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DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

Keep the memories of it - dont rebuild it

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:
Great design - stunning

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

3/04/2013 18:09

55-64

Rototuna

Hamilton

3/04/2013 18:27

35-44

parnell

auckland

Option 3

3/04/2013 18:28

35-44

Belmont

Auckland

3/04/2013 18:33

55-64

Avonhead

Christchurch

Definitely not. I used to be a regular cathedral attender in
my youth, before leaving ChCh, so was very familiar with
that building but I refused to enter it after the quakes
started and wouldn't feel safe in a restoration.

That would be my second choice but it doesn't excite me - I love this option - exciting design; symbolic of a fresh
Option 3
it speaks of a past that has gone and, frankly, looks pretty start; likely to be more in keeping with the contemporary
ordinary to me.
architecture around it; more economical in an era when
extravagant expenditure, especially by churches, would be
insensitive; timely; and SAFER! I love the design of the
soaring tower, too.

3/04/2013 18:38

15-24

Prebbleton

Christchurch

This design doesn't look too bad but I still prefer option 1

3/04/2013 18:41

25-34

Sockburn

Christchurch

I think that this is the best idea and that we should stick
with the well-known design because it is the icon of our
city. It is also a symbol of Christchurch and its people, so I
think that this is the design that should be chosen.
May be, but if we (New Zealand) chose this option we
need to do it propperly 100%. And utalise what we have in
our country as well as our people. Ie jobs etc

3/04/2013 18:42

35-44

Waikuku Beach North
Canterbury

3/04/2013 18:44

35-44

Parklands

3/04/2013 18:44

15-24

3/04/2013 18:49

45-54

Waikuku Beach North
Canterbury
Spreydon
Christchurch

3/04/2013 19:01

35-44

3/04/2013 19:02

Option 3
Better design and engineering benefits if I had to choose
between a traditional design only.

Christchurch

International attention will be attracted to a NEW building Option 3
not the painstaking rework of an old design that was there
before. Why would one travel to see that? Look at Ghery
and what that's does to international involvement and
attraction.

I think this option looks ridiculous and stupid. This design
doesn't suite our type of city and it will quickly go out of
fashion, so this is my least favourite design. Maybe it
would look okay in 3013
I must admit this does look lovely. Yes it wont be the same No
as the restored version but we must realise that this is the
new ChristChurch of our city, the city that has survived
and will be much stronger. Again I want to know we are
utalising what we have in our country as well as our
people. Ie jobs etc

Option 1

Love this option. It's forward thinking and contemporary
but harking back to tradition with the rose window.
Beautifully done. We should not be standing still but
moving forward and this encompasses that message. A
building to take us into the future.

Option 3

Option 2

I think this is the best of both worlds, still looks special

Looks like any old church you could find in a suburb,
Select Option
suitable for a bingo hall
I think its very modern and would suit looking to the future. Option 3
It would appeal to the younger generation.
I presume in the rebuild a lot of new buildings will be more Option 2
modern & contemporary, so would be nice to see historical
buildings maintain their orginal character otherwise
Christchurch may eventually become another city like
Auckland, loosing the character it had prior to the
Earthquakes. I think if historical buildings go contemporary
then all other buildings will follow in the same theme and
Christchurch will loose all of its former character.

Looks like the original, closer to the harts of us kiwis

dosnt fit at all...hate it

35-44

Queenstown & Queenstown & The best idea, but maybe not possable
Districts
Districts
Riccarton
Christchurch

3/04/2013 19:11

45-54

Blenheim

Marlborough

expensive & backward looking

boring

New and zesty. I like the interior, particularly the stain glass Option 3
windows which are vital in a cathedral.
exciting, forward looking, retaining feel of & for the past
Option 3

3/04/2013 19:12

45-54

Greenlane

Auckland

I believe the cost of this option can not be justified

I do not consider rebuilding a building to look like the
previous one is a valid option as this will not take the
community forward.

I believe this to be the best option. It will signal a new era
for the community and a fresh start after the disaster.
Elements of the original buildng can be incorported into
the design to retain the link with the past. But the
damaged building is the past - not the future.

Option 3

Canterbury

Love it! A contemporary space in which to worship

Option 3

Option 2

3/04/2013 19:14

45-54

Rangiora

Not in favour - a new city needs a new design

Not in favour - a new city needs a new design

3/04/2013 19:14

15-24

Church Corner Christchurch

I Absolutely believe this would be the best option, a
resotration of the Cathedral as it was prior to the 20110-11
earthquakes is in the best interests of preserving our city's
culture, heritage and wellbeing.

This option is also fine but has a look about it I'm not so
I think this design just simply does not feel like one I would Option 1
sure of, while, timber and earthquake resilient methods are enjoy. It feels alien to me, gaudy and not representative of
good the problem I see is the loss of aesthetic that would our city.
come with the design, why not incorporate into this design
the original interior by way of faux artistic working (ie
painting wood as marble/granite) as we have in the
Parliamentary Debating chamber.

3/04/2013 19:15

35-44

burnside

christchurch

Christchurch

Restore it,its the icon of our city. The heart of our city
much more than just the home of the Anglican church in
chch.
Quite good option but prefer option 2

Option 1

3/04/2013 19:27

45-54

Phillipstown

3/04/2013 19:28

45-54

One Tree Point Whangarei

My grandparents spent years supporting and contributing
to the cathedral. This building represents more than a
"religion or church or cathedral" to current and past
citizens of Christchurch. Indeed the building is an iconic
image of Christchurch and is a sacred space. Given the
building contains the sweat blood and efforts of
generations i strongly support the restoration of this
unique and spiritually significant building. And how come
these options are presented when there is still a court case
pending re the distruction of our building by the current
tenants or 'caretakers' o"

Very nice like the use of timber.

3/04/2013 19:33

35-44

St Mary\\\'s
Bay

Auckland

I think that the Diocese is making the right decision not to No. Again, the architecture was of its time but a replica
restore the existing structure for a variety of reasons. It is would be tacky.
clearly the most important and I am not sure that buildings
and I am sure there are more worthy recipients of the
Dioceses's funds than the building companies. Secondly,
the building is of it's time - a modern structure would be
far more versatile, allowing for more of a mixed use
including concerts, recitals and performances. Following
the successful formula of Holy Trinity Cathedral in
Auckland would be sensible.

3/04/2013 20:22

55-64

Sth Hill

Oamaru

3/04/2013 20:23

65-74

Halswell

Christchurch

3/04/2013 20:39

25-34

Sockburn

Christchurch

3/04/2013 20:41

25-34

Woolston

3/04/2013 20:42

25-34

St Heliers

Too space age

Option 2
Option 1

This is definitely my preferred option - I think you should
go with a design competition. Put up a fixed budget and
then leave it to the architects. This was very successful
for the lady chapel at Holy Trinity in Auckland. It will also
allow the public real input and achieve buy-in.

Option 3

I left chch at the end of June 2011. Sometime previous to Option 3
the earthquakes I had worshiped at the cathedral on a
sunday evening. While I loved the old building and do very
much like the second design the one that stands out for
me is contemporary building. It stands out and has a wow
factor about it that will stop people in the street and have
to see inside, I feel that this design would draw people in. I
do not agree with the restoration for costs and safety
concerns God bless you all
Deffinitely favoured as being best suited in looks and
Option 3
facilities for today's Church.

Not favoured - a great piece of history but no longer
suitable for today's needs in spiritual worship or community
events
Although I believe there are a number of people with an
emotional attachment to this option, I see this as an
expensive way of indulging the past. The old cathedral
should live on in photographs and our memories, but reattaching the sadness of the earthquake-destroyed
cathedral to the central city seems inappropriate to me.

Not favoured - even at its best it would like the old "done
cheap!""

Christchurch

By far my preferred option.

Only if restoration is ruled out would I vote for this option. Ick. Please don't go down this line.
But of the two rebuild options, staying traditional is what I
want to see. The whole city will be filled with new modern
designs. Please don't jump on the band wagon with this
too!

Option 1

Auckland

Had its day. Time for a change. Too expensive.

Nice but too similar to the previous.

Option 3

I see some new advantages to this, however I would prefer The look of this design both inside and out is stunning to
Option 3
moving directly to a newly-designed Cathedral.
me. As I originally resided in Auckland, when friends or
family would visit me here I used to take them up the
cathedral tower - the new tower in this design looks like it
would provide an amazing new experience. The visual
effects of the external architecture and far more
impressive inside ceilings fit far more with my concept of
what Christchurch should look like after the rebuild, with
modern and inspirational steps.

Cost effective. Reflective of a Chch moving forward futuristic. Most aesthetically pleasing of the options.
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PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

3/04/2013 20:42

35-44

St Albans

Christchurch

A contemporary design is in keeping with the vision of a
Option 3
contemporary city. We wish to look forward to an exciting
future in our central city. A modern space with modern
facilities that is attractive to look at as per the design, as
well as being more affordable than the other two options,
makes sense. Seeing some forward momentum, gave me
some hope. To restore would be looking in the wrong
direction - backwards.

3/04/2013 20:45

55-64

Christchurch

Christchurch

3/04/2013 20:46

55-64

Central City

Christchurch

3/04/2013 20:55

25-34

Blockhouse
Bay

Auckalnd

I believe this is the best option. Its preserves the history of
the cathedral, keeps something standing in the ruins.
Comtemporary design will happen regardless of whether
we do it here but it is highly unlikely that we will ever build
something with the same workmanship, materials and
design as the current cathedral. I say restore it!

3/04/2013 20:57

35-44

Narrow Neck

Auckland

NO. Too Expensive and looks back.

3/04/2013 20:57

25-34

Beckenham

CHRISTCHURC I agree that the expensive option is a bit impractical - all
H
for using the opportunity to re-organise and make the
space work better.

3/04/2013 20:57

65-74

Auckland

3/04/2013 21:08

65-74

Mangere
bridge
Seaview

Timaru

Against this because of the cost.

This seems to me to be a good compromise. Of the 3
options shown this is my choice.

3/04/2013 21:08

55-64

Freemans Bay

Auckland but
formerly of
chch

Hell no. it was never that attractive in the first place.

A bland version of an ugly building.

3/04/2013 21:10

55-64

St Martins

Christchurch

I believe that although this would meet my reminiscing
needs the cost is too high both financially and timewise

Not keen

3/04/2013 21:17

35-44

3/04/2013 21:18

25-34

WAIMARI
BEACH
Sydenahm

CHRISTCHURC
H
Christchurch
In my opinion although this is a great symbol of our city the If we are not going to repair the exisiting then i believe we
should be looking to the future. Not building an inferior
cost to repair the cathedral to its former glory is far to
great and the time it will take is far to long. The Square is a version of what once was.
central hub to the city and to have construction in here for
the next 20+ years is not acceptable. We are now beter
off moving forward and creating something that reflects
what are city is to become a fresh new innovative city
whilst building something that represents also what once
was.

3/04/2013 21:19

45-54

Cashmere

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:21

45-54

Currently
Cockle Bay,
previously
Hoon Hay

Currently
Auckland,
previously
Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:21

45-54

Karaka

Auckland

3/04/2013 21:22

25-34

Edgeware

3/04/2013 21:24

55-64

Havelock
North

3/04/2013 21:25

25-34

St Marys Bay

Auckland

I think this option ignores the potential to revive the
cathedral site with a more useable, community minded
space.

This is my favourite option. It has a sense of movement, in
line with the rebuild of it's city. It's beautiful and clearly
references the past, without missing the opportunity to
reimagine the Cathedral site with a more user friendly,
community oriented building.

This option is beautiful, but given the iconic nature of the
original cathedral, is too different from what was already
there. I would love to see a cathedral like this somewhere
in NZ. Perhaps not on the site of an already so iconic
building.

Option 2

3/04/2013 21:27

25-34

Beachlands

Auckland

Who doesnt love seeing things restored to their former
beauty, especially something as majestic as the
Christchurch Cathedral. Im not a religious person, nor do I
live in Christchurch, so while I this is a great forum for
discussion this is more than a landmark, this is a place of
worship for thousands of Cantabrians and they are the
best people to decide what to do.

Not a fan, a half arsed rebuilt option is silly and will become I love this idea of something contemporary as it will be a
a white elephant.
landmark of our generation. I would love to see maybe
solar panels or other sustainable options incorporated into
this design. Not only would such a design be a beacon of
hope and moving on for Christchurch it could also be a
worldwide landmark for sustainable design and energy
independence.

Option 3

3/04/2013 21:28

65-74

*********** Prebbleton

3/04/2013 21:29

35-44

Hillmorton

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:30

15-24

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

Too expensive and unnecessary

Pleasing as a compromise only

Beauty, functionality and exciting - something to cherish
and be proud of for the future.

Option 3
Option 3
Option 1

No. Does not take advantage of the amazing visual
statement the city can make via its new buildings.

Yes. Who designed this? Its on the right path but I feel is a Option 3
long way from being bold enough. Think the Sydney Opera
House. That building was designed in the 1950's! Think
any number of of Frank Gehry's buildings...
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Guggenheim_Museum_Bilba
o Buildings that make a statement are often the ones
that at the time cause much debate. Be bold and have a
building that people from around the world flock to visit
and spend time in. Surely that is the purpose of the church
- a space for people to reflect in. Of all the new CHCH
buildings your building HAS

I like this the most because compared to the 3rd option is
may date better. It also feels like a space that would
connect with people more. Its airy, uplifting and not over
the top.

My main concern with this design is how it ages, the tower Option 2
looks a like its out of a dark sci fi movie (i like these films...
but not for a church!) as for the main space I think I would
like it if it didn't have that great big picture in copper(?) at
the front. Much prefer stained glass in option 2.
But it could even be more contemporary .

Select Option

Against this as it is not contemporary enough, does not
Option 2
stand out enough. You could really have gone to town
with something really interesting.
The best of the three but pls retain the broken spire.
Option 3
Leave it broken as a memorial to the quake. It would be
good to have relics of the quake incorporated into the
design as a reminder of what happened. Be bold. Be brave.
Upset people. Give the city something challenging which
will no dbout become an attraction in the future.
Option 3
Absolutely LOVE IT!!! The idea of keeping the rose
window is fabulous and the spire design looks amazing.
The best part is that the cost of mney and time is less than
the others. Well Done!!!
Option 3
A future monument to our city symbolising what we once
had and also building something for the future. Produced
quicker than the other alternatives at a fraction of the
cost. A no brainer in my opionion.

Option 3

Please fully restore the Cathedral, back to its original
This would be my second choice, reluctantly.
design, with every detail faithfully put back into place. The
Cathedral is a non-negotiable treasure (taonga) that
belongs to the entire country, not just Christchurch or the
Anglicans.

This is not an option for me. It is hideous!

Option 1

I grew-up in Christchurch as an Anglican worshipped in
I think that this is probably the worst option, which is
the cathedral and some of my fondest childhood memories essentially trying to achieve option 1 at a lower cost, but
are climbing the tower (past the bells) to look out over
does not really move forward or gain anything.
Christchurch. I am very sad that it is not there anymore.
But I also remember the impracticality of the building the
high cost of its upkeep its terrible accoustics and total lack
of amenities. So for me option one "looks backwards" and
gains nothing at a very great cost "

The artist’s impression is good, it is very good. The building Option 3
as shown is breathtaking, in fact it is simply awe-inspiring,
but most importantly it “speaks” to all who see it of the
wonder and majesty of the God who made it all. As I see it,
the aim of the Cathedral is not to be a memorial to the
dead past, but a building of “life” that draws you forward
with God to a place, where you spend eternity in God. It is
written in Revelations 21:5 “The one who sat on the throne
said, “Behold, I make all things new.”” Let’s take our Lord
God at his word (He is always right after all) and have a
new m

A beautiful Cathedral that will in time become a heritage
Option 3
icon. I love it.
Restoration is the best option. We're losing so much of our
It looks awful. Even new Cathedrals built in this style would Option 1
Christchurch
city, we don't want to lose our Cathedral as well.
look strange. A church should be historic.
Hawke\\\'s Bay Restoring the cathedral to it's original plan while a huge
Rebuilding a replica in mostly alternative materials would There is a real opportunity here to build a spectacular and Option 3
and long term project would be a meaningful symbol of the never be anything more than a "mock-up" of the original
iconic modern Christchurch Cathedral. This has been done
resilience and determination of the people of Christchurch - Cathedral unless a substantial amount of the original stone in many cities, a notable early example being Coventry in
and the people of New Zealand as a whole. I would
were incorporated at least into the facade."
England. However I still believe that as many of the
support this. After world War II many destroyed
original special Gothic stone features as possible churches and cathedrals in Europe were rebuilt, so
particularly the rose window - should be incorporated in
Christchurch Cathedral should not be considerered
the modern design to create a blend of the old and the
impossible. It can be done and quite probably within the
new. The design could for example depict the new
estimated 22 year time frame.
modern structure being reborn out of the ruins of the old.

Option 3
The Christchurch Cathedral, in it's original form is
Christchurch. You look at this image and automatically
know this is Christchurch. It is part of our history and, in
my opinion should remain a part of our future.

I think this option is beautiful and probably a better option. This is beautiful. A beautiful building, but not Christchurch. Option 2
I think it is close enough to the original and is a nice middle
ground. It is lovely.
Option 3

REF
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OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

This looks the best, by far... just maybe that is just a
question of the pictures of other options not realistically
showing how good they might be when built. It also has an
important benefit for the morale of the people of
Canterbury. And it may attract world-wide donations
where the other options do not.

I could have preferred this option if only the detail in the
artist's impression looked nicer. There are probably many
options to play around with here... if the frontage could
look the same as the original (reusing stone for lower
levels but earthquake-safe thin stone cladding over wood
and steel for such parts as the bell tower) I would love it even if (especially if) the interior was redesigned. It should
"look like the postcards" from the front and be a "rebuildwhere-practicable" approach in my opinion but with less
pillars inside that block the view!"

Would love to see the Cathedral loving restored but can
see that this may not offer the safest option and can also
see that it does look somewhat closed off in the front
entrance.

Love that this combines original with a slightly modern
interpretation. I think this design address safety,
restoration, while bringing the Cathedral to a more
accessable and modern look without taking away too much
from the look of our past - well done

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

3/04/2013 21:31

55-64

Sydenham

Christchurch

Don't touch ultra-modern designs with a barge pole - they Option 1
date far to quickly even if some people love the
opportunity to make a unique statement. Some aspects of
the design shown are nice but overall it doesn't say
"Peace" or "Tradition" or "Come here to dwell with God"
but it does say "What Architects thought was trendy in the
1990's". I would really love to see a fourth option

3/04/2013 21:31

55-64

Linwood

christchurch

3/04/2013 21:31

35-44

Canterbury

Geraldine

3/04/2013 21:31

25-34

Addington

Christchurch

Love the fresh new look for this cathedral. This looks like it Option 3
will be a great draw card for the city centre and also bring
a fresh "young" feel to the church. This looks like it will
appeal to people from all ages and walks of life."

3/04/2013 21:32

25-34

Laingholm

Auckland

No way.

3/04/2013 21:33

25-34

Waikuku Beach Waikuku

3/04/2013 21:33

55-64

Sumner

Chirstchurch

Lovely idea, but likely to expensive and time consuming

Love this design

3/04/2013 21:34

25-34

Belfast

Christchurch

I love this idea, however the cost seems prohibitive.

