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PURPOSE OF THIS REPORT

Mr. & Mrs. Bradshaw purchased the house at 291 Te Mata Road Havelock North from the Vidal family in
1991 as a family home. They are now seeking the inclusion of their home (‘Vidal House’) in the
Proposed District Plan as a listed heritage building.
The purpose of this report is to provide an assessment of Mr. & Mrs. Bradshaw’s house against the
District Plan Criteria for listing heritage items in the District Plan.
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION

The house is located at 291 Te Mata Road Havelock North being lot 1 DP3257 an area of 4.0620 hectares
more or less. The certificate of title is HBC3/981 and the property is Fee Simple. A copy of the title for
the land is attached as Appendix 1 of this report.

3

SITE DESCRIPTION, SITE HISTORY

The site is situated on Te Mata Road approximately 270 meters to the east of the Havelock North
Residential Zone. The land falls away from Te Mata Road towards Albany Lane at a gradual rate. Refer
to the location plans attached as Appendix 2 along with a soil map of the area.
The site was part of the Bernard Chambers Te Mata holding and in 1904 he added to the 2.5 hectares of
vineyard he had planted by extending onto the Terrace and other surrounding areas. This land was a
raised terrace of friable red metal soils to the west of the original Te Mata homestead. Refer to
Appendix 4 for historic Chambers photo, survey plans of the Terrace and an old soil map.
The wine industry came under threat from the temperance movement prior to the planting of the
Terrace and the industry became difficult to function with stringent restrictions brought into place and
in 1916 the property in question was sold to Norman Johnson, farmer of Hunterville with other parts of
the wine business purchased by a Wellington company which included Reginald Collins, a wine and spirit
merchant with a shareholding retained by Bernard Chambers.
Anthony Vidal had established as a winemaker in Hastings dating back to 1905 and he leased seven
acres of the Terraces in 1917 and later purchased this land. Refer to chapter 6 for further information.
The house is located in the South Western corner of the house nearest to Te Mata Road. In 1994 a new
garage, office and laundry was built in the same form as the house and at the same time alterations
were carried out on the house to create a first floor bathroom, form a balcony and line the walls with
Gib Board. A new winery and cellar door was erected to the east of the house and completed in 1996.
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The original garage on the western boundary was removed in 1999 and this area is now used as an
outdoor living space.
Mr. & Mrs. Bradshaw, planted 400 lime trees in front of the house in 2016 and in 2017 planted a further
400 with the view to produce limes for sale or further processing . Refer to site plan in Appendix 3 for
the layout of the site.
The immediate surrounds of the house have been landscaped to enhance the house and to provide a
degree of privacy.
The effect of the garage complex and the landscaping has been to soften the house into the surrounding
landscape.
The site is located in the Hastings District Plan Te Mata Special Character Zone. Refer to Appendix 3 for
the District Plan Map N°47 for this area and the District Plan Appendix 49, Heritage Buildings, Te Mata
Special Character Zone. The Zone contains the outstanding natural features and landscape area – Te
Mata Peak and a Significant Amenity Character Area, the foothills of Te Mata Peak and is section 8.4 of
the District Plan.
The special zoning requires that the areas be treated with particular care to ensure the ongoing
protection of their special landscape qualities.
District Plan 8.4.2 “Anticipated Outcomes” states: It is anticipated that the following outcomes will be
achieved.
TMAO4 Protection of heritage buildings (among other things). In the event that the Bradshaw house is
listed in the District Plan Appendix 49, Heritage Buildings, Te Mata Special Character Zone, a level of
protection will be afforded to the house which will assist in ensuring that it remains as a local landmark.
District Plan 8.4.3 “Objections & Policies”, Objection TMO1 Status “To retain the existing special
character and amenity values of Te Mata Special Character Zone”.
The Bradshaw house is a significant and special landmark in the zone, the removal of which would
detrimentally affect the overall character of the zone.
Policy TMP3 Enable the use of heritage buildings as residential dwellings and for commercial activities
where it ensures the retention, enhancement or protection of the building at a level that is appropriate
for the Te Mata Special Character Zone.
Explanation The Te Mata Special Character Zone contains a number of heritage buildings that could be
preserved or enhanced if they were able to be used for a suitable alternative use. Council will encourage
the use of these for commercial facilities or residential uses, where the use supports their preservation,
and where the environmental effects of the activity can be managed and be in keeping with the Special
Character of the area.
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In the event of the house being listed in the District Plan, Mr. & Mrs. Bradshaw will, in time, opt to use
the house for this purpose and erect a new house for themselves.
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HOUSE CONSTRUCTION

The house is founded on a concrete ring foundation with a timber floor on piles.
The walls are stucco plaster finished on timber framing with horizontal weatherboard gable feature.
The roof is clay tile on timber framing and exterior joinery is timber.
Refer to Appendix 3 for floor plans as original and as at 2017.

