The monotony is broken only by goalposts , swings and a solitary 

row of trees . One doubts if the area has ever been used 

effectively . 



APPE IX A1 

TOWN DISTRICTS, 
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The Town District was conceived as a connecting 

link between the county and the borough, and it has occupied 

a prominent place 1n the chain of loca1 government i n New 

ea l and . hlthough s o e were created under provinc i al 

ordinances the Town Di stric t as a distinct sphere of l oca l 

governme nt real ly came into exi s t ence with the passi ng of 

t he Town Dist r icts Ac t of 1882 whi ch wa 2 l ater incorporated 

i n the Town Boards Act of 1908 . 

Constitution and Administration. The Town Board Act of 

1908 provided that a Town Board could be constituted by the 

Govern or Genera l on petition of not lees than two/thirds of 

the r e si den t householders 11 any locality outside a borouui 

not exceedin two squa re mile s in are a i n whi ch 11 0 point 

was more L ia n four mile s r·rom any other , and i n which t 11e re 

were not leas t han 50 re sident hous eholders . It wa s c rea ted 

for t he purpose of providing s e lf government for t he inhab it­

ants of a small portion of a county in which a certa in 

concentra tion of population had given rise to local interests, 

wh ich from t heir local na t ure could not adequately be 

provide d f or by t he county sy s t em t he underl.ylng prin ciple 

of which wa s t he tending to the needs of a comparatively 

s mal l population i n a large area . This concentration of 

popul a ti on gave birth to the necessity i n the public 

interest tor ore extensive powers though not to the extent 

ot those required b7 borougha . 

The existence ot the Town District u an int red­

iate type ia shown by the tact that at'ter conatitutlon it 

was atill p rt ot the county, ao that tor certain purposes 
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it was subject to county control and rating, and could 

under certain conditions be dissolved by the coWlty council. 

But at the same time f or the purpose of earring out its 

function under the Town Boa rd Act, it was a separate entity. 

The size reached by a number of Town Districts brought 

about a state of a:t'fairs 1n which the dual control of county 

and Town Board over the same area caused inconvenience and 

tended to lead in the direction of making the Town District 

a means of swelling the county revenue, without a cor r e spond­

ing return 01' county expenditure. The conditions which mc.tde 

co t y control of great assistance to a Town Dis~rict in its 

infancy , i n particul ar t he duty of" the county to maintain 

and control main roads t hus relieving the Board of what 

might otherwise have been a great strain on its small 

revenue, did not apply to the same extent and in some cases 

did not apply at all when the Town District contained a 

populati on of b tween 700 a n d 1 , OOO, and when t he increase 

i n t he r a te aL l e vul ue ot' t he properties led to the county 

reve nue fro u. t he lJist r ict exceeding c ons i derab l y the county 

expenoi ture therein. 11h is state of' affairs was met by the 

Town Boards Amendment Act 1908 whi ch provided that certain 

Town Districts should no longer form part of the county and 

gave the Governor General power to declare that~ Town 

District cont 1n1ng a population of more than 500 residents 

should cease to form part of the county within which it was 

situated. 
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been printed on the map, or it is now indiscernible, 
or (as in the case of the recent maps) it has not 
be en sourced. 

Date Dr awn. 

1841. A Plan of the Country sections 1n the District (T.) 
of Wanganui, 

1842-1843.A MAP of the countrx sect1on1 1n the p1atr1ct 
or wanganu1. 

(T.) 

1848. 

1848. 

Original held in the Hocken Library, Dunedin. 
ShowsJ streets 1n the Town Belt and surrounding 
rural area, relief , rural eubdiv1e1ona, and 
landowners names. 

Plan ot the Town of Petrie, (T, 10( 1 Wetl) 

Contains; streets, subdivisions, open apace, 
and comm1mit7 use buildings in the Town Belt. 

MAP ot the Settlement ot wangapw, 
Scale I c 1 inch to 100 chains. 
Similar to the 1842-18l4.3 aap aboTe. 

(llQC.} 



C 1860. 

n . a.. 

n.d. 

C 1860. 

C 1866. 

1876 . 

C 1880. 

C 188 0. 

C 1900. 

C 1906. 

Kap ot the 191B of wysanu1. 
Scales 1 inch to 6 chains. 
A lithograph of the Town Belt with the 
location of the main buildings, bank, 

churches, hotels, shops etc. 

'~' own Bel t ta1d Surrounding li1arme. 
Layout of Ject ion s and Owners on ~he 
Periphery o;f t l Je TowI :-elt, 
Scale : 1 inch to 40 chains. 
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(T, W.M.) 

(W • M •) 

(W. M.) 

~ flAP 01" Buildings ana their ownern along (w.v.) 
'l'aup Q 2lllf I 

Mat> ot the ~anganu1 District, 
S~ale: 1 inch to 40 cbaine. 
Loc t..:. tic..r· of street , house • churches, 

(w.11.) 

and nti.tive re erves, outside the 'l1own elt. 

l..!aPt;anui bJ!rbour and Riyer Coneervfl tore ( • M.) 
Roar9 Act, 
Scale 1 1 inc h t.o 1 v chain s . 

St reets anG some b.,ue:ee a re l ocat~d within the 

rown Belt, and in the peripheral areas. 

f:J.an of Wane;anui, 
Scale: 1 inch to 10 chains. 

lhe Town Be l t and inset of ~ldcrel1e 
( amoho Rall e.y "; t~tion) and - astown 
are eho n . 

flan of v_tmg nut, 
Scale : 1 inch to 10 chains. 

atree~ ~6p ot t e Town Belt . 

r1a or ncc1s,1mea Land 1n t e Town ot 
_pnganu;t. 
'l'he T upo Quq recla1mat1on. 

(T.) 

(T • ) 

(T, W.11.) 

Boroasb ot wanu1 and au urba. (T.) 
Scale a 1 inch to 10 chaine. 
Show the Town. Belt and th arowins ccretiona. 

treeta, sectlona, o-p n pace, 
o unun1ty u e tc . 



n.d. 

1912. 

n.d. 

1920. 

1922. 

1955. 

1955 • 

1959. 

1960. 

1962. 

1963, 

1966. 

Cycling Road ,Map ot Wanganu1. 
Shows; street, rail, and tram networks 
i n most suburbs. 

1A anga9u1 Harbour General Plan. 
Scale : 1 inch to 10 chains. 
shows; street, rail, and tram networks 
in Castlecliff, Gonville and part of the 
Town Belt. 

Wanganui and Suburbs. 
Scale : c 1 inch to 30 chains. 
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(w.11.) 

(W.M.) 

(W. M. ) 

}tap ot' the Borough and Suburbs. 

Map ot r ·a ngan11i and Suburbs . 

(W. M.,T.) 

(W • U •) 

c. 1 inch to 80 chaine. 

Wanga1 ui and li:nyirons. 

Landuse Map or wangiwu1. 

Landuee Map ot' Wanganui . 

The l'own Plan. 
The District Planning Map. 

The Approved District Planning Map. 
Landuse .M ap Ol' wanganui. 

(w.c.c.) 

(T.) 

(T.) 

(w.c. c.) 

(w.c.c.) 
(\ .• C. C. ) 

(T •) 