3/04/2013 21:34

65-74

Peterborough
Street, CBD

House in CBD, No
living in Hanmer
Springs

This seems to be a close fit with the original icon of our
city but will be seismically safer.
Hmm

3/04/2013 21:34

55-64

Burwood

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:35

15-24

Meadowbank

Auckland

3/04/2013 21:36

25-34

Auckland

Auckland

3/04/2013 21:37

55-64

Phillipstown

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:39

15-24

Mt Albert

Auckland

3/04/2013 21:39

75+

3/04/2013 21:39

45-54

North New
Christchurch
Brighton
mount pleasant mount pleasant Christchurch Cathedral is such a public and spiritual
Not as good as the real thing. Will always look like a copy
treasure. We are so lucky to have this wonderful place
with the prayers of our ancestors to guide and support us.
The city population have long recognised its value and we
need to be the guardians of the future. When so much has
been destroyed and lost it would break my heart to see
this special spiritual Cathedral destroyed as well.
Christchurch People cry when they talk of this Cathedral.
To restore would restore our souls as well.

3/04/2013 21:41

15-24

Opawa

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:42

65-74

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:43

25-34

Merivale

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:43

45-54

Riccarton

Christchurch

My Family has connections spiritual, heritage and structural
to the original Cathedral so I am slightly bias towards a
complete rebuild. But as much as I would love to see the
old Cathedral fully restored to it's former glory. Realistically
the expense time and end result are not in the best
interests of the Church or the wider community.

If this design can incorporate as many of the original
heritage features that can be retrieved and restored as
possible, I feel it is the best option. To me this is the most
aesthetically appealing (other than the original). One thing
I have noticed missing in all the designs is the spire tip
(cross). I understand this has been found and is in safe
keeping, so would like to see it reinstated to which ever
design is finally accepted.

Sorry but this design is awful. I would be very disappointed Option 2
to see Christchurch and the Anglican Church associated to
this monstrosity. It is one thing to loose our iconic
Cathedral (known and admired world wide). But to replace
it with a totally modern building that has no
acknowledgement of the beautiful heritage building
architecture and history of Christchurch is to say the least
abhorrent.

3/04/2013 21:43

75+

Northwood

ChCh

Not practical Not suitable for modern day religious
services Too cold and would be difficult & expensive to
restore. Insurance would be much more expensive if you
could get it.

Similar to Option 1

Meets the purpose of services in this age and could be
built to be warm for the congregation which what it is all
about. The people against this option are only looking to
the tourist money and probably have never attended a
church service or said a prayer in places like th Cathedral.

3/04/2013 21:44

55-64

cracroft

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:45

45-54

Tikitere

Rotorua

3/04/2013 21:45

25-34

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:46

25-34

Mission bay

Auckland

The future face of Christchurch. Love the interior.

Option 3

Don't like this design at all. I think it strips all respectful
Option 2
memory from a much loved icon of Canterbury and Chch
city. As a recently former Christchurch resident who grew
up visiting the Cathedral often and being completley aweinspired by it's presence, this design does nothing for me
but make me feel sad. Don't strip our heritage completely
from us please

Option 1

I choose contemporary but it would be great if there were Option 3
another 2 or 3 contemporary design options to choose
from.
I'm not a fan of contemporary design, especially for
Option 2
churches; I rather like traditional designs. The cost and
timeliness make this attractive, but the building isn't.
Option 2
Like it best, but wish it didn't look like the Sydney Opera
House

Option 3

Lets move on, this concept looks good and will give a new Option 3
city a better feel and be in keeping with the surrounding
building designs.
Option 3
Option 1
I favour this option 1. It will fit in with .the new CBD 2. It
Option 3
will retain some of the features of the old Cathedral eg the
Rose Window from what I could see on tv today. 3 It will
be cheaper to build and take less time to construct and
lastly people of my age group and older will be able to
worship in it.
Option 3

The old Cathedral was amazing. However it is not
Having a chance to re-build athe Cathedral should not be
reasonable by any means to attempt to restore it. Yes, it is used to re-build old designs. It may as well be re-stored if
a historical building but the cost is far to much considering this view is taken.
what else that money could be used for. It is time for
Christchurch to re-image itself as a city for the future in
both design, utilization, environmentally and socially. Rebuilding an impressive but anchient building does not show
that in our community

A new design for a new city

Option 3

Completely out of place with the city heart. The cardboard Select Option
Cathedral already fills the place of a modern place for
those who wish a new church.

This is by far the most impressive design for a Cathedral I Select Option
have seen to date. It shows that Christchurch is looking to
the future in all things including the community, the
environment, the way people structure their lives and and
the church. Just as the church helped to establish this
community a century ago I believe it should attempt to reestablish our new city by showing a commitment to new
and better things as we move forward. Plus it is
surprizingly the cheapest option.
Go for the future. As a former practising Anglican I feel
Option 3
very strongly that the worshipping community should have
a space that reflects contemporary theology and meets
the needs of the worshippers rather than onlookers. I
strongly disagree with Jim Anderson, the Wizard, and
others who are trying to tell the people who use the
Cathedral daily and need it to meet their theological and
other needs, what to do.
Option 2

Option 3

love the contemporary...It has links with the past and
Option 3
moves us forward to embrase the future...however I would
like to see spec of materials to be used in the building and
would prefer to see as much of the old catherdral...eg;
stone, slate roof, wood beams and incorp where
possible..... some of the furniture, fixtures, art, craft,
windows...as much as possible...I would also like to know
construction materials for the tower are predominant as if
it was mostly showing steel I would hate that, however
glass predominaantly would be the tears of those we lost
in the EQ, a fitting memorial if the
I don't feel practical under the circumstances, still
vunerable to earthquake damage, move on and take the
opportunity to create a new statement.
I really like the idea of the restoration and having our old
cathedral back. However, i don't think the city will be
satisfied with any building that might pose an EQ risk.
Regardless of whether engineers say they can reconstruct
it to current codes, i'm not sure how comfortable people
would be with this cathedral in terms of performance in
possible future earthquakes.

I am not in favour of copying old archtecture with new
building products to replicate and old design and building
construction.
I prefer this option as it seems to retain the look and feel
of the old cathedral and yet it will be built with modern
materials. This means we can be fully satisfied with the
structural intergrity and the performance of the building in
any future earthquake events. I think this is something that
is very important to the people of Christchurch for the
cathedral and any building for that matter.

Love this design and great opportunity to build an
Option 3
architectural statement with beautiful building products
inclusive of wood.
I am not opposed to a contemporary design for a new
Option 2
cathedral. But the design offered i think looks awful. I really
don't think it encompasses any of the key features of the
previous cathedral that we would want to retain for
sentimental value and to keep that connection. The spikey
spire just doesn't seem to fit and really doesn't sit well with
me.
Option 2
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3/04/2013 21:46

65-74

Swannanoa

North
Canterbury

A wonderful modern design that appears as praying hands Option 3
with images of light and spirituality on the inside of the
building, feelings of welcoming and new beginnings.

3/04/2013 21:47

25-34

Avondale

Auckland

3/04/2013 21:48

65-74

Ross

Ross South
Westland

3/04/2013 21:49

75+

Papanui

Christchurch
8053

3/04/2013 21:50

25-34

Bishopdale

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:51

25-34

Courtenay

3/04/2013 21:53

25-34

Glenfield

3/04/2013 21:54

25-34

Tarragindi

Brisbane

I won't comment on the design options because I'm not a
church member and I'm in Australia! But I wanted to
congratulate the Diocese on a fantastic community
approach to the rebuilding of the Cathedral. It deserves
much praise.

3/04/2013 21:54

65-74

Waterloo

Lower Hutt

It could never compare with the great cathedrals of
Europe, so why bother?

3/04/2013 21:54

65-74

Tauranga and a Tauranga
recent visitor
to
Christchurch.
also attended
Christmas
concerts in the
old cathedral in
the past.

I prefer this option only if as much of the old structure and Select Option
fittings can be used in the design and also as church
fittings.

3/04/2013 21:56

65-74

beach haven

auckland

3/04/2013 21:57

25-34

Spreydon

Christchurch

When you start from scratch move forward with a
Option 3
contemporary concept.
Ideally a design that reflects the time when the Cathedral Option 3
is rebuilt is the best option as we won't just gloss over and
'forget the earthquakes'. Compare it to the Art Deco
heritage of Napier, a reminder of their past and also a point
of interest for travellers and of pride for locals—this is
what our new cathedral could mean for us in 60 years time
if the design reflects the time when it was rebuilt, not a
point in the past that we are trying to hold on to. Would
this option include some materials from the original
cathedral as part of the contemporary design, if so, that
would be

3/04/2013 21:58

35-44

Burwood

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:58

35-44

Seatoun

Wellington

It's interesting to look at the drawings, especially those of
the interior, and to realise that the old cathedral is actually
quite boring and dull, especially the interior. Option 1 just
doesn't have the inspirational character of Options 2 and
3.

3/04/2013 22:02

45-54

fendalton

Christchurch

preferred option

3/04/2013 22:03

25-34

Avonhead

Christchurch

This is my preferred option.

3/04/2013 22:06

15-24

Kew

Victoria,
Australia

This is by far the best option. No city in Australasia is
There is nothing offensive about the design itself, but it is
defined by a single building as much as Christchurch is by neither original nor an accurate restoration of the old
its Cathedral. As the building largely survived the
Cathedral. As such, it is unlikely to please anyone.
earthquake, although in a greatly damaged state, it would
be a tragedy to destroy what remains. Although it could
be argued that, in an international context, the Cathedral is
of limited architectural importance as an example of
Victorian neo-Gothic, it is still a building of some beauty.
However, to only discuss the architectural merit of the
building is to largely miss the point. Much more important
is that the building

Whilst an interesting design, this really says little about
Christchurch or its history.

Option 1

3/04/2013 22:08

15-24

Christchurch

West Melton

The best option as it retains all the heritage features that
make this building the most important and iconic of the
city, and also is a symbol to all of us who have lived
through the earthquakes that we are not going anywhere
and this is our home.

A last resort option, a good balance but needs to
incorporate more of the original restore option.

Completely absurd and unappealing, the last thing
Christchurch needs and not belonging to our Square.

Option 1

3/04/2013 22:09

55-64

Christchurch

To expensive

Nice but new design is better

New inner city = new looking buildings, this will fit into a
new look inner city

Option 3

3/04/2013 22:10

55-64

McComacks
bay
spreydon

christchurch

restore.....just because it will take more time doesnt mean
it shouldnt be done....all the great buildings partialy
destroyed in the war in europe that have been rebuilt to
the same as their original design bring alot of people to see
them,especialy tourists....good things can take time...we
carnt be short sighted on this .

In my point of view this is the best option, save the original
looking and enhancing the building structure.
This is my preferred option. It appears to retain much of
the original cathedral while moving into lighter, safer
materials for construction. I particularly like the design of
the interior roof in this one. I would place option one as the
least preferred.
No. Too expensive, too clumsy for modern worship

Does not seem worth the money especially if it is going to
have to be bought down
Canterbury
Please restore the Cathedral. It is a beautiful building and
(Just outside of inspires wonder, awe and a sense of God. Please save it
the city)
for both us and future generations who will cherish such a
grand building with such deep roots.
From an outsiders perspective (not immediate member of
Auckland
church or community), this option is the best as it fully
restores the grandeur and impressive identity/appearance
of the original cathedral. This is my preferred option .

Of the three types offered I prefer this, PROVIDED THE
INTERNAL DESIGN MEETS MODERN USAGE NEEDS.

Option 2
Option 2

I don't fancy this: the whalebone effect at the entrance is
foreign to Christchurch's character. What I cannot
understand is why a contemporary design akin to a
hexagon has not been offered. Such a shape gives wide
flexibility for worship etc.

Option 2

Seems a little tacky and just trying to replicate the old one Like the best and could bring a new flavour to the square.

Option 3

This would be my second preference following on from
restoring which is my first preference.

great looking building and admirable "adjustments" to
improve usability. Move toward contemporary cladding
materials

A contemporary building should not be buult on this sight. Option 1
It would be a disappointing day for Christchurch and future
generations who will look back and call a modern building
short sighted.
whilst reducing cost
Option 1

Select Option

Seems pointless to me

I think if we just restore the cathedral as it was it is as if
This idea didn't capture my imagination, it seems like a bit
we are pretending that the earthquakes never happened, I of a waste of an opportunity to me
don't think this backward-looking approach is the best for
our city

Yes! Yes! Yes! let's dream a little, let's inspire, but maybe
retain a bit of the ruins. Coventry Cathedral in UK is
hauntingly poingnant, and your cathedral can be too

Option 3

Option 3
I think you could live with this. It's light and it's sufficiently In a conversation with the author Philip Pullman some
interesting to feel like an improvement on the original. But years ago
would you always be kicking yourselves that you hadn't
made the bold, future-focused choice?

Option 3

Option 1
Option 1

Select Option

3/04/2013 22:11

25-34

Grey Lynn

Auckland

Living in the past

As above

Awesome!

3/04/2013 22:12

35-44

Waiuku

Auckland

My preferred option. I grew up in Canterbury and the
sight of the cathedral after the February 22nd earthquake
devastated me. Having the cathedral back as it was - but
hopefully strengthened - would be inspiring.

My second option. In Parnell, Auckland, the original
wooden cathedral building remains next to the modern
(revolting) Anglican Cathedral. It is beautiful and I can see
how a wooden cathedral could be impressive and inspiring
in Cathedral Square, Chch.

All I can say is YUK. Send someone to Auckland to see the Select Option
exterior of the Anglican cathedral in Parnell. It is an
eyesore. If such a monstrosity were to be built in
Christchurch

3/04/2013 22:13

25-34

Rotorua

Rotorua

Time to move on, let go of the past and reach for the stars Good, but could be better.
of heaven. Demolish it and rebuild something that reflects
a more true dynamic nature of the Spirit of God & heaven.
New Zealanders need to be shown how to let go of the
broken and enjoy great lifestyles that inspire creativity and
a pure imagination. It would be a real pity to see this old
monument to tradition enshrined in some kind of unholy
nostelgia. Demolish, for the next generation to feel release
from histories stoney & grey heart & mind. Thank you!

A portal of heaven is about to open on earth through this Option 3
place! This is the new Christchurch Cathedral - I prophecy
it. A place that reflects the new heart and dynamic nature
of a relevant, continually creating & colourful Saviour who
loves his people and their fresh expressions of living art.
This is the design and blueprint for a stronger, healthier
and more heaven focused generation of believers and
proclaim'ers! Love it and enjoy the journey of its speedy
construction. Thank you.

3/04/2013 22:14

35-44

Linwood

Christchurch

This is far too modern, we should keep the look and feel of Option 2
a traditional cathedral with a slightly updated style.

3/04/2013 22:16

25-34

Nelson

Nelson

I don't think we should restore, I would like to see us make
the remains safe and kept as a memorial but then build
near/next to the remains.
Best looking of three options

3/04/2013 22:17

55-64

Mt Albert

Auckland

I believe this is the most expensive option.

3/04/2013 22:18

65-74

Nukuhau

Taupo, Waikato Too expensive and a reminder of the day the earthquake
struck.

I like this idea, but don't feel we need to keep an exact
replica, maybe something slightly more up to date, but in
keeping with the traditional look/feel of a cathedral.
Better looking than the 'contemporary' design, and more
affordable.

Retains the classic look of the original but uses up to date
materials and technology. A lot safer for the public.

Option 3

Boring 'contemporary' design. Over all ugly and affordable. Option 2
Build for the future!! A contemporary cathedral will fit in
with the contemporary city being rebuilt.
Too much like the Sydney Opera House.

Option 3
Option 2
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3/04/2013 22:24

55-64

15 Potters
Lane,
Lansdowne

Christchurch

3/04/2013 22:24

65-74

Shirley

Christchurch

3/04/2013 22:28

45-54

Northcote

Christchurch

3/04/2013 22:28

35-44

canterbury

City Centre

3/04/2013 22:29

45-54

Hornby

South west

3/04/2013 22:30

25-34

Riccarton

Christchurch

3/04/2013 22:33

15-24

Alton

Winchester, UK. I think this is the weak way out - guaranteed not to offend I like this option least of the three - it seems to me that it
anyone, but not a strong decision.
is tantamount to sitting on the fence, and is the least
attractive of the three, perhaps because of this.

3/04/2013 22:34

15-24

Hataitai

Wellington

3/04/2013 22:35

25-34

Linwood

Christchurch

3/04/2013 22:35

35-44

Herne Bay

Auckland

Where is the option to restore (reinforce/repair) all the
Blend 'traditional' on top of, and into the original repaired
parts that remain standing, and then build up from there to and strengthened structure that remaining standing.
the original shape and envelope using different materials.
That could be wood, or even steel-and-glass. The
cathedral would then be a solid, permanent monument,
memorial and reminder of this significant event and period
in Christchurch and the nations history.

3/04/2013 22:36

55-64

Birkenhead

Auckland

3/04/2013 22:37

45-54

Auckland

Auckland

3/04/2013 22:38

35-44

Merivale

Christchurch

I am a traditionalist and much prefer the restoration option option 3 looks like something out of star wars
Existing materials don't respond well to seismic events and Will look like a copy without the character of the original
require costly strengthening
Pointless - just a reminder of the past better to look
Boring, nothing new and certainly not a design that will
forward not backward and in reality it is just a replica.
attract tourists

3/04/2013 22:46

45-54

Spring Creek

Blenheim

3/04/2013 22:49

35-44

Spreydon

Christchurch

3/04/2013 22:49

25-34

auckland

auckland

3/04/2013 22:53

45-54

Dunedin North Duunedin 9016

3/04/2013 22:56

65-74

Marshland

Christchurch

Love the new design and interior. Great new Cathedral to Option 3
go with a new city. Good work. I remember when the
Town Hall was built a lot of people moaned, now they think
it is iconic. It will be the same with this option. Good luck.
Time we moved on!!

3/04/2013 22:57

45-54

Remuera

Auckland

Lived in Christchurch for five years and have strong ties to Option 3
the city. I think Option 3 is by far the best. The first two
options are too traditional, while the third option is
representative of a city undergoing architectural change
and 'rebirth'. It is stunning.

3/04/2013 22:59

45-54

Riccarton

Christchurch

3/04/2013 23:03

55-64

Burnside

Christchurch

3/04/2013 23:04

75+

Halswell

8025

Too expensive to restore. Need to move forward.
Ascetically pleasing but practically the old cathedral had
problems for congregation viewing from behind pillars.

3/04/2013 23:05

25-34

Ilam

Christchurch

Preferred option. It was the symbol of the city should stay second preferred option. The timber cathedral does look
as it was
nice. Maybe if some internal features were merged with
the restauration

3/04/2013 23:08

35-44

Barrington

Christchurch

3/04/2013 23:09

45-54

Banks
Peninsula

Banks Peninsula

3/04/2013 23:12

45-54

Botany Downs Auckland

My preference, and as a member of the Anglican
Community ia to see a mix of restroation and the
traditional. The bulk of the work should be a restoration
with a tradional element in the steeple.

Option 1

A very exciting, stunning design. I hope it is selected.
I favour Option 2, combining the traditional and modern
Quite nice, although I don't like the tower...too
features. It would retain the look of the original cathedral modernistic.
but include good access and more light etc. As a member
of the disability community, I would welcome the improved
access.
Always the no1 choice. If it was looked at originally I would
have donated to the cause. What about the Miles Warren
design estimated at $18 million?
Whilst appreciating the extra cost of recycling, placing the
existing masonry on a new seismically robust frame would
be my preference. Too many historic buildings have and
will be lost due to their unreinforced nature but if the
Cathedral is reinstated 'as was' this would symbolise what
can be achieved and be symbolic of the resilience of
Christchurch.
Christchurch Cathedral as it once was is gone and in it's
place needs to stand a building which pays homage to it's
history, but better serves the people of Christchurch
today. This would not be acheived by building a copy of
the previous building, which depsite best efforts cannot be
true to the original construction.