Road View

View from East
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View from West
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HISTORY OF RESIDENCE – CONDITION AND OWNERSHIP OF THE HOUSE

The house is reputed to have been constructed in 1908 and designed by William Rush.
The occupation of the house in the earliest times is not known although it was on the property of
Bernard Chambers. From the time that the land was purchased by Anthony Vidal in 1937, it was
occupied by the Vidal family and was in the ownership of Ian Vidal’s widow at the time of purchase by
Mr. & Mrs. Bradshaw in 1991.

Photograph of the house beyond the vineyard 1991
The house is in very good condition with only a little decay in exposed timber which can readily be
remediated.
When the Bradshaw’s took ownership there was a boiler room and laundry area on the North West
corner, which can be seen at Appendix 3 of this report as can the plan of the house as it is currently.
Future plans to alter the house are of a minimal nature and will not affect the architectural integrity of
the house. The floor plans for the house as original and current can be found as Appendix 3 of this
report.
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SIGNIFICANCE OF THE AREA TO NEW ZEALAND WINE INDUSTRY

Mention has previously been made of the role of Bernard Chambers in the early years of the wine
industry in New Zealand. The quality of the wines that he produced were very high which was not
replicated after the wine business was sold in 1917.
In 1888 Anthony Vidal, then twenty two years old, moved from Spain to assist his winemaker uncle,
Joseph Soler, in Wanganui, who was producing international award winning wines. Soler had
established his winery in 1866 and Anthony remained with him for eleven years before growing grapes
in Palmerston North. In 1905 he brought a racing stable in Avenue Road being one and a quarter acres
in area. Vidal had three sons, Leslie, Frank and Cecil and with them established a vineyard under glass
cover and outside. The stables were converted into a winery.
In 1916 Vidal planted seven and a half acres of vineyard at Te Awanga and in 1917 seven acres of
Bernard Chambers Terraces was leased and later purchased with further plantings on these sites in later
years.
Early days of the business saw Vidal’s sell their product door to door to keep the business running and
they promoted their wines at agricultural shows.

Anthony Vidal’s interest in the vineyard was transferred to his sons on 25th July 1924 with Leslie
supervising the vineyards, Frank the winemaking and Cecil the sales.
In 1937 Vidals purchased the house and vineyard at 291 Te Mata Road and the two adjoining titles down
to Albany Lane, a total of 26 Acres.
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The plantings on the Terrace continued to increase and the grapes from these vines were a vital part of
the Vidal business.
In 1961 Vidal’s opened the first drive in store to a winery in New Zealand with a covered canopy able to
accommodated eight cars. The shop was complemented with a tasting room, offices and under cover
vat storage and barrel room in the remaining original stable.

Seppelts from Australia purchase the company in 1973 renaming it Seppelt-Vidal and in 1975 they sold
to Ross McLennon formally of Seagrams. He then sold to Villa Maria, owned by George (now Sir George)
Fistonich in 1976. The brand “Vidal” was retained and the Vidal site in St Aubyn Street redeveloped to
include the first winery restaurant in New Zealand, a craft shop, cellar door and winery.
The label has continued and been most successful in wine competition. The restaurant remains as one
of Hawkes’ Bay leading dining locations.
8

The contribution to the wine industry in Hawkes’ Bay New Zealand by the Vidal family, firstly Anthony
and then the three sons was significant. The foresight of Anthony to take on the lease of the Bernard
Chambers developed Terrace vineyard and then to purchase the land when the industry was going
through extremely difficult times with prohibition was courageous. The family didn’t have easy times in
keeping the business running and ultimately developed one of the most respected and recognised
brands in the wine industry of New Zealand. Further recognition of the brand is evidenced in that the
current owners have seen the benefits of retaining the brand and further developing it as one of their
flagship labels. Refer to Appendix 12 for an article on the role of Anthony Vidal in the wine industry and
a Vidal Family Tree.
In 1986 Henry O’Kane took a ten year lease, with a first right of purchase, of the 26 acres of land (not
including the house at 291 Te Mata Road) and planted grapes.
The grapes were removed from the two blocks at the Albany Lane end and on the house block in 2009
due to transitional changes in varieties.
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CONSULTATION UNDERTAKEN

Hawke’s Bay suffers severely from loss of record of our buildings due to the Hawke’s Bay earthquake of
1931 making identification of houses difficult.
In an effort to validate the suggestion that the house at 291 Te Mata Road was designed by William Rush
a number of people were consulted.
Wayne Bradshaw, current owner of the house, has undertaken considerable research in an effort to
uncover the history of the house and the historic aspects in relation to the wine industry and the social
impact of the activities on the site to the fabric of Hawkes’ Bay. Books researched include





TE MATA The First 100 Years , Keith Stewart, Godwit Publishing 1997
chancers and visionaries A History of Wine in New Zealand, Keith Stewart, Random House 2010
WINE in New Zealand, Frank Thorpy, Collins Brothers 1971
Winemakers of New Zealand, Dick Scott, Southern Cross Books Auckland 1964 ( as provided by
Ian Clark Villa Maria )

Many of the dates relating to events are contradictory across the publications and we have taken
references that can be verified as near as possible.
The Bernard Chambers diaries of the period the house was built are housed at the MTG in Napier and
Mr. Bradshaw was provided access to these. He describes them as a “day to day’ list of activities on the
property and had no reference to the building of Rush Cottage or the house in question.
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Mr. Bradshaw also researched the property titles which are attached to the report as Appendix 5 and
the newspaper, of the time finding items regarding Rush & James and the tendering and letting of the
two houses.
Kim Salamonson is an employee at Havelock North Library and has studied and written on Havelock
North houses for many years. Attached as Appendix 7 of this report is a publication by Mr. Salamonson
where he credits the house as being designed by William Rush.
Attached with Appendix 7 is a letter from Mr. Salamonson to me in which he sets out the authority that
he used to credit the house as being by William Rush. The daughter of William Rush, the late Helen
Lester, lived in Scotland and made a number of visits to New Zealand and Mr. Salamonson meet with
her on one of her visits and she told him that the house had been relocated to its present position.
There is no evidence available to back up the assertions that the house had been relocated. The soil
map of 1938 attached as part of Appendix 4 shows the house in its current position.
The record of this discussion is as close as we can get to validation of Rush’s designing of the house and
concers with the general understanding of his being the architect of the house.
Judy Siers is an architectural historian, living in Wellington and formerly of Napier who write the book
“The Life and Times of James Chapman-Taylor” Judy said that she was not an expert on Williams Rush
and knew little of his work.
Andy Coltart is the owner of Black Barn Vineyards and Bistro which includes Rush Cottage. He was sure
the Rush Cottage was built as a shepherd’s cottage and that the Bradshaw house was built by Bernard
Chambers at the same time as a Manager’s Residence. I asked if he was able to verify this and he said it
was something he had always understood and that the information could have come from Mason
Chambers.
Mason Chambers is a close relation to Bernard Chambers and lives in the Havelock North area. Mr.
Chambers was not able to shed any light on the matter of who was the architect for the house at 291 Te
Mata Road.
Brian (Bruno) Chambers is the son of Mason Chambers and he holds some of the old family records.
Bruno had earlier conversations with Mr. Bradshaw regarding the house and he had perused the records
in an effort to find the architect for the house, to no avail.
Colin Shanley, a local surveyor was approached by Mr. Bradshaw in an effort to uncover old photos or
surveys. Colin said that he remembered fondly working for Leslie Vidal during school holidays on the
Terrace vineyard.
Peggy Van Asch has been involved with Duart House from the inception of the Duart Society and has
been instrumental in coordinating the monthly history addresses. Peggy had a number of suggestions as
to where information may be available and pointed me to the Digital Library at Stoneycroft, Hasting,
where recordings of the addresses are stored. I obtained a copy of the talk by Kim Salamonson in
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August 2009 about houses of note in Havelock North. On listening to the recording there was no
mention of the house.
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COMPARISON WITH RUSH COTTAGE

The house at 291 Te Mata Road is considerably larger than Rush Cottage, as would be expected if the
former was a Managers’ Residence and the latter a Shepherds’ Cottage. Both have clay tile roofs with
framed and t&g lined gable overhangs and soffits, stucco exterior and timber exterior joinery.