Option 2

Option 1

Modern takes on heritage structures are seldom credible.
Whilst appreciating the concept there is a significant risk
of it ending up as a white elephant and not a good figure
head for the recovery.

Yukk.

This option seems to be a compromise between traditional
and contemporary design, and suffers from being neither
one thing nor the other. I feel that to adopt this option
would be to bow to medocrity in an attempt to tread a
middle line.

I like the strong, clean lines of this option. It is not trying to Option 3
mirror the past but still reflects the essence of it's
predecessor. It is unashamedly modern and speaks boldly
of a new future for Christchurch.

As nice as it would be to have the old cathedral back, it will
feel different - so perhaps it is better to go for something
completely new and start again.

No

Option 3

Beautiful interior ceiling - the rest looks poorly specified

Option 1

Whether or not posterity values the architecture of the
Option 3
21st century, I think this is the right choice. Amused to see
that Brian looks a little younger in the mock-ups of the
choir!
It's the cheapest, the quickest, and it's beautiful. If
Option 3
estimated costings put the highest amount for this
cathedral below the lowest amounts for the other two it
seems a good choice, especially considering how much
work and money needs to go into repairing the rest of
Christchurch.
The spire scares me,wouldn't like to be near it in case of
another earthquake
Or blend contemporary on top of, and into the original
repaired and strengthened structure that remaining
standing. IE: essentially NO demolition, only repair, of
what's left.

Option 2
Option 1

Option 1
New look for a new start but include parts of the old ie
stained glass etc
fantastic - retains the history of the old and also acts as a
memorial. Amazing design for a future thinking building and
an iconic building for the future
Clearly a beautiful concept - the cathedral tower needs
more work on its specification. The interior ceiling and
arches look very busy on the surface but the shape is
good.
Fanatastic! Love the use of timber in the structure. The
old cathedral has been destroyed. Lets move on. This
new building will be admired just as the old one was.
Do what you need to for the Church - which building will
serve the needs of people until He returns? We all know
the answer - be brave.

The cathedral should be strengthened, conserved and
restored. HOWEVER, I would not trust the Anglican
Church's estimate of the cost for this programme of work
and prefer to rely on the information provided by the
groups and professionals (local and international)
dedicated to full restoration of the building. The Bishop
(Victoria) is not trustworthy and neither are the bunch of
idiots on the Anglican property committee. The Anglican
hierarchy is a disgrace. Warren and Mahoney architects
should be ashamed.

Option 3
Option 3

Option 3

Option 3

Option 3

Option 1

I like it for nostalgia sake but its bound to hideously
expensive.

I think this would be an improvement on the original
design. It retains the flavour but allows modern patterns of
use to be incorporated into the Cathedral facilities. It
actually looks good too.
It is too expensive and will take too long, as well as will not It is more a copy of the old one, not a reflection of the
be as safe.
times that we live in.

A good compromise and like the idea of using wood. It
may turn out to be the likely choise because it maintains
the old concept and adds advantages such as better
intenal spacing so congregation can view the sanctuary.

This is my favorite. It looks good, it looks interesting. I
Option 3
love the fact the rose window is incorporated and the new
look spire is quite impressive. Yep do it!
It is time to move to a new cathedral that reflects a new
time and this one looks great and is not too expensive. It
will also be built to high safety requirements.

Option 3

Interesing concept - not sure about the tower. It looks as Option 2
though its just a show piece or can you travel up it to view
the city? If thats the case is would have an attraction
value for tourists. It's the cheapest but that should not be
the only consideration. Hopefully we are building for a
longterm future.
Even though it is aesthetically pleasant it does not
represent Christchurch. I would suggest building it as a
New Church in the memory of those who lost their lives
on the earthquake . Built it in the CBD but close to the
avon river.

Option 1

Option 2

Nice to have but realistically very expensive and 21 years
to build?

This concept brings in new with traditional. As an Anglican No
priest (currently in Melbourne) it holds to the history as
well as renewal in its design. We do need to respect
history in my view
Is it possible to restore just the famous front stone façade This design looks a bit underwhelming and a bit too old
of the original cathedral (not the sides or rear), earthquake style.
proof it and then build the wooden design option 2 in
behind the façade? The façade could be secured onto the
wooden design. Im sure there would be enough stones
leftover in the rubble to resurrect the façade in the shape
we all love and cherish. And love to photograph. To see
the original façade reconstructed I think would be totally
emotional for everyone when visiting the square and a
perfect reminder of what was once there.

Option 2

Option 2
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I find this design hideous. Looks very corporate and
Option 2
unfriendly. I guess like the older style of architecture it
encourages an experience of god as a very grand and
great god. But the modernness of this grand style aligns
itself too much with corporate architecture which we
come to associate with greed and unfriendliness. So i
would either go with a traditional look in modern less heavy
materials, and feature lots of wood. or a more humble and
friendly modern look that does not remind people of rich
corporations. I think you are running a very serious risk of
alienating people further from the

3/04/2013 23:12

45-54

mt pleasant

chch

too expensive and i think eople would be afraid to enter a
huge stone building like that even if it was said to e
strengthened.

i like this the most. looks like lots of use of timber which is
beautiful. it seems to me that the way religion is
developing in this era favors a more friendly look as seen in
the use of timber. the modern one looks scary and
corporate looking and does not fit with the way people
today approach religion.

3/04/2013 23:14

35-44

Mt Pleasant

Christchurch

Too expensive!!! Time frame too long.

Not bad but again is expensive and we are still left with the Better price! Better time frame. This design will fit in with Option 3
old design which has now been tainted.
the new CHCH and it still has the WOW factor that should
draw the tourists. I like it. We will be a modern city and
this design will compliment it. We will always have our
memories of the old cathedral but it is time to move on
and into the future.

3/04/2013 23:18

25-34

Arrowtown

Arrowtown

Ok but there are plenty of stone cathedrals around the
world

Interesting mix of new timber construction with old form
but this also makes it confused in terms of the
architectural era it belongs to.

8053

3/04/2013 23:19

45-54

Bishopdale

3/04/2013 23:21

55-64

Nelson (ex Ch Nelson
Ch resident)

I feel this would be to expensive and difficult.

Cannot justify the cost

3/04/2013 23:23

25-34

Used to be
CBD

Christchurch

Surely if ever there was s symbol of the strength and
Worst of all options.
endurance of faith, and our ability to overcome the quakes,
it would be to restore the cathedral to its original
condition. It would state that not even a force of nature
can alter our belief, our resolve, our change who we are.
This city was named for the cathedral. It was founded so
that the cathedral could exist. The windows in a variety of
places I go to every day are etched with a logo of a
company which is a symbolic Christchurch skyline, the key
aspect of which is the iconic cathedral profile. People
keep saying that the cath

3/04/2013 23:26

45-54

Russley

Ch-Ch

Why is it so hard and expensive to do what a few thousand Ok
Victorians did with very early machinary. Technology
nowdays should be able to do things cheaper easier and
faster. Ok

3/04/2013 23:26

65-74

Swannanoa

3/04/2013 23:27

35-44

Parklands

North
Canterbury
Christchurch

3/04/2013 23:29

25-34

Herald Island

Auckland

3/04/2013 23:29

75+

Panmure

3/04/2013 23:30

25-34

3/04/2013 23:31

Design of the time and for reasonable cost. Looks the best Option 3
option to me.
My favourite -lets start afresh

A very nice design and would be happy with this option.

Option 3

I absolutely love it...it just looks terrific inside. If this design Option 3
is the safest in regards to earthquakes, I say go with it.
Thank you for allowing me to comment.
Probably the nicest building design, but this does not make Option 1
it the most appropriate in this scenario. Looks like an
Apple store. A vapid, showy construction intended to
appeal aesthetically rather than idealogically or
sociologically to people who want to be wowed by
appearance and not think of the substance.

so 100 million is the point. $200 per Cantab

Option 1

Love it!

Option 3

Way too expensive and ugly.

Seems a good midway ground between old and new, but
feel it would age a bit too quickly with all the new designs
likely to be popping up around the city.

Option 3
Absolutely love this option. It looks like a stunning and
modern design and would provide a real focal attraction for
the centre of town. Far more likely to fit in with the rest of
the property developments in the central city.
Time for a new look. A new city needs a new cathedral.
Option 3

Auckland

I was all in favour of restoring the old Cathedral. But time
and money have a bearing on that.

It fades into nothing, just a church building. As the
Cathedral was a tourist attraction as so many church
buildings are overseas, do we really want to have
something so ordinary?

I write as a Kiwi, although I live in Auckland. I have been in Option 3
the old Cathedral and it was impressive to be there, a
presence of God was there. Apart from the tourist
attraction. This option would be both a tourist attraction
and a holy place, a house of God.

hei hei

christchurch

this would be great, but seems so risky regarding seismic
issues! also its a huge cost and a lot of time! i would not
want to see this happen.

i do quite like this one too as its quite beautiful, but prefer
option 3.

45-54

Onehunga

Auckland

Although this is the most expensive option, the cathedral is
an integral part of Christchurch heritage. After seeing the
restoration of St Patricks Cathedral in Auckland and having
the pleasure of visiting it in it's authentic state, I am
heartened to know that it will still be in the same form
when my children's children visit it in years to come. We
are lost without tradition.

by far i love this option! there is something of the past,
Option 3
but it looks like a building that will take the church and the
wider christchurch community into the future. also great
that it will take the least money and time.
Option 1

3/04/2013 23:35

45-54

Titahi Bay

Wellington

Fake Copy

Not a Church, and tourist attraction that looks like it
belongs at Disney.

Option 1

3/04/2013 23:36

25-34

Beach Haven

Auckland

Nice option, but just not right. Perhaps a sister City
somewhere could build this.

Another nice option, again somewhere else in the
county/world could build this to signify their support of
christchurch

Option 1

3/04/2013 23:38

25-34

Strandon

New Plymouth

To me this is the only option, my family have all lived in
Christchurch and it won't be Christchurch without the
original Cathedral
Best option, save what doesn't need to be rebuilt and
restore everything else, brick by brick. Its the traditional
heart of christchurch. Where so much else is lost, this can
be saved.
Preferred option, however time and cost limits may mean
this is not practical.

Definitely the best option here. Keeping part of the old
Christchurch alive, but recognising that we are moving
forward using modern materials.

Ugly. No.

Option 2

3/04/2013 23:38

35-44

St Albans

ChCh

No point in restoring an uninspiring church design again

Option 3

3/04/2013 23:38

25-34

Wellington
Central

Wellington

Great idea to restore it in theory but the significantly
longer time frame and higher cost compared to the other
options means that it shouldn't go ahead. Restoration
although it would provide a link to the past I think it would
also be a reminder of the same buildings that killed so
many people. There would also be a question of whether
people would be prepared to enter a building that had
collapsed like it did.

Stunning on the outside and even better within. An
inspired choice & please can we have this design!
Again another good idea in theory but the significant time Great idea to have something more modern that shows
the style of what the city will become rather than what it
and expense to create the building to be in line with the
original seems unnecessary. It would be a better idea to go was. Could be like the Art Deco buildings in Napier that
with option 1 which at least would have the memories and define the area. Not 100% convinced of the actual plans
tradition associated with it.
but think it is definitely the best option out of the 3.

3/04/2013 23:41

55-64

Bryndwr

Christchurch

The old building was a tourist attraction first and church
second. Hence the Council subsidy.

Why should we be frozen in a last century idea of what a
church should be.

Option 3

3/04/2013 23:42

25-34

barrington

christchurch

Option 3

3/04/2013 23:43

65-74

Opawa

Christchurch

This design is perfect for our new vibrant city. We need to Option 3
build something that will show the people of the future
that we had vision enough to build something that reflects
our time not the time of our forbears. I loved the original
but now that it is lost lets start over and build something
for today

3/04/2013 23:45

55-64

Whakapara

Whangarei

3/04/2013 23:47

25-34

Grey Lynn

Auckland

3/04/2013 23:47

35-44

Burwood

CHCH

3/04/2013 23:51

35-44

beckenham

christchurch

3/04/2013 23:53

45-54

St Albans

Christchurch

Difficult to see how this could be a Cathedral for the 21st
Century with its various limitations and huge costs

Costs & time frame seem exessive. It's time to move on.

A new Cathedral for a new city. It should be a working
church first not a tourist attraction.

Option 3

not to mention the possible build time frame. More
particularly

I believe a rebuild simply denies the reality of the
Option 3
earthquake and implies a fantasy of permanence which is
not the truth for those who have "no abiding city"."
I like how the traditional look is being kept but with modern I think this looks too modern and will date quickly and does Option 2
materials.
not suit its surroundings.
Not very attractive (or is that just way it's been
I can see this being a real drawcard to the central city. This Option 3
has some wow factor for a new Christchurch. I really like
drawn/designed). Hard to replicate traditional stone
the opening in the ceiling. The glass window is very grand
building with modern materials. This would forever be
in scale and boldness. Will the belfry house the existing
compared with the old, as a poor looking clone.
bells? Will any of the old, decorative or structural, be
incororated into this design?
Option 1

I was raised an anglican, but since the churches lies since
the earthquakes, I no longer have any respect or believe
anything it reports. You have your objective and I know
you will twist any poll or forum to suit your objective.
There is no question that the cathedral should be restored,
but prefereably return it and the surrounding land to the
people of Christchurch who care about their heritage
where the anglican church does not.

Option 1

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

A modern wooden building could be imaginative, although Option 1
incorporation the rose window may not be fully satisfying
as it may involve mixed architectural styles. The new bell
tower loos distinctly odd from the illustration and does not
fit the remainder of the illustrated building. The facility to
rearrange internal spaces from the existing floor plan
would be useful, although care should be undertaken to
avoid fixing a particular arrangement

3/04/2013 23:55

75+

Ilam

C hristchurch

The Gothic stone cathedral was an important civic symbol This seems neither fish nor fowl. A traditional building
of the high aspirations of the Canterbury settlement and a would be just backward looking and lacking the symbolism
link with Christ Church cathedral Oxford. It of one of the of full restoration. My least preferred option.
trinity of Gothic buildings: the cathedral, the old university
and museum. Restoration would be an information of the
founding values, and a future encouragement that a major
natural disaster will not prevail. restoration would likely
bring in more international support than other options. My
first preference

3/04/2013 23:57

25-34

Prebleton

Christchurch

3/04/2013 23:57

35-44

Christchurch

Christchurch

Would like to see the old Cathedral Restored as it is a Icon Very Simular to the Restored Version. Has a look of being I feel that this does look nice however it would not suit the Option 2
for Canterbury and Christchurch.
modern but still very Traditional to Christchurch. Would fit Christchurch feel. the style of this does not even look like
in quite well and would be the new look for the new
the old Cathedral that we all know and love.
Century..
Option 2

3/04/2013 23:58

25-34

Woolston

Christchurch

3/04/2013 23:59

25-34

mairehau

christchurch

nah - time to move on.

4/04/2013 0:00

15-24

Richmond

Christchurch

To miss the opportunity to further the cathedral and its
While this moves the church forward, I think that it will not
place within the city would be a shame, therefore i think
generate as much interest and architectural focus as the
that the cathedral should be moved forward as a symbol
contemporary design.
and centerpoint of the city, as opposed to rebuilt in the old
form. the city has changed and this is an opportunity to
change the cathedral with it!

This design will set up a precedent of bringing
Option 3
Christchurch forward into the a new phase of
reconstruction and progress that will bring it into the 21st
century as a city that acts as a hub not only locally but for
the wider Canterbury area, and indeed the south island.
Progress needs to be made to bring Christchurch through
its difficult times and into the future. This design allows
and sets up that trend.

4/04/2013 0:01

55-64

Cambridge,Wai Cambridge
kato-formerly
Sumner,Ngai
Tahu-Ngai
Turahiri

Gosh-for a minute I thought it was trying to be St Pauls,
No,the old church reeked exclusivity and was so dark.It
had lovely features eg the frescoes below the rose window Dunedin which is such a beautiful light building,however it
but not enough to warrant restoration.
looks too much like a compromise.

Exciting, and there is nothing wrong with being
Option 3
adventurous-look at Coventry and Auckland's Holy Trinitywhich frankly is probably one of our greatest late 20th
century churches-I gasp when I enter it- and the Shane
Cotton windows are taonga like no other.Christchurch had
a tradition of architects like Pascoe,Beaven and Warren
who stretched the boundaries and the new cathedral
should do this.Christchurch could have a truly beautiful yet
stunning building to mark it's resurrection from the rubbleGo for it.

4/04/2013 0:01

65-74

Paraparaumu

kapiti coast

4/04/2013 0:02

25-34

Sumner

Christchurch

I realise this will get a lot of support but I think the other
I like this- it could be an excellent compromise between
two options would give more to the new Christchurch city the traditional form and updated structural and use
centre.
requirements for the 21st century

This looks fantastic! Done right- i.e. using quality materials Option 3
and without cost-cutting being the main aim- this could be
a stunning new symbol of a rebuilt and revitalised
Christchurch. The inclusion of the Rose window is very
clever and I think the use of a timber structure would avoid
the soulless feeling you get in so many modern churches. It
would have to be done well though if it is going to work

4/04/2013 0:05

15-24

Bromley

Christchurch

I feel this would be the best option for the city. I have only I feel this option isnt too bad. my only concern is that the
recentley moved to New Zealand from Scotland and have building will loose some of original character adn charm it
a great appreciation for old buildings having visited mant in once had.
Scotland. Having trained in architecture i understnad this
would be the most expensive option but i feel its really the
only option. I feel strongly about looking after and
preserving old buildings and keeping them at their former
glory and to destroy what is left of this once magnificant
building would be a crime in my eyes. i cant not fathem
why it cold possible take up to 22 years to complete. I
myself am only 22 y

This option would be perfectly fine if the old building hadnt Option 1
ever been there. to take down what is left of the building
and replace it with this is unthinkable. It would be a crime
to get rid of this once central building and a huge chunk of
the cities heritage

4/04/2013 0:10

25-34

Hillcrest

Hamilton

4/04/2013 0:11

35-44

Murray Aynsley Chch

Fantastic. A modern building that will be more functional
for the congregation.
As much as I love the idea of restoration and fully support Don't do it!!!! A rip off, of a beautiful old building in cheap Warren and Mahoney's design is outstanding and a
it as an option I can't help but worry about the cost and
appearance 'modern' materials will not do this city or the
beautiful example of modern construction techniques,
practical outcomes. Emotionally, fond memories of
church any favours 25 years in the future.
coupled with sound architectural understanding of the
watching my child singing carols in the church, admiring
modern needs of a church and it's community. I beleive
the buildings interior beauty, is now marred by 'what if it
the wider community will take ownership of this new
had happened then'. Leave the restoration option for the
design readily once built if it is done so well and quickly.
Basilica, it is much more deserving architecturally.
People have short memories!

4/04/2013 0:12

65-74

St Albans

Christchurch

Option 2
a bit boring

love it!!! city of the future!

Option 3

Option 3
I feel this much more depicts the focus of the Cathedral
and the People of God The eye is drawn upward to the
ceiling which to me emboidies the people and their journey
towards God. It is a stimulating design.

The Cathedral is an historic Christchurch icon

Select Option

envisaged and built by the City's founding fathers. It is
one of the few heritage buildings left standing in
Christchurch
Love the look of this option

and forms the core of the City's "soul". It is not so badly
damaged that it cannot be repaired/strengthened/rebuilt
Do not like option 3

Option 2

Nice design but wheres the personality of all the people
that live in Christchurch now? not 100 years ago.
This is a nice design, if rebuild is unable to happen this is
completely acceptable.

Amazing! reminds us of the quake but implies we are
passed it and have moved on. Looks fantastic.
Horrid!!!

Option 3

4/04/2013 0:13

25-34

Forest lake

Hamilton

Looks good

4/04/2013 0:15

15-24

North Beach

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:16

15-24

Avonhead

CHCH

No no no... this makes no sense? why rebuild something
that reminds us of death and destruction.
There has already been far to much money and time spent
on the cardboard cathedral, the very Least you can do it
rebuild canterburys main icon. I am from a catholic family
and we all see the Anglican Church as a very valuable land
mark.

4/04/2013 0:18

45-54

Queenspark

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:21

35-44

Tahunanui (still Nelson
own a home in
Hillmorten
though ;) )

4/04/2013 0:22

15-24

Redcliffs

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:23

35-44

Dallington

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:23

55-64

West Melton

Selwyn

Too much looking to the past instead of the future. We
cannot ignore the fact that our lives have been changed
by the earthquakes, so why should our cathedral which is
so central to our community life not reflect a change, and
a moving forward Too costly

4/04/2013 0:24

35-44

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:25

55-64

Oratia

Auckland

Just way too expensive to be spending that sort of money I think we need to go for this option as it is in keeping with Don't like it, it looks like half a boat plonked on its end!
on restoring it
what we had, but not the hug price tag like they have to
restore it!
A fitting salute to past and future
Too much change

4/04/2013 0:26

45-54

Heathcote

Christchurch

still love this

4/04/2013 0:28

55-64

Oxford

Canterbury

Restoration of the cathedral will link the future with the
past in a way that only Cantabrians who have a long
history with Christchurch can appreciate. The present
cathedral is the heart and soul of our city. More than just
a religious institution it is an icon that is recognised
worldwide. Having lost so much of the history of our city,
to restore the cathedral to its former glory would surely
typify the spirit of all Cantabrians in the face of adversity.

Too expensive :)

Option 3

Wouldn't mind if others are keen on this option, it is a bit
samey of other places around the world

Option 1

Option 1

Modern and fresh with special memories still present ( e.g Option 3
rose window) Appears to be friendly and great use of
space. I really like the modern welcoming vestibule. It
seems light and airy better value for money
faster, cheaper and new and different, unique for
Option 3
Christchurch - excellent. Praying for you guys, kia kaha
and may the Lord be with you all :)

love the deign of this one. New city, so why not a new
Option 3
cathedral. Its beautifully done while it still holds traditional
aspects therefore the best of both worlds. I especially love
the roof with the cross.
I think this is a little too futuristic!
Option 2

I think this would be the best option - it's a beautiful
combination of keeping some of the old Cathedral that we
knew, loved and grew up with but also using the
opportunity to rebuild a new, fresh, modern building.
Option 3 seems the most appealing to me. It is more open Option 3
A slightly impoverished image of the glory of the original
to its surrounding, give a feel of being more open and
with no real message
outreaching to the community around it. It also is the
most sensible option in terms of cost and time needed for
completing the building

very nice looks beautiful inside

Option 2

Option 2

not nice, too modern from what we are use to and doe not Option 2
give you that blessed feeling at all...an architects dream
but for the average Christian its horrid
Option 1

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

4/04/2013 0:28

25-34

St Martins

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:29

45-54

St Albans

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:30

65-74

Marybank

Nelson

4/04/2013 0:31

25-34

Grey Lynn

Auckland

4/04/2013 0:32

75+

Parklands

Timaru

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:
Given that it is technically feasible to restore the Cathedral
and bring it up to Building Code requirements, this option
should be given top priority. The comments in the design
summary about this option being less seismically resilient
than a new building seem like an attempt to steer people's
opinion away from this option. We have already seen that
the strengthened part of the existing Cathedral performed
relatively well in earthquakes - much of the damage to the
main body of the building seemed to be caused by the
failure of the tower. I would not be opposed to the tower
being

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

I find it interesting that although this option is a new build, The description of this design states that elements of the
the uncertainty levels on the costs and timeframes are
existing building can be incorporated
similar to those for the restoration option. This indicates
to me that less effort has been put into design and costing
of this option, which doesn't allow for a valid comparison
with the contemporary option.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 1

Option 3
This is a fantastic design that in the future will be
representative of a time in Christchurch's history and how
the city evolved and renewed. You could also use some of
the old stone to create a small model of the old cathedral
to sit in the grounds or use some of the old stone to create
something else in the grounds.
Really like this idea. I'm a descendant of J. E. FitzGerald,
and should like to see his memorial window restored. Is
there any knowledge of how this window fared in the
quake?
Would be fantastic to see resored to former glory but way No thanks
too expensive

Option 2

4/04/2013 0:33

45-54

Redwood

Christchurch

Please restore to its former glory.

Love the comtemporary design and could become a piece Option 3
of art like the Guggenheim. The money it would have
taken to resore the original cathedral could be better
served rebuilding the rest of the city
This beautiful design will show the young people that the Option 3
church is modern and in touch with their generation.
Perhaps this will help to bring young people back into the
church
Option 1

4/04/2013 0:34

35-44

Opawa

Christchurch

No, huge expense.

Yes, this is a fantastic design.

Option 3

4/04/2013 0:34

55-64

westmorland

If moden clading used in option two, would rather see
complete new building.

Select Option

4/04/2013 0:37

15-24

Eden Terrace

4/04/2013 0:38

25-34

city centre

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:38

35-44

glennross

dunedin

Meeh, if you must, but no, this offers nothing new apart
from the materials
CHRISTCHURC This would be my second choise, but cost is a big problem. This would be my first choise Built with a new wooden
H
structure, but using existing stone to reclad the outside, If
moden clading materials used it would look very odd.
Auckland
This seems like a huge waste of money and resources. It's It's OK but will probably look odd with the newer
more important to go forward than dwell in the past
landmarks which will be in the CBD
Looks amazing only issue is the time spent on build.

this building is how christchurch was named! once it is
this would be my second choice... not the same tho
gone there is no getting her back. we have a short history
and the way things are going we will have an even shorter
history. its to easy to just bowl over a building and rebuild
one with no history or character. breaks my heart to see
the heart of my old home town being treated with out the
respect she deserves.

Christchurch, the city that never changes should push
Option 3
forward into the modern era. Perhaps this should be a
testament to the fact that life should go forward.
Option 3
The reason I choose option 3 is mainly because of the
money and the time spent on the build. 22 year just seems
too long to wait. Its new, edgy and as much as many dont
want to realise many of our well known and loved heritage
buildings are gone. Its onwards an upwards and this new
idea would bring MANY too Christchurch and will always
be known in years to come it was the hope, the start to
the new Christchurch that was taken away from many.
Also the price tag. That money should be spent on peoples
homes. Go with a cheaper yet exciting option and lets get
this loveable city on track.
JUST UGLY !!!!

Option 1

4/04/2013 0:39

55-64

Northwood

North

Nice, but too expensive

Time to move on and the cost is not justifiable.

Is quite inspirational and affordable. Just do it!

Option 3

4/04/2013 0:39

65-74

Burnside

Christchurch

1st choice for me - Yes - would prefer this option (BUT I
have surprised myself because I also like the other two
options)
I favour this design...what little is left needs to be saved

2nd choice for me (but again would not mind the other
two options)

3rd choice for me (but I do like this one very much and
would not mind if it is decided upon )

Select Option

4/04/2013 0:40

35-44

Lyttelton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:40

25-34

Riccarton

Christchurch

Christchurch shouldn't dwell in the past, it makes no sense The traditional Church is beautiful but is not quite right for
to rebuild something like that. Christchurch's new city
Christchurch.
plans have us coming into the 21st Century with a bang,
we should not be going backwards but going forwards.

A beautiful stand alone centre for Christchurch. I am really Option 3
for the Contemporary style because it is modern, fresh and
the perfect centre for Christchurch. It will stand in our
square for years to come for generations to see how we
took the bull by the horns and restarted our broken city. A
really nice thing to do would be to use some of the existing
cathedral as a monument to remember the victims of the
Quake.

Option 1

4/04/2013 0:41

15-24

Burwood

Christchurch

I like the entry idea but it could be better if this entry was
Best option. Because its such an important icon , and
probably one of the last bits of history we have left in the used but in option one.
city, why not put the money into restoring this church.
Yes its the 'more expensive' option but seriously, why not
keep the icon as close to how it was. Its something people
will come to see, something Cantaberians will appreciate.

Ugly, we have enough glass going into the city, stop being Option 1
so modern and futuristic, and try think of what city we are
in. We need to keep some sort originality, and one iconic
piece of history in this city. just going to make people more
unhappy, then happy.

4/04/2013 0:43

35-44

Ladbrooks

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:44

45-54

St Albans

CHCH 8052

4/04/2013 0:44

25-34

Christchurch

Rangiora

4/04/2013 0:45

45-54

Lyttelton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:45

15-24

Shirley

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:45

35-44

Te Aro

Wellington

4/04/2013 0:46

45-54

sovereign
Palms

Kaiapoi

4/04/2013 0:46

55-64

Mairehau

Christchurch

I love the interior and think the exterior is also interesting Option 3
and would be a great replacement. Also like the fact it is
more seismically safe and cheaper.
I support 3 because it is time to move fwd. This is a great Option 3
tribute to the change the earthquakes have wrought (do
we still wear bell bottoms to work?). The old cathedral
served us well for a century, lay her to rest in peace. A
new design will serve new generations with the same
timeless values of Christianity in a contemporary idiom.
Our faith has seen off Rome, Paganism, Communism, and
20 centuries of change but remains the same. ~ John
Stringer (ex Chch Anglican pastor)
Love it

Option 2

Option 2 (Traditional) is my favourite - it harks back to the Option 3 (Contemporary) is hideous.
past, closely resembling the current (though undamaged)
cathedral, yet would be made in a more modern yet at the
same time traditional design.
I do not see it as a wise option. It is of too higher cost. Plus Such a beautiful design!! It incorporates the best aspects It looks slightly like a large egg.
I personally didn't like the look of the cathedral. I think
of the original cathedral and adds a lovely new, modern
change is good!
touch to it. I think it links Christchurch's heritage into the
design but will also compliment the new buildings that will
eventually b in the CBD.

I would love to have the cathedral restored, although 20
years is just too long.

This would simply echo a conservatism that has hung
Same as option 1
around this church's neck like a hangman's noose for too
long. It was never the intention of this church's
missionaries and transplanters to entomb us, and even if it
was its time for resurrection.

This is by far and away the most appropriate design for a
new expression of hope at a new time in a new
resettlement.

Option 2

Option 2

Option 3

I am surprised that I actually love the new design over the Option 3
two others as I expected I would like the restored or
traditional but the new contemporary design gets my vote
as it is a beautiful design that I think will draw the crowds,
be wonderful to be inside and be a tourist winner
Shouldn't even be considered. It will never give people
Same old same old
certainty that it is safe. It is part of the old heritage of
Christchurch which has gone and we should be thinking of
how we can welcome a new heritage to this city which has
changed forever. To hark back to old designs when we
have the opportunity to look to the future is to rob future
generations of the opportunity for something special.

Absolutely stunning design, both inside and out. It would
be a new iconic building for Christchurch and hopefully
encouage other architects to extend their thinking rather
than just designing oncrete & glass boxes.

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
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ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE
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4/04/2013 0:48

25-34

Hei Hei

Chirstchurch

weakest option due to seismic issues / flexibility of future
use / cost / and it's lack of interaction with the outside
community.

better than option one, but still has a restrictive feel to its
focus.

best option because of its flexibility of use and its
appearance and what that communicates about the
building which represents the church /God. The
incorporation of some original features such as the rose
window is crucial to this design also as this respects the
heritage, history and memory of the original building.

4/04/2013 0:50

15-24

Cashmere

Christchurch

A fine conservative option, but I feel it would not
sufficiently recognize the loss that was suffered by
Cantabrians in the earthquakes... I feel the fact that we are
not how we once were should be shown through the
cathedral. Also a bit too expensive.

This is by far my preferred option - it incorporates basic
elements which tie to the old cathedral, and the design is
sufficiently traditional that it should age well without
looking like an embarrassing attempt at modernization 10
years down the track. However it recognizes that the
people of Christchurch have changed in their needs both
due to the earthquake and the ambulatory nature of
society.

While I am not in general against contemporary designs,
Option 2
some aspects of the one in question is deeply incongruent
with an environment in which I would be happy to worship,
fellowship or join with the wider community. I believe that
within a few years it would look like a novelty cathedral
which was established simply for the sake of doing
something new, different and 'futuristic' looking. The floor
plan for it is excellent, the shape and extensive use of glass
could be good if the resultant effect was similar to that on
the Christchurch art gallery so that it weathers time and
developin

4/04/2013 0:52

25-34

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

To expensive and may take too long to complete. Also I
wasn't a fan of the old cathedral.

Too much like the old cathedral.

My favourite, the cheapest and quickest option to build.
Also modern and iconic that will stand to test of time.

4/04/2013 0:54

45-54

Northwood

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:55

15-24

Christchurch

Christchurch

I would love to see the old Christchurch Cathedral
restored. Yes, the rebuild will be lengthy, and yes it will be
costly but our heritage is something that we need to hold
on to, and the Cathedral has been Christchurch's icon for
a very long time. As residents planning on staying in CHCH
- please give us a bit of heritage to cling on to. It seems
that everything else is under the demolition hammer. The
rebuild CAN be done, so let's do it. In terms of
troubleshooting the restoration - get CHCH residents
involved - I am certain that if you needed help restoring it,
many local companies

Not overly fussed about this design. It looks to be very
'copycat' to the old Cathedral and I feel it would be
insincere to build this on the site of the old one, when the
old one can be restored.

I have no interest in this design at all. I feel that although it Select Option
is currently contemporary, in twenty years it will look dated
and cheap. Not only will it make a mockery of the heritage
buildings left in the square, but it will dwarf everything
around it. Too big, too loud, too modern. Tasteless. Sorry but true!

4/04/2013 0:56

25-34

Denver

25-34

Sumner

Please restore! When we lived in ChCh it was a great sight
to see this beautiful church.
Novel but here is a chance to do something amazing
no point either go for a new style encompassing old or go
for the original

Looks more like a spaceship than a church

4/04/2013 0:57

Denver,
Colorado USA
Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:59

55-64

Spreydon

South west

Least practical and most expensive. Difficult to see cultural A nice gesture towards those who like the old cathedral
benefit or emotional satisfaction in this backward-looking design. Better use of resources, safer. Still too expensive.
option. Personally, I don't think this option is good
stewardship of resources and is of doubtful historical value
if a complete rebuild.

An excellent (inspired!) design, forward looking and
contexturally will work much better. This is definately a
design for the future and one that will suit the new
Christchurch when it eventually emerges. Great use of
resources and great appeal to non-church goers. As a
christian, I think this is responsible use of church
resources. Its a pity those wanting to retain an old
expensive design don't actually attend cathedral services
and don't join in what the church is actually there for.

4/04/2013 0:59

55-64

Merivale

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:00

65-74

Marybank

Nelson ex
Christchurch

This design is of a differenttime and a different world - we
have moved on from the middle ages.
The original cathedral was never a great building when
compared to churches in the UK or Europe. Move on to
another era and something new.

4/04/2013 1:02

25-34

Belfast

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:04

45-54

Kumeu

Auckland

4/04/2013 1:04

55-64

Broadfield

Christchurch

waste of time and money - we need to move on.

4/04/2013 1:04

25-34

Shirley

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:07

25-34

Merivale

Christchurch

Our heritage is important and this is an historic
landmark/building. We need to preserve our history.
Not a fan. Too long to rebuild... and not resillient enough to Represents a modernisation of traditional style and I like
seismic movements in future when compared with other
this option although lengthy build time
options

4/04/2013 1:07

25-34

Pinehill

4/04/2013 1:08

25-34

Addington

4/04/2013 1:11

25-34

Linwood

Christchurch

What a waste of money! Think of all the amazing
worthwhile things you could do with $104M-$221M. A
building is only a thing, it's not the beating heart of a city
or community. The Cathedral was never the icon of
Christchurch and does not justify such ostentatious
expenditure - privately funded or not.

Same as above - though slightly better. It's still too much
to spend on an old building with limited purpose.

4/04/2013 1:12

45-54

Rangiora

Rangiora

Too expensive, too slow to build, too many constraints on
mission.

Option two is also beautiful inside and possibly has more
gathering space. Of the three it has the better facilities
because of the larger gathering space and the bigger
children's chapel which could be used for many different
things. From the outside it will probably please no one,
being neither old or new. Very expensive compared with
option three which has not much less functionality and
more design integrity (ie. it is not pretending to be the old
building).

Option 3
First reactions to cathedral designs: Sad that renewed
ancient vision is the controlling theme. This has locked us
into retaining the cruciform footprint and all its attendant
disadvantages. No option has enough gathering space. No
option will easily allow for data projection, so we are locked
into 15th century technology. This is a major fail and
greatly hinders our ability to reach most people under 50 (
I am very serious about this). It is also seems that we do
not expect that cathedral to develop a community of any
depth, otherwise we would have more hall and meeting
spaces for fellowsh

4/04/2013 1:12

55-64

St Albans

Christchurch

Not a good potion to me

4/04/2013 1:12

25-34

Linwood

Christchurch

It was the past - willtake to long and cost to much and
probably there arent the craftsmen available
Ideal option, alas, very costly.

Given the cost of Option 1 I think this is the most logical
choice for the new Cathedral

I like this option - time to move on - affordable & will
Option 3
happen in a reasonable time frame
Not a nice looking building. Very little personality. It kind of Option 2
looks like the Opera houses poorer cousin twice removed.

4/04/2013 1:12

45-54

Russley

Christchurch

Incredibily expensive and it is time to move on.

Nice, but we will have absolutely modern buildings all
around it so it will be quite out of place.

Sensible but also attractive in terms of visual appeal and it Option 3
has curves

Option 3

Option 3

Option 3

Option 1

Best option by far. Stands head an shoulders above the
Option 3
rest. It breaths life into the church and represents the
rebuilding of a NEW and reinvigorated city. Keep the
features traditional to an extent but make the most of
working with a clean slate. The old cathedral can be seen
in the this option, it is a reflection, a contemporary
reflection, of what once was. It is the dawn of a new city
so signal that. It will set itself as an attraction to come to
for those from a religious and non religious back ground.
On top of which it is the cheaper, faster build option of the
the ones available. it
Option 3

Awful - neither respects the past nor clebrates the future. Absolutely fabulous - it will be unique - just like the new
Option 3
Christchurch
Beautiful. What an opportunity to build a wonderful
Option 3
Why try to replicate the original? It may be slightly
modern cathedral in keeping with the times, for the future.
different but is essentially a modern copy than the
This building will bring in far more tourists than the original
damaged cathedral.
or a replica! Show the world what we can do and
showcase our wonderful timber which was the
cornerstone of NZ building in the past. It only makes
sense to have something new and wonderful - one should
never go back.