Photographs below have the Rush Cottage First.

Rush Cottage

Bradshaw House
The barge detail of the
ridge is similar – gable
end materials differ –
roof pitch similar

The barge detail at the
spouting is the same
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The detail of the
plaster finish level is
the same.

The stair balustrades
are the same as is the
ceiling paneling.

Interior door trim is
the same as are
paneled doors
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Interior door hardware
is the same

Window joinery is
similar – hardware has
been retro fitted

13

Similar room shapes in
roof space – different
wall and ceiling
battening

Similar detailing where
adjacent roof carried
to a lower level

The number of similarities are significant and demonstrate a consistent style of design that is not likely
to be coincidental.
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AESTHETIC VALUE

The house is of the English architectural style that was prevalent at the time. The shape and form of the
house is quite simple with a main ridge with two ridges at right angles to and central to the main ridge
with similar pitched roofs but smaller gables to form a larger first floor area.
The proportions of the house are well balanced and suggest that they were developed by a person
trained in architecture. The shapes and proportions of the windows and doors are well integrated to
the shapes of the elevations and the selection of materials, especially the textured plaster, enhances the
aesthetic values of the house.
14

The general appearance of the house is strong with a substantial textured roof and walls that are not
affected by embellishments. Little in the way of landscape impacts on the appearance of the house,
which stands proudly on its own on an open site.
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ARCHITECTURAL VALUE

The house has been well designed by someone with architectural skills, quite probably William Rush.
The architectural merits of the house qualify it to be considered one of the fine examples of English
domestic revival architecture in Havelock North.
Hawkes’ Bay, and Havelock North, has lost a number of well-designed substantial houses over the past
twenty or so years and there is a constant risk that more will be cast aside for development. The rural
setting of this house affords some protection from development but not from the desire of an owner to
replace or remove it. By adding a layer of effective protection to the house under Section 18.1, Heritage
Items and Notable Trees, of the District Plan there is a process that must be followed before any
external works or demolition can occur.
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CULTURAL VALUE

Havelock North was established as an English styled village by the early settlers. The older houses are a
reflection of this and they provided a strong architectural influence and character to the village. The
culture of early settlement of Havelock North was of an aristocratic village community with many of the
houses designed by well-known architects, some (such as J W Chapman-Taylor and William Gummer)
with national reputations..
The house at 291 Te Mata Road was rural and the neighbouring houses, Peloha, Te Mata, Rush Cottage
and others were houses of significant architectural merit and they served to extend the architectural
and social culture of Havelock North beyond the village boundaries.
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HISTORICAL VALUE

The architectural, cultural values of the house combine to strengthen its historical value.
That the house was built by Bernard Chambers for a staff member on his Terraces Vineyard is more than
likely; the other possibility is that the house was designed by the architect William Rush, as conveyed to
Kim Salamonson by William Rush’s daughter Helen Lester.
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If this is accepted then it is also likely that this is one of the two houses subject of a Notice for Tender in
the Hastings Standard as closing on Wednesday 18th November 1907. Refer to Appendix 8 of this
report.
About the same time William Rush was joined in partnership by ET James and a notice of this was placed
in the Hastings Standard on Monday 16th December 1907 and a copy of this notice can be found as
Appendix 9 of this report. On 28 July 1916 a notice was placed in the Hastings Standard stating the Mr.
James would be absent from the practice while on active service. Mr James returned from the war and
moved to Nelson to become an orchardist. A copy of this notice is included in Appendix 9
On Thursday 19th December 1907 a notice in the Hastings Standard stated that the tender for the two
houses for Bernard Chambers had been let to H H Campbell with the price being close to £900.. A copy
of this notice can be found as Appendix 10 of this report.
Equally important is the historic role of the area, including the site and house at 291 Te Mata Road, in
regard to the wine industry of Hawke’s Bay. The foresight of Bernard Chambers and the determination
of the Vidal family provided much of the impetus for an industry that is now highly significant to the
economy of Hawke’s Bay, and indeed to the economy of the country.
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SOCIAL VALUE