This is what a lot of cantabrians will remember the
This is the option I personally think would be great to see
cathedral as being and think it would be great to see it
in our city. A traditional church that still looks like the
back to its former glory, but seeing as though this
original with a few 'upgrades'. Love it!!!
opportunity has come along to make SOME modifications I
say go for it!

no imagination

Hate it!!!! Too space aged, nothing like the original and
reminds me of the Sydney opera house. We need to hold
on to our uniqueness that is the Christchurch cathedral!

Option 2

I feel option 3 compliments the old structure, allowing the Option 3
old to to be recognised and also allowing the city to
progress and move forward as it should. cheers dj
love it - new,bold and signifies a bright future. I feel it will Option 3
be attractive to a much younger generation of worshippers
and travellers. Also support the cardboard cathedral and
enjoying its progress.
Option 1
Initially I did not like the design and found it to be out of
keeping with how a Church/cathedral should look. But
now I have come round I think it would represent a true
modernisation and could be a good way to show the
Christchurch has moved past the events of the
Earthquakes into a new era with this modern iconic
architecture. I think it would be an allure for tourism and
would put Chch on the map in much the same way
Utzon's opera house design did for Sydney.

Option 3

Auckland

to have clock on the "tower" would be awesome"

Option 3

Christchurch

This is the way forward. Acknowledge the past yes, but
move with the times asl well.
The spire is cool but the main building is pretty
unappealing. I prefer none of these options. Personally I
think the cathedral should be made safe, then left as is
with a garden and seating to create a truly spiritual and
healing space, open to the sky and sheltered from the
wind.

Option 3
Select Option
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Option 3
The city isn't being rebuilt as-it-was—why should the
cathedral? I feel that this design is a great metaphor for
the journey that Christchurch is on. 80% of the city is
being demolished and built anew—it seems fitting that the
cathedral is a reflection of this. I like that you've included
the rose window—linking it back to the past—but I really
wish there was a stronger connection between the old and
the new. 20% of Christchurch remains—we should keep
more than just 5% of the old cathedral. Perhaps a modern
spire rising above a partial deconstruction of the old? Bob
Parker's p

4/04/2013 1:13

15-24

Halswell

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:15

15-24

Mairehau

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:15

45-54

Weedons

Selwyn

This would look and feel unsafe. It does nothing to
encourage us all to move forward, and provides no new
inspiration.

Looks nice enough, but it's a compromise. If you're going
to rebuild, be bold and create something stunning.

The option showed in the graphic is stunning! It's easily
Option 3
more affordable and allows the church to weight it's
financial commitment towards people rather than
buildings. I would imagine it would be accoustically
superior??? This design would create a new attraction for
visitors to see Christchurch in a new way. I've always
been in favour of looking forward rather than dwelling on
what was. This design is inspirational. Well done.

4/04/2013 1:16

35-44

Avonside

Christchurch

After the cities were bombed in England some buildings
were restored, some were rebuilt. Without exception the
restored buildings have become national treasures, while
the 'modern' buildings are dated and drab. We've lost so
much in Christchurch. The Anglican church promoted the
cathedral as the icon of Christchurch. To do anything
other than restore this building would simply be selfaggrandisement.

Of option two and three, this is the lesser of two evils.

This building is out of place in Christchurch. The architect Option 1
seems to have thought too much about the building, and
too little about it's setting and the city. I know cities
evolve, but the point is, they evolve. They don't suddenly
become something they've never been. After the novelty
wears off (and it always wears off quickly) this building will
sit, oddly and self consciously, awkward in it's desperation
to be part of a city it doesn't suit.

4/04/2013 1:19

35-44

Dunedin (from Dunedin (Born
Linwood)
& Bred ChCh)

4/04/2013 1:21

25-34

Sumner

Christchurch

Option 3

4/04/2013 1:22

25-34

Christchurch

Option 2

4/04/2013 1:22

65-74

North New
Brighton
Islington

4/04/2013 1:24

15-24

upper riccarton christchurch

4/04/2013 1:25

35-44

Fendalton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:26

15-24

Addington

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:26

45-54

leeston

christchurch

4/04/2013 1:27

45-54

Greenhithe

Auckland

4/04/2013 1:29

45-54

Lyttelton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:30

45-54

Onekawa

Napier

With all that Christchurch has lost historically, this one
building that represents the history of this beautiful city
should rise like a phoenix from the ashes. When you think
of Christchurch, you think of the Cathedral. Please put it
back.

4/04/2013 1:30

35-44

Central City

Christchurch

While I am sad to see this icon of Christchurch go, I believe This would be an ok option
the cost to make this building safe enough for anyone to
ever go near again is not worth it - when compared with
an option to present a new interpretation of what is
needed from the church in the central city. An unrealistic
option

4/04/2013 1:33

25-34

Titirangi

Auckland

4/04/2013 1:36

25-34

Burwood

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:36

45-54

ex city/linwood Chch / now
Nelson

4/04/2013 1:37

25-34

Waikuku

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:39

35-44

City

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:41

35-44

mt eden

auckland

gorgeous but lack of easy seismic upgrading definite
downside

4/04/2013 1:45

45-54

Wainoni

Christchurch

This is the best option. We need our past. The Cathedral
was our beautiful icon.

Christchurch

While restoring the cathedral gives a nice sense of
continuity to the city, it also feels somehow dishonest. The
old cathedral is gone, lost to the same event that
destroyed most of the city—indeed, the ruined cathedral
is arguably one of the most iconic images of the quake. So,
in a way, rebuilding the cathedral as it was is just sweeping
that part of the history under the rug.

Option 3

Thankfully we have gotten past the charades what were
All I have to say about a restored Cathedral is said above.
the assertions from the Church that the building was
beyond repair & must come down immediately. Aside from
the over inflated time scale & price, this option is without a
doubt the best one. Let all of the other wonderful new
buildings speak to ChCh's future, but lets let this building
speak to our past & humanities wonderful ability to
acknowledge those who have gone before us. Quite
possibly one of the finest buildings in the whole Southern
Hemisphere, a restored Cathedral would be granted World
Heritage Status, along with it'

This would be my first choice, but only if it could be done This would be my second choice.
safely. The Catholic Cathedral was taken apart stone by
stone to rebuild. Why can't we?
costly and the time frame seems extraordinarily long. chch
has changed and living in the past will not provide a
cohesive new city
Given that engineers who have worked on
rebuilds/restores of historic buildings in other earthquake
zones have said it's saveable this is my only choice.

Once again, let the new, wonderful & magnificent buildings Option 1
and architecture speak to Christchurch's future. The
Church already has a magnificent ground breaking and
wonderful nod to the future in the 'temporary' cathedral
under construction. Please let the stunning new
commercial and residential architecture be the face of the
future, and let the restored Cathedral be a testament to
the ingenuity and down right stubborn nature of humanity
to overcome adversity.

This looks more like modern art than a Cathedral. Don't like Option 1
it.
really good idea, if the church wants to be modern what
better way to attract people.

Option 3

Option 1

Option 1
i would love for it to go back to traditional .. i went through
the cathedral before the quake hit it and it very beautiful
inside.. to see it at it glory once again would be wonderful..
Would be wonderful to restore back to original - however, Still too expensive and too long to complete
far too expensive and will take far too long to complete so
those factors negate this option

Option 2

This is the most logical option - it meets all the criteria plus Option 3
is the most cost effective and will be completed in half the
time of the other options - much better to have use of the
new cathedral sooner rather than later.
Marvelous, daring, pacific, inspiring, and it would be good Option 3
to enjoy it before 2020!
Select Option

Obviously, the most cost effective option, and an
opportunity to create an incredible piece of architecture
that could become an international drawcard/pilgrimage...great to include surviving aspects of the
old cathedral. I guess I'd like to know - will there be an
international/national competition for the design? I am
pretty tired of the old boys club of Warren and Mahony
design.

Option 3

I love this option. In my mind it celebrates the rebirth of
Option 3
Christchurch, in a rising from the ashes sort of way. It
references the original structure while providing a beautiful
modern building that also has high levels of seismic
resilience. Christchurch will never be the same following
the earthquake, and I think rebuilding the original cathedral
does a disservice to Christchurch's future as a vibrant,
modern city.
Far to expensive do we are a church community not have This option by far is the better option! It's keeping the look Looks lovely now but will this not date?
better uses for our money and resources. We could rebuild of our old Gothic church but incorporates new features
a number of churches for the cost of restoring one
and is much cheaper than the Restore option.
church.
As this building has huge historical significance to the city
and its people past, and present and should be there for
the future generations as well. Although I understand that
this is primarily a place of worship, it is so much more for
many people. Our City was built by our forefathers around
this building. In my opinion the Church alone has not been
the only ones who have maintained (and will again in the
future) the Cathedral, ratepayers have and so have the
tourists. I am shocked and disgusted at the stance the
church (and others )has taken over restoring such an
important piece of
Looking backwards

Ok

Fresh new look, moving forward and elegant. Great that
elements of the old are retained, like the rose window.

Option 2

Option 1

Option 3

As a long-time lapsed Anglican, I have no real right to hold Option 3
an opinion either way really, it's your property - do as you
will! BUT, as you asked, something contemporary seems
more authentic, more honest. Something looking forward,
or at least to where we are now, seems more hopeful.
Good luck
looks good. mix of old and new. probably the best option
(depending on costing) to keep everyone happy. newer
safer building with a hint of the old to remind us of what
was lost without bankrupting the church in the process.

moving forward. cheaper and more practical modern
design. personally would prefer this option but think that
there would be some ongoing negativity that would be
best avoided.

Option 2

I find ths very ugly.

Option 1
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4/04/2013 1:47

15-24

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

I liked the original design of the Cathedral, and enjoyed
I don't see any point in designing something new that looks
walking through it. I thought however that the interior was "traditional". Will just end up looking like something from
nicer than the exterior (which I felt was a bit plain), so for Disneyland."
this reason this is my lease favourite option.

This is my favourite option by far. If it can be built to a high Option 3
standard with modern materials, I'm all for it. I like the
design in the consultation (even if the one shown isn't
used), and as long as it is architecturally interesting I'd be
very happy to see this in the square. There's a nice sense
of calm when one walks into a church or other spiritual
place, so I hope that the new interior feels as special and
as quiet as the old one did.

4/04/2013 1:48

45-54

Rangiora

Canterbury

YAWN

4/04/2013 1:48

45-54

Aranui

Christchurch

MUNTED - had its day, make way for evolution - MOVE
ON
Let me just start by saying I am not religious at all, so the
Cathedral is not a building I have spent much time in. I
have lived in Christchurch for 20 years, but I was born in
Dunedin, and consider that to be my nostalgic home, so I
also have no happy childhood memories of visits to the
square/church. Truthfully, I have no strong attachment to
what replaces the cathedral, I am not invested, as it were.
But I do think that just because a building is old, doesn't
make it good. Buildings must be functional within their
environment. As I said, I have lived here over 20 years and
had hardly

4/04/2013 1:50

25-34

Sydenham

Christchurch

I like the idea of rebuilding what we had and restoring a
city icon. It wasn't just a building or a place of worship, it
was part of what we call home and represented the heart
of our city. However, I dont think most people (local and
visitor) would accept it as being safe anymore. Cost is an
issue of course but I think the safety perception is probably
the bigger hurdle... there isn't much point having it if
people dont feel comfortable being in it I guess.

I love this idea!! It seems the perfect mix of the old and
the new, representing what we had and what was lost but
bringing it into a safer, modern time. I would say this is the
fairest way to compromise the two extreme views of
rebuilding the old cathedral and completely rebuilding
something new.

I really don't like this. There is nothing wrong with the
Option 2
design but it holds no relevance to the iconic building
we've had at the heart of our city all our lives. Just
because we had an earthquake does that mean we have to
lose all our history as well?? I think it would be comforting
to see something we loved being brought back to life
rather than thrown out like yesterdays newspaper. So
much of Christchurch has already been demolished and
lost to make way for new, safer, modern buildings - isn't
that enough already? If we build a totally new and 'modern'
cathedral our child

Love it - inspires great excitement for the future of our
Option 3
city - an inter-generational icon in the making
Option 3
When I first saw the 3 options, I thought this was the best. Having not liked the look of the initial image, I had pretty
Enough old school to mark it as a tribute to what was, but much written this option off, but as I read the blurb I was
with better safety, lighter materials and less of a price-tag - instantly attracted by the language of inclusion. It identifies
though I don't see money as much of an issue - it's the
the lack of openness that the old building had and
church's money, they can spend as much as they want,
suggests something that really addresses it. Unfortunately
and of course, they can build what they want. But as the the images are rather misleading. Options 2 & 3 look
Bishop points out, the more money you spend on bricks
ghostly in places and don't do justice to the way in which
and mortar, the less you have to spend on the ministry.
they are described. The interior of this church is a
However what this building has in durability, it lacks in
stunning space and outside, the wide entrance-way
imagination and inclusiveness, like its perdecessor.
throws open its arms to welcome you in.

4/04/2013 1:51

15-24

Ilam

Christchurch

waste of money

best value for money, prettiest

ugly and horrible, will be an eyesore

4/04/2013 1:53

55-64

Addington

Christchurch
8024

Restore in stone? Forget it!

Traditional in stone? Forget it!

4/04/2013 1:56

15-24

Sockburn

CHRISTCHURC Time to go, needs a new look, we are re-building our
H
damaged city so why not set it off with a new look.

Is nice having the Traditional Features but the tower does
not work with the rest of the architectural aspects and
ruins the look.

A possibility - but still not as good as Sir Miles Warren's
Option 3
"wooden gothic vision" as shown in The Press. [March 14]
I agree with his sentiments - "To rebuild Christ Church
Cathedral as it was supposed to be
Looks great, is a fresh new look that shows Christchurch is Option 3
a strong city and ready to face anything that is thrown at
us. Still has some traditional elements with a touch of
modern. The city is going to be re-built in quite a modern
light so why not merge the cathedral into that look also?

Option 2

4/04/2013 1:56

25-34

Waltham

Christchurch

Rebuilding the same old thing is a step backward rather
than the way forward. It truly was a magnificent building
but do we really need to adhere to the past so firmly.

I like where they're going with this option, it just needs
work as it's a little plain. Keeping the traditional image but
improving and building upon it is an inspiring metaphor.

4/04/2013 1:58

55-64

Heathcote
Valley

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:04

25-34

Mt Eden

4/04/2013 2:06

25-34

4/04/2013 2:08

This looks terrible and out of character. Unless Destiny's
Church is taking over. Then it's right on the money.

Option 2

I think the Diocese should commence a fundraising project No - I don't think this is a satisfactory option. It is a pale
to restore the original building. I have emailed through my comparison to the beautiful original building.
reasoning for this to the Diocesan website and also to the
Bishop on other occasions. I would be happy to commit
personal funds to the restoration.

In absolute honesty - this is OK, but still is not a patch on
the original cathedral.

Option 1

Auckland

While it would be great to restore the icon, the duration of This is a nice option. It would be nice to see if it was
build and cost of materials is likely to be a greater burden possible to construct the interior from a darker wood as
than the advantages gained by this option.
pictured in option one (restore), which would make the
difference less striking. This is a practical choice and gets a
close second vote from me.

I love the contemporary design. Getting a functional new
Cathedral that is designed in sympathy with the original
plans is nice. Are there still church bells? I hope so! It
would be good to see more original features incorporated
into the design to make it feel less alien to older
community members (e.g. the Rose Window could be
closer to the original design), and I am not a fan of the
coppery interior colours for the same reason. A cream
ceiling with ashy dark brown coloured wooden buttresses
designed in to a modern aesthetic might be a good
compromise.

Option 3

Shirley

Christchurch

The Christ Church Cathedral is such a symbol of Our city
and is a wonderful symbol of Our past. Whether of
Anglican faith or otherwise, Our Cathedral has always, and
will always, be a centrestone of our community and a new
building will never connect us with our past or our preearthquake selves. The input of time and money to restore
it will teach our future generations that we were not 'just a
quick and cheap fix' society and will show our young that
dedication to a long-term project brings far greater
rewards than the more instant and temporary satisfaction
of something done quickly.

While this option is much more pleasing than option 3, if
we are going to invest time and money into making the
Christ Church Cathedral beautiful again, let's do it properly
and restore (option 1). The extra investment of time and
money for option 1 will be well worth it over the thousands
of years ahead of us :-)

This building holds no significance to any of us. I love the Option 1
Christ Church Cathedral's design and function as it is now
and to me this is just another new building in the city (and
we will have so many of them soon). This (option 3)
would just be another new building with no relevance to
most Cantabrians.

35-44

Burwood

Cgristchurch

Although I loved the old Cathedral. With all of the seismic
activity in Canterbury at the moment I think it would be a
huge mistake to "fix it up" as we would forever be
repairing it

I will miss it though. "

4/04/2013 2:10

25-34

Botany Downs Auckland

I do like this design, although I do think that if we are going Option 3
to rebuild it should be as modern looking and as strong as
possible to see us through another 100 plus years of
service.
I'm usually all for keeping historical buildings alive, but this Option 3
design is actually really beautiful and I couldn't say no to it.
That's probably because it keeps the basic classical
elements and skeleton structure underneath the modern
impact value.

4/04/2013 2:12

35-44

Sumner

Christchurch

Unexciting, outdated

Better than the restore, nice but still not really exciting

4/04/2013 2:14

55-64

Lynmore

Rotorua

Surely too costly and could still be damaged if another
Similar thoughts to the above
earthquake hit the area. Plus the length of time for building
completion seems to be too long.

4/04/2013 2:15

55-64

Tinwald

Ashburton

Totally against this option. To us this is going backwards
rather than worshipping God today. The huge financial
cost is significant but not the only consideration.

Amazing! Love the tower and it looks incredible from the Option 3
inside.
Love the look of this modern one - with the use of timber, Option 3
lower cost and completion time. I have only visited
Christchurch and enjoyed viewing the old cathedral.
Perhaps it's time to move forward.
Easily the best option. This enables the best use of modern Option 3
technology & design as well as the efficient use of space
to meet today's needs as well as hopefully providing for
future generations a great meeting place to be with God. It
enables todays christians to have an input to the glory of
God.

4/04/2013 2:18

35-44

Sumner

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:19

15-24

Avonhead

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:24

25-34

4/04/2013 2:24

15-24

Better than Option 1 but still not our preferred option due
to its limitation & restrictions on the best use of space &
modern technology. The length of time & the large
financial cost are important but not our prime reason for
being less than enthusiastic about this option.

Option 1
Perfect. Contemporary twist on a traditional design.
Waste of time money and resources. Christchurch is
Sustainable realistic time frame to be built and a safe
working towards a bigger brighter future with new
architecture and a more contemporary designs. It would be option that will fit in with the chch rebuild designs.
better to have a more function and practical approach to
design. A new earthquake safe building will be better in the
long term for the sustainability of the building. I was in the
square at the time the original cathedral collapsed. After
seeing the dangers and risks the cathedral caused because
of the choice of materials was devistating. A new fresh
look is needed to bring this city back to life.

Terrible and ugly design. I would rather not have a
cathedral at all then see this be built.

Point Chevalier Auckland

If this is possible I think this is the best option - restore
that amazing building to its former glory - give
Christchurch some back that was taken away admist all
that has happened...there has been and will be enough
drastic and modern change in the city landscape...having
this icon restored as much as possible sure is worth it and
what Christchurch deserves.