The social impact of the wine industry in Hawke’s Bay has historically been significant and the
forerunners were Bernard Chambers and Anthony Vidal.
An intrinsic link exists between the wine industry and the house at 291 Te Mata Road. It was built in the
burgeoning days of wine production in Hawkes’ Bay and New Zealand and carried through difficult
periods of prohibition, prosecution, economic hardship, and severe frosts in 1914.
The house itself is likely to have influenced people in their own house building aspirations. The house is
of a high architectural standard and would have established a level of excellence among the houses of
the time and beyond, up to the present day.
The wine industry of Hawke’s Bay that has stemmed from the achievements of Bernard Chambers and
the Vidal family, has played a major role in the creation of a strong social movement around the
entertainment values of the wine industry and the flavour that it provides to the landscape of the wider
area.
The number of local people involved in the wine industry is significant and the economic value of the
industry has had a positive impact on Hawke’s Bay with major investment in infrastructure and plantings
currently under way.

16
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ASSESSMENT IN RESPECT OF DISTRICT PLAN CRITERIA FOR THE LISTING OF
HERITAGE BUILDINGS

14.1 Hastings District Council is charged with identifying and protecting important heritage items and
trees within the district by establishing levels of classification and regulatory protection. The
requirement to protect these heritage items stems from the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act
2014 which provides a framework for the identification and listing of items. The Resource Management
Act 1991 requires that councils recognise and protect Historic Heritage Items and enables protection of
these items.
14.2 The Hastings District Plan under 18.1 Heritage Items and Notable Trees lists significant heritage
items and provides a process for including others that have been identified as being of sufficient
importance to warrant being listed. Heritage New Zealand provides guidance for this process in the
form of their assessment criteria.
14.3

The District Objective 18.1.3 Heritage Items OBJECTIVE HO1 states

Significant Heritage Items are protected and the heritage character and history of the District is
preserved.
The District Plan S18.1.3 HP1 states
Identify and classify Heritage Items in the District according to their relative importance. Explanation
Heritage Items may be identified for their aesthetic, archaeological, architectural, cultural, historical,
scientific, social, spiritual, technological or traditional significance or value. They may also be identified
for their group and setting significance, landmark significance or design significance. The District Plan
defines a hierarchy of Heritage Items in order to align levels of protection with levels of classification so
that important items are preserved. The Heritage New Zealand identification and classification method is
adopted. This method identifies two categories of historic places: Category I - places of special or
outstanding historical or cultural heritage significance or value. Category II - places of historical or
cultural heritage significance or value. Appendices 47 and 48 identify Heritage Items (Places, Buildings,
and Objects) and Appendix 51 identifies Historic Areas. Many of the items are from the Heritage New
Zealand List. Appendix 49 identifies items that are associated with the Te Mata Special Character Zone.
These are buildings that have heritage value intrinsic to the special character of the area.
14.4 Heritage New Zealand publication “Sustainable Management of Historic Heritage Guidance
Information Sheet - Assessment criteria to assist in the identification of Historic Heritage Values”,
provides guidance in assessing heritage items and will be applied to the Bradshaw house as follows:
14.4.1 Archaeological information: Does the place or area have the potential to contribute information
about the human history of the region, or to current archaeological research questions, through
investigation using archaeological methods?
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There are no archeological sites or items known to exist on the site. The house was built in 1908 and
there is no evidence of any prior occupation of the site.
14.4.2 Architecture: Is the place significant because of its design, form, scale, materials, style,
ornamentation, period, craftsmanship or other architectural element?
The house, thought to have been designed by William Rush (refer to report for discussion on this
matter) is an outstanding example of early twentieth century architecture and has been complemented
with recent out buildings in sympathetic architectural style. The house was an early example of the
English domestic revival style championed by William Rush that became very popular in the 1920’s.
The design is similar to other houses designed by William Rush, with materials, detailing and
craftsmanship typical of his style and standard. The form and scale of the house is well proportioned
and is a fine example of the English style architecture than can be found in many Havelock North houses
of the era.
14.4.3 Technology and Engineering: Does the place demonstrate innovative or important methods of
construction or design, does it contain unusual construction materials, is it an early example of the use of
a particular construction technique or does it have the potential to contribute information about
technological or engineering history?
Many of the detail design aspects of the house are typical of William Rush and this is addressed in the
report. Rush had signature details in both the external fabric of the house and the interior decoration,
and these are evident in this house. These elements add to the architectural value of the house as well
as portraying the techniques that were innovative at the time; some were particular to William Rush.
There is information in the structure and materials of the house that allow a good understanding of the
building technology and techniques of the period. Elements of particular technological interest include
the use of native timbers, imported clay tiles and casement windows.
14.4.4 Scientific: Does the area or place have the potential to provide scientific information about the
history of the region?
The aspect is not applicable.
14.4.5 Rarity: Is the place or area, or are features within it, unique, unusual, uncommon or rare at a
district, regional or national level or in relation to particular historical themes?
These are just two William Rush designed houses for Bernard Chambers, one being Rush Cottage on the
other side of Te Mata Road and the other assumed to be the Bradshaw house. Other houses designed
by Rush include McHardy House, McHardy Street, Te Mata Homestead, Te Mata Road and 305
Southland Road, Hastings.
William Rush based his practice in Havelock North and was responsible for many of the significant
commercial, church and educational buildings of the early twentieth century in Havelock North, and to a
lesser degree, in Hastings. Along with these buildings were the houses that he designed. Little of his
18