If Option 1 isn't feasible then this is definilty the next best
option - still tradtional and astheically pleasing!

No - just no! This will age quickly and just looking like some Option 1
mid 90s library.

Mt Cook

Too expensive, high risk cost blow outs as unexpected
problems come to light.

No, looks false and naff. Sorry, the building should be a
reflection of today not the past.

Good, be interesting to see some minor incorperation of
the ruins of the old, as a referance to what used to be.
Kolumba in Koln comes to mind as an example.

Wellington ex
Chch

Option 2

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

4/04/2013 2:27

45-54

Somerfield

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:28

35-44

Sumner

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:31

15-24

Parklands

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:33

35-44

Cracroft (I go Christchurch
to St Aug\\\'s
Cashmere this is
important to
ask - my views
are not based
on architecture
alone, but also
knowledge iof
Anglican
heritage ,
concern for
the budget,
and an
overarching
hope that the
gospel is
priorited in the
future of the
building rather
than the tourist
dollar)

The history of cathedrals around the world is of evolution
over time - Canterbury cathedral being an example of
altered styles with time, St Paul's being an example of a
new heritage build when a cathedral was ruined by fire. To
keep the original design in a restoration sense is in many
ways less heritage based than to accept evolution of
church architecture as a mark of the durability of both the
building and the living faith of the congregations within. So
restoring the building is less consistent with the heritage of
cathedrals worldwide. The cost involved diverts funds that
could be use

I like the idea of a modern take on gothic architecture, but
with a 21st century material and seismic stabilty. 21st
century seismic gothic could be the future of new
buildings in Christchurch, and a contuinuation of a tradition
both in terms of church architecture and city heritage. I do
think an increased relevance to aspects of the interior
towards the cathedral being able to function as a maraechurch for pihopitanga maori is important in consideration.
A couple of old fashioned flying butresses wouldn't go
amiss either! Having some form of cathedral crypt
cafe/soup/cheap food option wo

Interesting - but in some ways the sail connotations of the Option 2
structure fit more with the Sydney opera house, or the
Fremantle ship museum - the feel tends to the maritime,
which doesn't reflect the surrounding context as much.
Despite this it has the potential to be uber-cool and a
space with the ability to alter layout for different events
and functions. Looks more along the line of a coventry
style thinking than a St Paul's style thinking. This may be
the best chance to design a building with the acoustics for
youth events, and including technology into the building
for services and eve

restore to bring back our grand old lady

no

no

Option 1

Looking to the future - has an optimistic ambiance

Option 3

4/04/2013 2:37

45-54

Parklands

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:38

75+

Fendalton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:39

15-24

Burnside

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:43

35-44

woolston

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:46

15-24

Ilam

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:50

35-44

lyttelton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:51

15-24

Linwood

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:51

25-34

Parnell

4/04/2013 3:01

45-54

4/04/2013 3:03

I prefer this option as it is the way our founding Fathers
built it. If the cathedral was bombed in WWII it would have
been fully restored like all the amazing buildings in
Germany.
While many will favour this, it's got beyond viable. Nice
idea, but no, time to move on.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

This is my second favourite as it keeps to a traditional look This one I don't like as it looks like it will be claustrophobic
of a Gothic style Cathedral.
specialy having no big stained windows at the front, that
gold plate thing with Jesus on it makes it look dark and
depressing.
Nice mix of the old look, but if you are going to do new, do Best of the lot - visionary, while still incorporating the
it fully.
basic structure of the old Cathedral. This will take time,
but I believe it will also get a lot of support too.
Remember you will never please everyone!
I think this is the best option, it lets Christchurch keep a
Nope. Nope. Nope. Nope. This is awful and will be an
While it would be nice to restore the Cathedral to it's
original form, I feel that people will not believe it to be safe traditional gothic Cathedral, it's not too far removed from eyesore.
to be in. Then when you add in the cost to restore, it is not the original Cathedral's design and it will be safe. I do think
the best option for Christchurch.
that it would be better if we could retain some of the
materials of the original Cathedral in the design of this one,
but otherwise I think this design is exciting and I would
love to have this in the middle of my town!

Option 1

Option 3

Option 2

Option 1
Traditional yet modern.. :) maybe could use a few pieces of A bit too modern I think..
the old building in a feature/memory wall?

Option 2
Option 2

presenting a photo or a restored church rather then old
not a bad idea, but it looks cheap, like everythig these
would be more appealing, restored stonework will be bright days, quick and cheap
and clean

this could work, if done right, but done demolish the old
church, de-construct it, seeing the old spire base been
wrecked more by excavators was just painfull

Select Option

Auckland

Not worth pusuing

Like the idea so long as it was modern enough

Looks a little tacky... contrived

Option 2

Cashmere

Christchurch

Too expensive and way to long time frame

Interesting option, hopefully more time and cost effective

Interesting option, would stand out and be different.

Option 3

25-34

Hillcrest

Auckland

The traditional is a better grand statement

this is my second choice and can you use the old stones
for this building?

4/04/2013 3:07

45-54

Cashmere

Christchurch
8022

4/04/2013 3:10

25-34

Avonhead

Christchurch

Option 2

4/04/2013 3:15

65-74

St Martins

Christchurch

As much as I liked the old cathedral this option seems to
Option 3
be the most practical in terms of cost and timeframes.
However I would like to see a few different contemporary
designs to choose from. I would also like to see some of
the old building incorporated into the design. Perhaps a
meditation garden (with a fountain or similar water
feature) in a garden walled in part by the old cathedral.
There needs to be some reference to the old cathedral
using the old materials.

4/04/2013 3:16

15-24

Upper
Riccarton

Christchurch

I feel this is a wasted opportunity and a waste of
resources. To continue something because it has always
been that way is not a logical justification - especially at
such cost. To be this speaks of an older time, to an older
generation and to an out fashioned form of religion.

4/04/2013 3:17

65-74

Casebrook

Christchurch

That is now in the past.

4/04/2013 3:18

65-74

Chistchurch

4/04/2013 3:20

15-24

Heathcote
Valley
Carterton

Carterton

4/04/2013 3:22

35-44

Merivale

Christchurch

4/04/2013 3:24

35-44

Christchurch
Central

Christchurch
Central

4/04/2013 3:28

55-64

St Albans

Christchurch

4/04/2013 3:29

15-24

Westmoreland Christchurch

My favourite. We are not going to end up with many
as is seen by the Arts Centre restoration
heritage buildings in the city and this is the most important
building of them all. It can be done

4/04/2013 3:31

35-44

Casebrook

Christchurch

Beautiful! I love the classic elegance of this building and
would truly love to see it restored if it was possible

This is a wonderful design and think it is a good option
financially for Christchurch.

Awful!! Sorry to the designers but this does not reflect
Option 2
Christchurch at all! I know we are rebuilding but we
shouldn't be all modern & 'stylised'. We need to try and
keep what makes us 'The Garden City' with the old English
feel!

4/04/2013 3:32

65-74

Dallying ton

Christchurch

Too long a time frame and too expensive

A poor copy

Move on, make a decision that our grandchildren will
appreciate

Option 1

Option 1
Really like this contemporary look for the community of
Christchurch. It has wow factor without taking away the
fact that it is a place of worship.

This is a great compromise between the two factions. I
especially appreciate the lightness and effervescence the
new rower evokes. It is not as dreary and heavy as I found
the old Cathedral and would tie in better with the hopefully
new energetic town centre.

Really appealed. A good mix of old and new ideas and
construction.
I don't mind if the cathedral is restored but ...
I prefer this option because the building looks so beautiful
both inside and out
It looks nice but it's too expensive. The Church needs to It looks great but it's still too expensive. The Church
focus on building the church as community not on building needs to focus on building the church as community not
the church as pretty buildings. As painful as that might be on building the church as pretty buildings. As painful as
for some people in the short term.
that might be for some people in the short term.

i originally wanted this but have seen the Traditional and
love it!
Too no longer relevant!

Love the traditional but superb to move forward with clean
fresh design well done!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
Too like other churches that had to be rebuilt due to
disasters around the globe. For example, like Coventry
Cathedral whereby the new is arguably a lesser piece than
the old.

Option 3

Only issue with this is the Mother and Christ image over
Option 3
the alter. It feels to heavy for the structure and evokes
symbolism of a more traditional oppressive regime. The
scale and subject are great - I believe it is the material and
solidness that causes the jarring discord.
Does not really appeal.

Option 2

I would not choose this option as I don't like the design at Option 2
all
Option 3
It looks great. It doesn't look like an eyesore like many
"contemporary" cathedrals. Best of all it incorporates the
rose window. Also it can be built quickly which is just what
we need to recover quickly. It's cheaper and in about 15
years it'll be as iconic as its predecessor. 'Cause it looks
great. "
No too modern

Option 2

Absolutely awesone! Our place! What an incredible piece
of design the etched/carved/embossed arch standing at
the alter end is, as you appraoch down the isle - and
completed by the stained glass windows behind. It is as
grand, majestic and inspired as any of the historic
Cathedrals - not too Goudy and not too retro modern. I
think it might even resonate with the ecotheocratic
formulae of the future - and it might even arrive each day
on one of those great big organic, yet silent, sighs as the
light falls from the spine above!

Option 3

A new cathedral for a new city. Something to inspire and Option 3
make us proud.
Option 1
part of which is about to reopen soon. Restoring the
cathedral wholly or mostly will send out a message of hope
to the people of the city that the quakes have not won. I
think that this plan is a way of respecting the past and
providing hope for the future. "I can do all things through
Christ who strengthens me"

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:
Auckland (Ex
Chch)

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

4/04/2013 3:33

35-44

Alfriston

4/04/2013 3:34

65-74

South Brighton Christchurch

4/04/2013 3:35

35-44

North Beach

Christchurch

4/04/2013 3:36

45-54

Northcote

Christchurch

I wish to the Cathedral to be fully restored. It is our city's
brand logo and our connection with our past and the hardy
people who settled this land. We have lost so much of our
heritage that we must preserve at all costs the small
amount that we have left, and of that the Cathedral is the
most important building. I dispute your costings for this
option and believe it would be more likely the lower end of
your quoted costings. I am disappointed that this process
is even necessary and all through the quakes I never
believed the Church would even consider anything other
than full restora

4/04/2013 3:37

25-34

Riccarton

Christchurch

There are plenty of Gothic style buildings in the world,
why add another?

4/04/2013 3:38

65-74

Ilam

Christchurch

4/04/2013 3:38

25-34

Hornby

Christchurch

4/04/2013 3:39

35-44

Spreydon

Chch

4/04/2013 3:40

55-64

Eastbourne

Lower Hutt

4/04/2013 3:40

55-64

Tawa

Wellington

4/04/2013 3:41

25-34

Maraekakeho

Hastings,
Hawkes bay

4/04/2013 3:41

55-64

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

This will just turn into a function centre like all the rest.

I love cathedrals. I've been in some big ones around the
world. I love the feeling they bring. I love the fact that old
buildings connect us with history and the great people who
left their mark in history. My last experience of the Chch
Cathedral disappointed me greatly but only because it had
turned into a Disneyland attraction where you had to leave
via the gift shop. It ruined a spiritual experience in a blatant
attempt at commercialism in the church. In saying all
these things NZ doesn't have a long history with ancient
kings buried beneath its floors.So the history isnt th
Time to move forward. Cost is obscene. A Church spend
of this size seems to contradict the christian philosophy .
Money better spent on making things better for peoplethey are more important than any building. A small simple
church would suffice.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

Good as a tourist feature but still too much for a modern
day place of worship. Simple and safe are the priorities.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Select Option

Building for the future and most practical of the three. Still Option 3
too elaborate for church members but a good modern
central feature for the city. The Church should sell to the
city and use the funds to build a church that better
reflects the doctrines they proclaim.
Wonderful opportunity to set Christchurch apart and to
lead into the future with a stunning new design. New
beginnings.

Option 3

Option 1

This design carries little imagination, It looks like an old
building have been plastered over with a different coat.

The suggestion of form still ties back to the original
building(s) but what makes this design successful is the
modern interpretation.
Too expensive and length of time for completion
This would be a missed opportunity to build a user friendly An opportunity to build a modern building yo meet the
complex. The "bus" concept where people sit in rows
needs flexible needs of the church and the community
facing the front. "
which also use the faciliity. For concerts, theatre, flower
shows, fashion art and civic events.
Just want to see something that will help us remember our is a good second option.
Dislike IMMENSELY!
old city
it would be nice to have something a little different and
This is similar to the original but can see slightly different
First impressions were so so, it kind of reminds me of a
not exactly the same.
features. Chch is know for its old buildings which is what standing row boat. I think the design is a bit our there and
makes Chch Chch. Do we want to make Chch are modern does it really go with what the vision of Chch's rebuild will
city...not so sure on that one.
look like??? not so sure.
I think this is exciting - it is time for the church to make a
new sort of architectural statement in the 21st century. I
always loved the old cathedral, but events of the last two
years call for a new direction now. And it is also a more
realistic price!

Option 3

Option 3

Option 1
Option 2

Option 3

Option 3
Nice to have the tradition but even better to have
Love this, feels like a true church but with a modern light
something to rise from this beautiful old building which still feel. Somewhere I would love to sit and ponder whatever
encompasses it but in a more modern way.
needs to be pondered

Too space age and horrible, looks like it is from the
Jetsens!!

Option 2

i vote for this option it is amazing and the cheapest,and
will be in keeping with the cityies rebuild
Are you fucking kidding?

Option 3

4/04/2013 3:43

35-44

CHRISTCHUR CHRISTCHURC
CH
H
avondale
christchurch
Of course this is the only option.

4/04/2013 3:43

25-34

Riccarton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 3:47

75+

Rangiora

North
Canterbury

4/04/2013 3:49

15-24

58 Royal
Terrace City
Rise Dunedin,
formally 86
Purri st
Riccarton
Christchurch

Dunedin

4/04/2013 3:50

55-64

Redwood

Christchurch

4/04/2013 3:54

55-64

Spreydon

Christchurch

4/04/2013 3:55

65-74

Mount Somers Ashburton

4/04/2013 3:55

35-44

Bishopdale

Christchurch

As a Chch resident who is not religious I would object to
To expensive, and not really appropriate to the NEW chch
any of my rate payers money being used on a religious
we hear so much about
icon. To much of the building has already been destroyed,
not just buy the quakes. Leaving it up is slowing the ability
of us to regain access to the centre of the city, finish
knocking it down and be done with it

While I personally don't particularly like this design, I am not Option 3
an Anglican, so I am happy to let the Anglicans build
whatever they like, just don't use tax or rate payers
money!

4/04/2013 3:55

45-54

Russley

Christchurch

4/04/2013 3:56

15-24

Waiuku

Auckland

4/04/2013 3:59

15-24

Riccarton/Fen Christchurch
dalton

This is the option I would love to see happen. Understand No. Looks a mish mash
that there is a significant cost but I believe fund raising
should bring some resources in.
I think restoring the cathedral will keep its heritage but also Really don't like
keep it on the past.
I think the Cathedral, in it's original form, is important to
Failing option one, option two gets my vote.
the identity of Christchurch City as well as being an
important tourist attraction. How many haven't seen a
postcard of the tram in front of the Cathedral? Therefore,
while it is expensive, I believe that rebuilding the cathedral
to mimic its pre 22-02-11 appearance is the right course of
action. Perhaps the rebuild of the cathedral itself, as well
as the modifications to the building required for seismic
strenth could be highlighted and used as a method of
attracting patrons through the building?

No. Looks cheap, and would imagine once it is built will
Option 1
look even worse. Renders always look lovely. At least with
a restoration we know what we are going to get.
The way to go to progress past the terrible events and
Option 3
look to the future.
What's the point? There are better uses of the space.
Option 1

4/04/2013 4:03

35-44

Church Bay

Lyttelton

Oh what, built it cheap? Yeah that will inspire people

Possibly. However, are neo-gothic buildings all that unique This seems the weakest option, as it is a new building, but
on earth? Does this style reflect New Zealand as it is now? simply tries to imitate the original.
It certainly reflects our colonial past, and there is nothing
wrong with that, but I'm not sure the building is as relevant
today as it was.

Option 1

This seems the best option - a new central building for a
Option 3
new city. It may have knock on effects in that more of the
central city might try to imitate the style to stay in keeping
with it
Why wasn't there a National Competition to design a
Select Option
contemporary one? Who is the architect who designed the
only contemporary option we have been presented with?
What happened to Miles Warren's wooden Gothic design
which looked stunning?

Wouldn't please many people but may give you the option
would be fantastic but the funds don't allow it and you
would then just have simmilar spacial issues such as a lack to something based on the original desgin or something
of Coffee space after worship that you had pre quake. I
very simmilar to it whilst dealing with pre quake issues
coffee spaces and offices.

I've grown to love option three for its link to the old such Option 3
as the new rose window but looking forward to the new I
particularly like the new spire it seems with all these new
buildings going up around the city it would fit in stylistically
as well as standing out I think a having a gothic cathedral
wouldn't quite fit the new the city as it is being built and it
would look like an odd remnant
Fantastic - very modern looking.

Option 3
Option 3
Option 3

We can't compete with the cathedrals of Europe and this
was always a poor imitation in my opinion!

Looks too much like old one

Option 3
Love it, exciting, bold and beautiful -I asked my son (7)
and two family friends (7 and 9) and they all independently
picked this option too without hesitation. I didn't ever feel
alot of pride in the old cathedral, esp after travelling round
Europe but this is one I would be proud of as a Cantabrian.

4/04/2013 4:04

15-24

Avonhead

Christchurch

To long and to much money.

Want something with a new look.

Very modern and I love it.

Option 3

4/04/2013 4:06

55-64

Merivale

CHCH

Understandable desire but the two other designs are for
an even finer building, with modern elements as well as
fine ones from the old orignal.

Evolution rather than revolution. Well done!! Magnificent
design. It is a much improved version of the old one,
cleverly using some of the original design in wood. The
more wood the better.

Also lovely use of wood inside, but not enough stone, bit
much glass. More revolution than evolution but a close
second option for me. If really cheaper perhaps rebuild St
Mary's of Merivale too in a Traditional like design!

Option 2

no

4/04/2013 4:06

35-44

Church Bay

Lyttelton

no

4/04/2013 4:08

35-44

Kumeu

Auckland

I believe the church should be restored as originally as
possible regardless of time or cost. It is a significant
landmark and piece of NZ history. Think about its history
and the wonderful memories for people and people gone
before us for which it meant do much.

Yes - looking forward.

Option 3

This looks appalling. Is it the star ship enterprise or a
traditional church and place of worship. What a joke.

Option 1

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

4/04/2013 4:08

25-34

Waimairi Beach Christchurch

I do love this option, but I think many Cantabrians would
I love this idea, too, and it is my favourite. I love the details
feel nervous going back into a stone cathedral. However, I of the inside, and there is just so much that can be done
with timber these days. Personally I am a fan of the
would be very happy if this option was chosen.
traditional style of church, and I think people would feel
safer with a timber, rather than stone, cathedral. I also
think timber is a very apt symbol of New Zealand, and also
a symbol of new growth. It is also sustainable as well as
being traditional. I really hope this option is chosen. This
will obviously be a new building, and appropriate for the
future, but with a strong salute to the favoured traditional
church de

This is my least favourite option. I can see why the church Option 2
might like this option - as a way to bring the church
forward, but Christchurch Cathedral means far more to
the city than just a place to talk to God. I think any
contemporary option would date significantly, and the
Anglican Church will already have the cardboard cathedral,
which I understand will remain as a parish church after the
new Cathedral is built. Experiment on the rebuild of other
churches, but not the Cathedral.

4/04/2013 4:12

45-54

Wigram

Christchurch

While originally this was my preferred option, I have
changed over time. I now feel that a new building
incorporating significant parts/materials of and references
to the original is preferable.

This is my preferred option. I believe Christchurch has lost
so much of its traditional architecture that we must take
care to include significant reference to the past in
important rebuilds. This honours the past, but also moves
forward. It is built from the past but looking to the future.
It is human and inviting in scale, light and uplifting. It is not
the old, but feels familiar even though it is new.
Commercial Christchurch will have very little that is
familiar, which hurts many people. I feel it is important that
this building takes care of people's emotions while also
moving forward

If what we were doing is building a brand new cathedral
Option 2
where none had been before, I might prefer this option.
But we are not. We are rebuilding where something that
was much loved, was an icon of the city, was severely
damaged. The damage was not just physical, it was also to
people's sense of place and belonging. We need to cater
to that damaged sense of place and belonging. We are not
starting from scratch, we are starting from a much-loved
history. Go forward, but don't ignore the past.

4/04/2013 4:13

55-64

Spreydon

Christchurch

Both the design and materials used in the original cathedral
well reflected the era in which it was built and the beauty
of the surrounding city and as such cannot be improved
upon. It was an attraction for so many years and is
probably irreplaceable. However, the sheer cost of
recreating that and the possibility that it could still be
seismically at risk means that realistically it is probably
impractical to attempt to recreate it.

although of course practical and a more cost-effective
The proposed "traditional" recreation does keep the style
of the original and reflects the age/founding of the city - it option
is reasonably appealing aesthetically but the need to use
modern materials

4/04/2013 4:14

65-74

Burnside

Christchurch

Only option in my mind. Do not believe the stuff about the Cheap and nasty looking, was it deliberate to make the
time and cost.
cladding so cold looking to turn people off.

4/04/2013 4:16

55-64

Sydney

From CHCH

4/04/2013 4:16

65-74

Woolston

Christchurch

Looked warmer in the picture - hmm looked like a
Select Option
marketing ploy. Lots of stuff re using modern techniques
etc. In 70 years will look like a dump.
Tower Bridge, Eifel Tower, Statue of Liberty, Sydney
Option 3
Opera House, the Pyramids at Giza and Option 3 for the
Christchurch Cathedral risen from the crumpled remains of
the past.
Option 3

4/04/2013 4:17

45-54

Avonhead

Christchurch

People who believe this proposal is viable shouldn't be
allowed to vote.

4/04/2013 4:18

45-54

Linwood

Christchurch

The spire's nice, the rest of the proposed cathedral not so Option 2
much.
Option 2

4/04/2013 4:20

25-34

Burnside

Christchurch

A faithful restoration is vital for retaining the heart and
history of a city that has already lost too much.

4/04/2013 4:22

15-24

Waltham

Christchurch

I prefer this option. Restoring it seems best.

4/04/2013 4:22

45-54

Waitakere

4/04/2013 4:23

55-64

Te atatu
peninsula
Russley

4/04/2013 4:23

25-34

Sockburn

Christchurch

The original cathedral, although beautiful, is nothing
special; cathedrals such as this, and indeed many times
larger and more detailed than this, are on display worldwide. It seems a great deal of money to regain a landmark
that is not note-worthy on an international scale.

4/04/2013 4:26

35-44

Belfast

Christchurch

The cathedral is one of the most, if not the most iconic
building in NZ. It should be the number 1 heritage building
in New Zealand. Not restoring it is just a crime. As far I
am concerned the 2 options should be either: restore the
building. or give it to someone else who cares about it to
restore. Building anything else on the same site shouldn't
be an option.

4/04/2013 4:27

65-74

Motukarara

Christchurch

PLEASE restore the beautiful centre of our city. There
has never been anything as iconic as this Cathedral and it
cannot be replaced by anything significant. We are
extremely surprised and dissappointed that demolition was
ever started on it. Please listen to the people.

4/04/2013 4:27

15-24

Burnside

Christchurch

Christchurch needs to keep its remaining historic buildings
and something like this needs to be treasured for
generations

4/04/2013 4:28

45-54

Burnside

CHRISTCHURC option 1... why bother? frankly, it was never a good design I struggle to see why anyone would go for this option, it's
H
in the first place and certainly doesn't meet the needs of neither new nor old.
21stC church.

4/04/2013 4:33

35-44

Sumner

Christchurch

I am a foreigner so I have no great sentimental attachment
to the old cathedral, but I appreciate many people do.
Personally, I think it is a miracle that no-one died there and
I firmly believe that a new cathedral has to be safe above
all. It is much harder and more expensive to make a stone
building earthquake safe than a wooden one.

4/04/2013 4:39

35-44

Titirangi

Auckland

The cathedral is an iconic part of Christchurch. Restoring it
will act as a beacon. It is too important to lose.

4/04/2013 4:39

65-74

Heathcote
Valley

Christchurch

Restore would have been my 1st option, but because of
Although this would look in some ways like the original
the damage and the cost of bring this Cathedral back to Cathedral, it never will be.
the original state, I feel that it just may be far too costly. I
believe that a distant relative of mine (my Grandmother's
cousin) did many of the carvings that were to be found in
the building. What they were I do not know. His Name was
Eden Smith.

Option 3
Because of the cost of restoring the original, this design
would look like we are in the modern world and the spire
would stand out which is what is needed. I have felt for
many years that the large office buildings around the
Square have put the cathedral into insignificance, we need
something to really stand out once again like the Cathedral
used to do many years ago.

4/04/2013 4:39

35-44

Bishopdale

Christchurch

Too costly, too dangerous for workers

Like anything new, some will like it, some will not.

4/04/2013 4:43

25-34

CASHMERE

CHRISTCHURC I do not support this option unless the property owners
H
have full funding to pay and the structure is up to full code
on completion.

4/04/2013 4:44

25-34

New Brighton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 4:46

35-44

Sydenham

Christhchurch

Too expensive, too old looking

4/04/2013 4:48

55-64

Lyttelton

Christchurch

How much longer are we going to hear about the
Cathedral, Its broken $$$$are spent on a cardboard one,
why is so many dollars spent on temp

Dull and boring.
I like the similarities to the old Cathedral, but the slight
differences are the new start.

Don't like it.

Christchurch

Option 3

Not a very nice design- we will already have enough cold Option 1
and sterile new buildings. We don't need our focal point to
be yet another new building.
It seems rather unflattering and is slightly too modern, it
Option 1
doesn't look much like a cathedral.
Awesome
Option 3
This is a fabulous design - it combines traditional features Option 3
expected in cathedral architecture with modern concepts
for worship and community interaction. The interior is
breathtaking. If this stunning design is chosen it will be a
building that attracts and delights local people and visitors
alike. Well done.

The timber design looks cheap. The level of detail and
carpentry shown in the wood-work is amazing, however
the overall design looks inexpensive and clumsy.

I love the way this design incorporates timeless beauty of
the cathedral e.g. rose window, gothic architecture etc.
while introducing modern elements e.g. open minimal
design, sleek exterior.

Option 3

I'd rather see a blank space then this monstrosity.

Option 1

Select Option

Option 3
My second favorite, it looks really cool but it will be
another modern building in a city that will seriously lack any
history. I also have a fear that while it looks cool and
exciting now it will look ugly in 10 years time because that
is what is happening with many new buildings

Nice, but a bit bland. It looks a little Italianate, just like the
old one looks like so many English churches. It would be
better to see a cathedral with its own Southern
Hemisphere identity.

like the bold design, I think it'll grow on people. It's a pity Option 3
that it has stuck to the usual cruciform shape as it limits
seating capacity, and I don't like the iconesque background
on the south wall.
This is beautiful. I love old churches and am not usually
Option 3
swayed by modern ones, but this is a wonderful, joyous
design. I love that it is made of wood, echoing the lovely
old wooden NZ churches. It looks safer as well as more
exciting than the others. I am voting for this option, but I
believe that the choice should rest with those who
worshipped and celebrated in the cathedral - they should
be happy with whatever choice is made.
Option 1

Very good compromise and sticks to the original
architect's vision from what I understand
Awful.

Select Option

A modern and outstanding design (such as the design of
Option 3
option 3) that enhances the environment of Christchurch
city would be worthy of public funding. This building is the
centerpiece of Christchurch so must be an icon for the
city and the design enduring.

Love that this includes elements of the original cathedral, Option 3
but is a new design to reflect the rebuilding of our city celebrating what was lost but also looking forward to our
future
Good balance of price, look and engagement with previous Option 3
More suitiable than option 1 but still looking backwards
scope of building.
Yes I was born and raised with the Christchurch Cathedral, Through History you can see what religion has done eg
Select Option
sadly it is damaged like many homes where people are
wars,child abuse,
suffering. People before an Icon

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

4/04/2013 4:50

15-24

Kelburn

Wellington

Takes too long and costs an excessive amount. Would be This design is good but once again the time and money is
going backwards. Things could change in the time it takes too much.
to build it such as the church's financial position or the
cost estimates of the build or even another series of
earthquakes (god forbid!). The church is better to put
money towards more pressing issues than making a pretty
building while thousands of quake victims suffer! Also, if
there is another quake, having a brick building only
increases the risk both of causing injury and losing out on
your investment - even if strengthening work is done.

A better option for efficiency - doesnt take too long and is Option 3
better cost-wise. If a design could be created that costs
even less that would be better! As anglicans it should be
our duty to carry out god's will and I dont see that done by
spending excessive amounts on a building. It shouldnt
matter about what the place you worship in looks like just
that the people have a place to come together. While
Cantabrians may want to reminisce about what the city
looked like before the quakes nothing can bring that era
back; a new cathedral can help people to move on and the
quicker it is there the b

4/04/2013 4:51

55-64

Kaiapoi

Kaiapoi

I do not want us as diocese to "look back" - this option is
not viable re cost and concept"

I do not like this concept - it is not moving us forward

I like this - modern, hopefully easy to heat! Purpose built
Option 3
that takes into the next 200 years. THE only one to go for!

4/04/2013 4:53

25-34

Hei Hei

Hei Hei

No thanks, I'd be to scared it would fall down ... again!

I like this. It blends the old with the new but as this is a
church does it fit with what you need to function as a
church?

This is pretty cool and a little out there. I would be happy
with this too.

Select Option

4/04/2013 4:54

15-24

CBD

Auckland

By far the best option

Option 3

4/04/2013 4:55

45-54

Ilam

Christchurch

4/04/2013 4:56

35-44

West Harbour

Auckland

4/04/2013 4:57

55-64

TaiTapu

Christchurch

Dark, dreary, drab, boring even as it was filled with the
Light, dreary, derivative, boring, a caricature.
heartfelt call of so many who had inhabited it over so many
years. This feeling cannot be re-created through mere
rebuilding. Rather, it takes intention and habitation
oriented toward God.

Fabulous, beautiful, a vision of the future and a no brainer Option 3
for the building as a whole. Much less fond of the spire,
however. Aspire to God, sure. A phallus projected skyward,
no. I know its traditional to have a spire but I don't see why
a spire is even necessary. But if you have to have one I
prefer it being more harmoniously incorporated into the
fabric of the main building as a whole. As design option 3
stands the spire as proposed doesn't match the openly
curved elegance of the building proper in my aesthetic
opinion. As a church your first priority is to serve the
needs of you
Option 3

Boring

Beautiful, uplifting, inspirational - yes, yes, yes. Not quite
so keen on the icon style backdrop to the altar but a
fantastic building which speaks to the people of today
afresh - it is missional in the now!
Beautiful and inexpensive!

Option 3

4/04/2013 5:00

25-34

Ilam

Christchurch

Costly

4/04/2013 5:01

25-34

Phillipstown

Christchurch

The monetary cost is far too high. The expected length of The designs look fantastic but seem to me to be an "echo" My favourite design. I would be excited to see this come
of the previous design rather than anything new and
to fruition.
time required to complete the building is too long to
meaningful. The expected length of time required to
deprive the Christchurch community of this central icon.
complete the building is insanely long - up to 22 years
seems completely unreasonable. "

Option 3

4/04/2013 5:03

65-74

Somerfield

Christchurch

I think it will be too work intensive, take too long and be
too expensive to completely restore the Cathedral to as it
was and I don't think its necessary because will not be the
origional. It was beautiful and iconic etc. etc. but life
moves on

This not my preference but as a modern building I think it
is interesting and acceptable and I would not be too
disappointed if this was the preferred option, would
probably be my second choice.

Option 2

4/04/2013 5:06

15-24

Hillcrest

Hamilton

I think New Zealand is really lacking in traditional
I prefer this idea, if professionals are confident it'll stand
architecture, and the cathedral was such a big part of
strong during construction.
Christchurch. It drew in new tourists, and would bring in
even more tourists if restored. However, I'm worried there
might be another earthquake in the next 22 years, big
enough to knock any progress down. I think 22 years is too
long.

After the earthquakes, this seems like the safest bet to
me. Faster, stronger, cheaper.

Option 3

4/04/2013 5:09

45-54

Avonhead

Christchruch

4/04/2013 5:11

55-64

Kensington

Whangarei

4/04/2013 5:13

65-74

Kelston

Auckland

4/04/2013 5:13

35-44

Halswell

Christchurch

This is my preferred option. The timeless design of the
original building should remain. It connects us to our past
and future.

If not option 1, I would go for this one because it is a
timeless design. It won't date.

4/04/2013 5:13

15-24

.

dunedin

too similar to the old one

quite cool

4/04/2013 5:15

35-44

Hornby

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:15

45-54

Paeroa

Waikato

4/04/2013 5:15

15-24

sydemham

christchurch

4/04/2013 5:16

55-64

Beachlands

Auckland

4/04/2013 5:16

35-44

new brighton

christchurch

4/04/2013 5:16

65-74

Ilam

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:17

65-74

Waiheke Island Auckland

4/04/2013 5:19

65-74

Bad idea

4/04/2013 5:20

45-54

Arthur\\\'s
Queenstown
point
Cashmere Hills Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:20

15-24

Redwood

Christurch

would be my second prefered option.

NO WAY.

Option 2

4/04/2013 5:21

15-24

Halswell

christchurch

Option 3

4/04/2013 5:23

45-54

Redwood

Christchurch

i would perfer this option but its too expencive.

Looks amazing, Shows the world that we are a Modern
even futuristic city, it has amazing architectural that
inspires.
Hell No Its Ugly.

4/04/2013 5:23

25-34

Waiheke

Auckland

4/04/2013 5:24

55-64

Ponsonby

Auckland

4/04/2013 5:26

25-34

New Brighton

Christchurch

My preference because it is using lighter modern materials
it can be made stronger but still resembles the old
cathedral which I like. Definitely my favoured choice, I like
that it has similarities to the original but is different

Option 3

Option 3
We want what we had. There always seems to be enough
money for what 'the powers that be' want; money would
become available for a rebuild - in fact it might even be
cheaper than replacing!

Option 1

I think option 3 is very appropriate for the new city being Option 3
built. New city new look.
Avoid this option. It is is contemporary, which means it will Option 1
date. We don't want one of those buildings that people will
be complaining about in 20 years time when it is out of
date.
too futureistic
Option 2
Option 2

This is the one I like because it holds traditional with a twist
it is bright and airy

Option 2
because we are moving in to the future. the new cathedral Option 3
should be build with this style because its new and
different and will represent the new and different city.
Nice...but nothing new here.

The Catherdral needs to be restored it is the heart of our
city and is our spiritial centre. If we demolish this the
french may as well pull down the eiffel tower The egyptian
the pyramids and the italians the leanng tower of piza .
This is our history, this is our story .....we were a English
christain city built on the last island in the world ...this is
important to Christchurch.If we loss this we loss our
indendity, we become another boring city in the world.

Also nice...but less nice because its the same as the old
one but some new materials. My least favourite.

This is so lovely and elegant....a nod to the past, and clear
signal to the future for this city. Love it the most!
I prefere this option as a city moving forward :)

This is great , we (Christchurch) have to move into the
21st century , I was all for restoring the old cathedral but
seeing this option I have change my mind
The cross on the spire of the cathedral contemporary
architectural drawing signifies Christ's calling to those who
believe in him.
Very bad idea
For god sake Christchurch stop living in the past and grow
up
the cost of mainatance will be to great and is a poor cousin This wll be dated in 20 years and will need rebuilding
to the orginal

Best one - It will link the history of the buildings left and
also the new buildings that will be put up and its the most
eye catching.
Although it is nice and looks cool in the night, It simply time really just the same as the number 1
to move on and build and entirely new look.

Option 3
Option 3
Option 3

Option 3

Option 3
Select Option

This it a good blend of both modern materials and vintage
Option 2
design.
Option 2
Second choice, nice but it needs to evolve, not just remain Very cool, traditional and recognisable, love the bell tower! Too different
the same
I prefer this design, because a cathedral for today's society Option 3
is better than trying to re-create the past. I am reminded
of the cathedral in Coventry, England, where the new
building has created a marvellous worship place alongside
the wreckage of the old building damaged in WW2. If
something similar could be achieved in Chch it would serve
as a permanent memorial of lives and cityscape
permanently altered by earthquakes.
I can see why you would want to restore the Cathedral but
I think this is a time to reinvent, rebuild and rejuvenate
Christchurch. To restore is going back to what we had, its
the perfect opportunity to make Christchurch better.

The traditional design is great but it still looks so similar to
what we had. If the brick work was different and it had
some unique to it I would like this more. Don't make it look
like its an exact replacement of what we had. Have
something slightly different to make it apart and be that
place that you could say this is where Christchurch rebuilt
itself from the ground up.

This is a fantastic design. I love that the shape still reminds Option 3
you of the Cathedral but is up with building designs today
and will fit with the reinvention of Christchurch. Its
inspirational and shows the church is thinking along with
what the city needs. I love it and think this is great and
perfect for Christchurch

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE
4/04/2013 5:27

AGE
45-54

SUBURB:
Fendalton

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

Christchurch

Awful

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Love it! Lets move on and get a city. This will be historic in Option 3
100 years! I am going to leave Christchurch because the
rebuild is taking too long.
Love it, it we must replace this is a beautiful option.
Option 3

4/04/2013 5:27

35-44

Woodend

Canterbury

Sad to see it go but.......

4/04/2013 5:28

25-34

Tirohanga

Lower Hutt

Too expensive and doesn't show how the city has changed My second option, but still quite pricey.
since the earthquakes.

4/04/2013 5:29

25-34

Addington

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:29

25-34

Bishopdale

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:29

45-54

Rangiora

Canterbury

4/04/2013 5:29

35-44

Shirley

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:29

55-64

Merivale

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:29

25-34

Northcote

Auckland

4/04/2013 5:30

35-44

Riccarton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:31

35-44

Hoon Hay

4/04/2013 5:31

55-64

Takaro

CHRISTCHURC Been there done that!!!
H
Palmerston
North

4/04/2013 5:31

45-54

Cashmere

CHRISTCHURC
H

4/04/2013 5:32

25-34

Rolleston,
previously
Bexley

Christchurch

Obscenely expensive and slow. Imagine the wrongs you
could right and the poverty that could be overcome with
$221 Million dollars.

Also expensive and slow. Option 3 is the obvious common Brilliant. This option is the obvious solution. Much cheaper Option 3
sense choice.
and faster. Also, its a fabulous modern design focusing on
the future of Chch rather than dwelling on the past.