work is found outside of Havelock North and Hastings making them unique to the area, but the style he
chose for much of his domestic work, the English domestic revival style, later became popular in
Hawke’s Bay.
14.5.6 Representativeness: Is the place or area a good example of its class, for example, in terms of
design, type, features, use, technology or time period?
It is a good example of its style and class relative to design features and the technology employed.
The number of William Rush designed houses is limited, mainly to Havelock North and Hastings, and
most were significant houses of their time, both in size and design. The Bradshaw house is
representative of the design and detail of William Rush’s work, altogether smaller than most of his
houses. Rush Cottage is possibly one of the smallest houses that he designed, being the cottage for the
shepherd and the Bradshaw house for a manager resulting in it being larger.
14.5.7 Integrity: Does the place have integrity, retaining significant features from its time of
construction, or later periods when important modifications or additions were carried out?
The house is basically as it was built in 1908. The exceptions are that in 1994 the boiler house and
laundry were removed and at the time alterations were carried out to the front of the s house to
provide a balcony to the main bedroom. The interior alterations have had no impact on the external
appearance of the house.
The new garage, office and laundry were erected in 1994 and are designed to complement the original
house. In 1999 the original garage on the western boundary was demolished and the area is now an
outdoor living area.
The space between the house and Te Mata Road has been landscaped in a manner that complements
the house.
The integrity of the house is relatively high and is a good representative example of its time and style,
with all of the important original features retained.
14.5.8 Vulnerability: Is the place vulnerable to deterioration or destruction or is threatened by land use
activities.
The house has been well maintained and is currently in good condition. The report identifies some
minor deterioration of external timber that can readily be rectified. The current owners of the house,
Mr. & Mrs. Bradshaw, plan for the house to remain in perpetuity and will carry out maintenance as
required. Fire is possibly the greatest threat to the house, and the owners have installed a monitored
alarm system.
14.5.9 Context or Group: Is the place or area part of a group of heritage places, a landscape, a
townscape or setting which when considered as a whole amplify the heritage values of the place and
group/ landscape or extend its significance?
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The house is in a standalone situation within the Te Mata Special Character Zone of the District Plan.
The design of the house is of such a high standard that it contributes significantly to the character of the
zone.
The house sits prominently in the landscape and has value as a local landmark.
14.5.10 Historic values People: Is the place associated with the life or works of a well-known or
important individual, group or organisation?
The house has direct links to Bernard Chambers and the Vidal family, which is well documented in the
report. The significance of their contribution to the history of Hawkes’ Bay, more specifically in regard
to the wine industry, is such that, without them, we may not have a wine industry of the scale and
importance that we have today.
The house has very important historic values to the region, and indeed to the country, because of the
significant roles played by its owners in the development of the wine industry in Hawkes Bay. The wine
industry is currently a major export earner for New Zealand, and the role of the Chambers and Vidal
families in regard to this is significant.
Events: Is the place associated with an important event in local, regional or national history?
The main events associated with the house relate to the wine industry, the identities and the ups and
downs of the industry.
Patterns: Is the place associated with important aspects, processes, themes or patterns of local, regional
or national history?
The most important aspect of the history of the house is its strong associations with wine and the wine
industry. Its story is interwoven with people important in the local and national history of the industry.
The strong association with, firstly, Bernard Chambers, a wine pioneer, and secondly, the Vidal family
whose contribution to the industry has been very significant, gives the house very strong associational
values.
14.5.11 Cultural values Identity: Is the place or area a focus of community, regional or national identity
or sense of place, and does it have social value and provide evidence of cultural or historical continuity?
The house is a private residence and does not fulfill any of the roles listed above. The house provides
evidence of historical continuity in the wine industry.
Public esteem: Is the place held in high public esteem for its heritage or aesthetic values or as a focus of
spiritual, political, national or other cultural sentiment?
The house is recognized in architectural and heritage circles as being of high heritage and aesthetic
value. The general understanding amongst these people who are aware of the house is that it was
designed by William Rush, which provides it with a strong public aura. The best evidence that is
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available to date (and set out in the report), suggests that it was designed by William Rush; further
research may yet confirm this.
The house has public esteem as the focus of the early growth of the nationally important wine industry.
Commemorative: Does the place have symbolic or commemorative significance to people who use or
have used it, or to the descendants of such people, as a result of its special interest, character, landmark,
amenity or visual appeal?
There are no commemorative values attached to the house. None of the Chambers or Vidal family
(direct descendents) are living in the area and this link as been lost.
The house has been listed in publications on William Rush by Kim Salamonson (refer to Appendix 7 of
this report) and this has created interest in the house.
Education: Could the place contribute, through public education, to people’s awareness, understanding
and appreciation of New Zealand’s history and cultures?
There is certainly a story that can be told about the house and the relationship with the history of the
wine industry; this would be worthwhile in raising public awareness of the role played by Bernard
Chambers and the Vidal family.
The other story that can raise awareness, understanding and appreciation of New Zealand history is
around the commissioning of the house by Bernard Chambers, in conjunction with Rush Cottage; this
partnership resulted in two buildings of distinct architectural merit.
Tangata whenua: Is the place important to tangata whenua for traditional, spiritual, cultural or historical
reasons?
I am not aware of any importance placed on the house by Tangata whenua for any of the reasons above.
Statutory recognition: Does the place or area have recognition in New Zealand legislation or
international law including: World Heritage Listing under the World Heritage Convention 1972;
registration under the Historic Places Act 1993; is it an archaeological site as defined by the Historic
Places Act 1993; is it a statutory acknowledgement under claim settlement legislation; or is it recognised
by special legislation?
There is no recognition under any legislation, either national or international, that Mr. & Mrs. Bradshaw
are aware of.
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CONCLUSIONS

The report has highlighted the values of the house, (architectural, historic and social) and the research
has provided information that leads to the conclusion that the house was almost certainly designed by
William Rush, architect, for Bernard Chambers in 1908.
The house is a very good example of the work of William Rush and the English domestic revival
architectural style of the period. It has strong social value because of its close associations with the
growth and development of a nationally important industry through Bernard Chambers and Vidal
families.
It is my opinion that the house meets the District Plan criteria sufficiently to warrant listing in Section
18.1, Heritage Items and Notable Trees of the Hastings District Council District Plan.

Graham Linwood
Architect

Date…………………….

22

APPENDICES
1.

Title To Land

23

24

25

26

2.

Location plans and current soil maps

27

28

29

3.

Floor Plans Of The House, Site Plan, District Plan Map

30

31

32

291 Te Mata Rd

33

34

35

4.

Historic surveys and Soil Maps

36

37

38

5.

Titles of the Terrace

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

6.

Email Mr. Bradshaw to Sir George Fistonich and his response

47

48

7.

Williams James Rush By Kim Salamonson and letter re Helen Lester

49

50

51

52

53

54

55

56

57

58

59

8.

Notice of Tender For 2 Cottages Closing Wednesday 18th (November 1907)

60

9.

The Hastings Standard Rush & James

61

62

10.

The Hastings Standard letting of Tender

63

11.

The Role Of Bernard Chambers In Hawkes Bay Wine

64

Bernard Chambers

65

66

67

68

69

70

71

72

73

74

75

76

77

78

79

80

81

82

12.

The Role Of Vidal’s In Hawkes Bay Wine and a Vidal Family Tree

83

84

85

86