4/04/2013 5:33

35-44

kaiapoi

chch

although sad, i think it is time to move on. it could be
constructed in concrete with brick slips stuck over. thats
the only way anyone would ever feel safe in there. its too
far gone and also too expensive and option. people in
chch are seeing too much concrete, already in the rebuild
yet we are surrounded by timber

its nice and i like the idea of using a timber a natural
resource. but to me its not radical enough. we need a
wow factor and it hasnt got it.

i love it. Thanks god someone has got big enough balls to Option 3
bring some change.Think its time for chch to wake up and
bold and this is bold. we need to move on and show the
world what we can do and how far we can bounce back.
otherwise the city will just end up being the same,
recangular glass boxes made of concrete. this looks
modern. is cheap, which is always a plus, and has the wow
factor. people would be proud to go in and will be nice for
visitors to see how creative we can be. I think the use of
natural products, clever design and nice architecture are all
winners in a modern city. we don

4/04/2013 5:33

55-64

Te Atatu
Peninsula

Auckland

I do not favour any of the options (but this option is not
offered here). I prefer the creation of a memorial prayer
garden created out of the ruin of the cathedral on the
cathedral site where all can find peace and a place for
prayerful meditation. My personal view is that as a result of
the earthquakes Christchurch has the right number of
Anglican church buildings. Physical buildings do not make
a church. My preference is for the above, plus the
adoption of the pro-cathedral the beautiful and historic St
Michael's as the central city home of the Anglican Church
in Christchurch.

do not favour any of the options (but this option is not
offered here). I prefer the creation of a memorial prayer
garden created out of the ruin of the cathedral on the
cathedral site where all can find peace and a place for
prayerful meditation. My personal view is that as a result of
the earthquakes Christchurch has the right number of
Anglican churches. Physical buildings do not make a
church. My preference is for the above, plus the adoption
of the pro-cathedral the beautiful and historic St Michael's
as the central city home of the Anglican Church in
Christchurch.

do not favour any of the options (but this option is not
Select Option
offered here). I prefer the creation of a memorial prayer
garden created out of the ruin of the cathedral on the
cathedral site where all can find peace and a place for
prayerful meditation. My personal view is that as a result of
the earthquakes Christchurch has the right number of
Anglican churches. Physical buildings do not make a
church. My preference is for the above, plus the adoption
of the pro-cathedral the beautiful and historic St Michael's
as the central city home of the Anglican Church in
Christchurch.

4/04/2013 5:33

25-34

Merivale

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:34

45-54

Fendalton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:34

25-34

Epsom

Auckland

4/04/2013 5:34

25-34

Sydenham

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:34

15-24

Avonside

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:35

15-24

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:36

25-34

Upper
Riccarton
Parnell

4/04/2013 5:36

75+

Raumati South Kapiti Coast

4/04/2013 5:37

15-24

4/04/2013 5:37

55-64

North New
Brighton
Nelson City

Fresh with a modern twist, while still keeping the Rose
window. LOVE it!

Option 3
Option 1
Option 1

Buildings such as these are our past, but don't need to be
our future.

Reproductions always look like a compromise, although it
looks great, I can't imagine it can be pulled off.

Not worth the time and money. Even through I am
historian.

Good idea but doesn't look very good.

We need to move on and this seems to keep the old
design but in a newer way.

The role of our Church is to be shepherds in the
Option 3
community. Put the money into supporting the people, not
building monuments to the past.
I believe strongly that the new cathedral should reflect us, Option 3
now, as we are. That's what they did 150 years ago and
that's what a design savvy city would do.
Option 3
Love it. This is my vote. A new building for a fresh start
and a brighter future. This is something that can inspire
people.
Great - fits with the idea of building a new city (rather
than sticking to an old one)!
Too contemporary for my liking.

Option 3

Option 3
Option 2

I feel that a design which is welcoming and looks as if it
Option 3
was designed in the 21st Century and which draws people
in is good for Christchurch.
Option 3
I vote for OPTION 3-MODERNISM. The Contemporary
design is the best option here. Sure.. we're all going to
miss the old Cathedral with it's iconic neo-Gothic design,
but we all need to look toward into the future. It's not
what we want, it's going to be there for our children and
grandchildren to enjoy more than us. In another 200
years.... the NEW MODERN VERSION will be Ancient, and
definitely will still be standing proud. We can still use many
of the original materials and fixtures like artworks,
furniture, roof slates, floor/wall stones and windows to
decorate the new Cathedr

Option 3
Option 1
I would not want to spend time in a gothic stone building in I would prefer this option second.
an earthquake prone area.

This option provides the best options for creating a space Option 3
that is relevant for contemporary worship and best suit the
needs of those who use it.
Option 3
Been there, done that. It's time for a change and to look to I like this, and I like the price. However, I still believe a more I like it. At a time when we're all trying to look to the
radical change would best benefit the Church and the
future, I feel that this is a building which inspires hope. It is
the future. At a time when the Church is in need of an
modern and will garner the attention of young people. A lot
injection of young people, this design will not help bring in Christchurch community.
of 'older' people have a large say in Church dealings, and I
the youth.
believe that they can tend to be stuck in their ways and
have a fear of change. I hope that they think about who
will be inheriting the building after them. The price is also
the most affordable of the three choices. Even though
option 3 is my choice, I believe that there is next to no
chance of it being selected. Here's hoping though!
Too time consuming and expensive. We must look to the
future.
lame

The perfect compromise! Although I would like to see
slightly more ornate ceilings.
lame

Not reminiscent enough of our iconic building.

Option 2

awesome!

Option 3

Auckland

Option 2

Christchurch

Definitely the best option.

Nelson

Too expensive. Time to move on.

I am not a Cantabrian and did not have any specific
feelings about the old cathedral. However,on considering
the 3 examples I am certainly drawn to the contemporary
one.This for me connects the past with the future. There
is a lightness about it. Harmony. An elegance.

Option 3

Option 1

Option 1
Select Option

4/04/2013 5:43

35-44

Fendalton

Christchurch

Best option by a long long way

I like this, keep it as traditional and close to the original as Shit !!
possible
Half arsed. Neither this nor that. eIther full resto or entirely Yes. Most appropriate - resurrection into a new age for a
new.
newly reconfigured city. Plus lowest cost and best
configuration. Can we also get a new (Kiwi?) Bishop
please ??? : )
cheap looking
Looks like a boat dropped into the Square and is UGLY

4/04/2013 5:43

45-54

Papatoetoe

AUCKLAND

too costly

too much like option one - traditional.

Would be amazing but to costly

Best option, mid cost and timberline

Select Option

My first impressions are that i do like the 3rd choice - its
new, its modern, its inspirational and refreshing. It also
connects to the old and traditional in terms of its location
but in a new body.
Ugly

Option 2
Option 3

4/04/2013 5:45

25-34

Hoon hay

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:46

45-54

St. Albans

Christchurch

Brilliant

4/04/2013 5:47

25-34

strowan

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:47

25-34

spreydon

Christchurch

This is by far the better option. Offering an affordable
Select Option
option in a shorter time frame to rebuild. It is also going to
modernize the building that will go with all the other
buildings.
awesome
Option 3

4/04/2013 5:47

45-54

Halswell

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:48

35-44

Northwood

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:48

55-64

St Albans

Christchurch

Think this one is new and exciting. There will be some
Select Option
many new building around the area it will be great to have
something new that matches in.
Beautiful as the original Cathedral was I believe it's too
It will never be the old Cathedral so seems a waste of time This would be my preferred option think it will reflect what Option 3
our new city is going to look like!
expensive and time consuming to pursue this option, plus I and money.
believe however you try it will never be the same.
Terrific. Visionary and the only option
Option 3
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SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:
As sad as the events over the past few years have been
for Christchurch it is time to look to an exciting rebuild. I
was born in UK and visited Coventry Cathedral with its
modern edge rebuilt after the war; but still honouring the
old cathedral. Could some of the old be incorporated??
Windows? Auckland Holy Trinity is filled with light and it
would be lovely for Christchurch to enjoy a similar light
filled space for services (and maybe concerts?)

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

4/04/2013 5:48

45-54

Belmont

Auckland

4/04/2013 5:49

55-64

St. Albans

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:50

45-54

St. Albans

Christchurch

Option 3

4/04/2013 5:51

55-64

Previously
Redcliffs

Previously
Christchurch
(now living in
Nelson)

This looks to be a beautiful building incorporating all that a Option 3
building of worship, peace and reflection should be. I
would like to support a bold decision for a contemporary
Cathedral .... made with my young grandchildren and (as
yet unborn) great-grandchildren in mind. What we had is
gone. You can't step in the same river twice. Let's create
something very special for the generations to come.

4/04/2013 5:51

45-54

new brighton

christchurch

4/04/2013 5:52

35-44

St Albans

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:52

45-54

Nothcote

CHCH

4/04/2013 5:52

25-34

Cashmere

Christchurch

I consider that if a restoration was undertaken it should be I think this is fantastic! Gothic style buildings are in short- Quirky. It would certainly become a draw-card
done using glass to fill in where parts have fallen away.
supply in Chch and look beautiful

Option 2

4/04/2013 5:53

55-64

Marewa

Napier

Option 3

4/04/2013 5:53

25-34

City centre

Sadly this doesn't seem to work any more, neither for
people of faith nor for those looking for anything more
than a monument
It's time to move on and embrace the future, avoid a
repair!

4/04/2013 5:53

25-34

Mt Cook

Christchurch
Why spend so much money to have something not quite
city centre,
right?
Montreal street
If this was the preferred option of the majority what about This faux heritage is a terrible concept
Wellington
restoring the church but constructing a modern spire as
per option 1?

4/04/2013 5:56

35-44

Pirimai

Napier

4/04/2013 5:56

55-64

hornby

christchurch

4/04/2013 5:57

45-54

nil

nil

4/04/2013 5:58

25-34

Mt Cook

Wellington

4/04/2013 6:02

55-64

Epuni

Lower Hutt

4/04/2013 6:03

65-74

beckenham

christchurch

4/04/2013 6:05

55-64

Rolleston

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:06

25-34

Linwood

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:06

55-64

4/04/2013 6:07

Option 3

Option 3

the most sensible forward looking option
I do not like the cost burden or time frame for this option. I do not like this design. It is neither iconic modern nor
but would prefer this to option2 if they were the only
original.
options offered.
I am a building contractor (in the commercial area) & have
some knowledge of building restoration, I have had a close
association with C Lund & son who did strengthening work
on the cathedral for the council, I have also photographed
the damage from within the red zone & fully appreciate
the damage which is fully repairable. I am concerned at
what I consider the inflated price tag.

Love the original, and it is the spirit of my home town

Same

Happy to see this option as it is staying with the orignial
design lines

Option 3

love it! (Cathedral) When do we start? Tower design I'm Option 3
less sure about but appears details to follow :) I'm open to
seeing more about this. Be bold, go for it!
Option 1

Wow - this lifts me up (to God and all that is best) and
draws me in, to the heart of God. What a gathering place
this would be!
Looks amazing, will have thousands of people flo long to
attend for years to come!

Option 3

This is by far the best option. However how about
Option 3
deconstructing elements which have survived largely
intact for use in a memorial or as structures on their own
as public art. I like the rose windows use as a nod to what
stood before. Do the columns have an oamaru stone
facing as a nod to the old cathedral?
Sorry does not do it for me

Option 1
Option 3

Stunning! love this so much!

Option 3

Not much cheaper than restoring the original, so why
bother.
it is my hearts desire. I truly believe there is technology and this design is acceptable but when comparing the $s
skill to restore and make safe.
estimates, the restore option - in the great scheme of
things, doesn't cost that much more.
Please Restore our beloved Cathedral. It took 40 years to
build and must be restored. Travel the world and see how
other European countries treasure their heritage and
spend time and money restoring their historic buildings. No
one wants to visit a city to view new buildings!

Ugly

Option 1

in my eyes, this design holds no beauty or warmth

Option 1

As much as I would prefer our beautiful cathedral to be
fully restored I understand it may be un economical and
unsafe but would still love to see this happen

This is my favourite option. Mixing the old of our beautiful
Cathedral and the newness of moving onwards and
upwards in Christchurch. We have an opportunity of
improving what was beautiful. The Earthquake has taken
all of our history and with this design we can take some of
it back

Totally hate this design. It looks like some sort of cult
futuristic buliding. Totally changing and taking away our
history and I would not be proud showing this to visiting
friends

Option 2

Crofton Downs Wellington

The old style has had its day.

why bother re-creating the past

lovely and light and uplfting. Imaginative re-configuration
of the old stained glass windows

Option 3

45-54

Freemans Bay

Auckland

It must be restored at all costs as its a piece of NZ history

4/04/2013 6:08

65-74

Hornby

wigram skies

too expensive - trying to hold onto what has been

4/04/2013 6:09

35-44

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

This looks like it's only been half finished, like it's been
We need to let go of the old, it's gone for a reason, it's
time to move on . The new city is going to be more
given up on. I don't like this at all. Added is the fact that
the cost and time to build is far too high.
contemporary so putting such an old style building in the
middle of it is just going to make it mis-matched, if it
hadn't come down that would be different but why would
you spend so much time and money on remaking the
original which is never going to be as safeand can't house
as many people. That amount of money should be spent
better on helping the people rather than a building which is
important but not more important than the people. A
comment was made that the cathedra

This is visually stunning. I'm not normally a contemporary Option 3
style person but I love this design, the designer definitely
had divine guidance. It actually makes me emotional to look
at it, like it's almost a piece of heaven on earth that you
can actually touch - angelic! And the price and time factor
are also a massive bonus - that will leave money to actually
tend to the people which is what a church should be
doing! Jesus never had a gaudy building, he put the people
and his message at the top of his priority! My mother
(Beverley Webb - has voted) also agrees with this.

4/04/2013 6:09

15-24

.

.

BOoooooooorringgggg!!

If god destroyed it why would god want it built the same
way again? Build something modern and interesting!

Option 3

4/04/2013 6:10

25-34

Christchurch

Option 1

15-24

Auckland

Would love to see the cathedral restored. If its possible I
think this is the best option.
this option is to expensive not not worth it in my opnion

This is just plain ugly and not an option in my opinion.

4/04/2013 6:10

North new
Brighton
St Johns

Option 3

4/04/2013 6:10

35-44

Rolleston

Christchurch

i reallly love this design because its gorgeous and it reallly
expresses the feeling of re building chch
Brillant. It is perfect for the new Christchurch in that it
reflects the vibrant and hip feel of what Christchurch will
become.

4/04/2013 6:10

55-64

Preston

Uk

4/04/2013 6:10

35-44

Westmorland

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:10

35-44

Somerfield

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:11

45-54

Hornby

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:12

55-64

New Brighton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:13

55-64

Epuni

Lower Hutt

Option 3
The only option worth considering

Option 1

Option 1
O.K. but still a bit too much of above

hmmmmm still a bit old and booorrinnggg

This would be my second choice. I like the design as its
keeping with the old look.
this is my second choice but it dosnt measure up to option
3
Doesn't fit other building designs and question earthquake Not appropriate
safety.
Every time I visit Christchurch, which is most years. I
always go to the Cathedral I can't imagine wanting to visit
option 3. Keep your history
The only option - with 900 buildings gone and many
No-one wants a wooden Cathedral any more than they
heritage buildings - restoring the cathedral will be a
want a cardboard one.
spiritual Civic uplift and will go a long way to healing many
wounds caused by the loss of everything we loved.

Great --- inspiring --- depicts a new start that will be good. Option 3

Option 3

Select Option

A Hideous eyesore without character that will make the
city look tacky.

Option 1

Option 2

This is the ideal of most Christchurch people but it will
cost massive hugely expensive which might not able to
complete it because runs out of budget, and yet it will take
very long!
I love the old cathedral and would like it restored. It was
built by our forebears and we should be proud of our
heritage. I think it will be even more lovely now that it
won't be swamped by so many high-rises. Can the mosaic
floor be saved?

It reflects of where THE NEW meets THE OLD... It is very
similar to option 1 in term of style; and yet it costs a lot less
to build it than to restore and will take within reasonable
time frame to complete.
The idea is okay but the cladding just looks all wrong - like
a cheap copy and the steeple and tower are awful.

It looks very modern and contemporary in style. But it
loses its original character of former Christ Church
Cathedral as part of symbol of Christchurch city.

Far too expensive and takes too long. Would look out of
place in a new city.
I think we really need to take a lesson from Europe, if this
was ANY building of significance there, they would not
even be having this ridiculous dialog. This building should
be restored. It is an icon of both our culture and society.

Do not like at all!

New town, new building, new church. Love this design.
Time and cost level is also a bonus.

TERRIBLE! The rose window should not be behind another Option 1
window and the gold Madonna inside is just hideous.
Wrong, wrong, wrong!

Option 3
Option 1

REF
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SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:
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PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

4/04/2013 6:14

25-34

Central City

Christchurch

It would never feel truly safe.

This is beautiful and in keeping with who we are and what This is just awful.
we value - lovely buildings that stand the test of time and
make the soul feel warmed. It gives us something new and
safe but also it gives us back what we always loved.

Option 2

4/04/2013 6:15

55-64

Ponsonby

Auckland

An historical look for it's own sake is a replica...a copy. It
lacks integrity.

It is neither old nor new. Neither good nor bad. Just
mediocre.

4/04/2013 6:16

25-34

West Melton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:16

45-54

St Albans

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:18

25-34

Parnell

Auckland

4/04/2013 6:19

45-54

Governors Bay Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:19

25-34

Christchurch

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:20

55-64

spreydon

christchurch

NO!!! Waste of time. All the great places of worship
around the whole world are built on the ruins of earlier
structures. There would be no great cathedral if the
original 4th century wooden shack had been "preserved"."

4/04/2013 6:20

65-74

Redcliffs

Chch

4/04/2013 6:21

45-54

Mt Eden

AUCKLAND

Too expensive, not suitable for multipurpose use. Too long Prefer to option 1, but still too expensive
to rebuild
No - just don't go there
Why?

4/04/2013 6:22

55-64

Berescourt

Hamilton

Awesome .rebuild a true nz icon

4/04/2013 6:22

15-24

Ilam

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:23

45-54

Redwood

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:24

45-54

Auckland

Auckland

Not bad, the old one was nice. Also interesting to note,
from a financial perspective, that the price of fully
restoring the cathedral is less than the council's preferred
option for the convention centre.
While I would love to see the cathedral restored I feel this
is an opportunity to move forward
The building must be restored. This was always the logical
decision. I visited Germany over Christmas. I saw
hundreds of buildings which had been restored after far
more extensive damage in war. It was appalling that the
demolition of the cathedral was ever considered.

4/04/2013 6:28

65-74

Cust

North
Canterbury

Backward facing option. Future quakes?? People safety? looks like a cheaper version of option one. Would not go
Cost?
for this one.

4/04/2013 6:30

65-74

Ilam

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:31

55-64

Strathmore

Wellington

This is Christchurch's no 1 Iconic and important historic
building. It is 70% undamaged and is priceless. I would like
a second opinion on the cost.
Restoration looks backward, attempts to deny the true
Interesting but too reminiscent. Not really a valid
impact of the earthquakes on both the city of
alternative and certainly backward-looking.
Christchurch and its residents. It is too expensive and
would eat into money that the Anglican Church in that
diocese might prefer to spend on ministry to the people of
Christchurch.

4/04/2013 6:31

45-54

Sockburn

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:32

45-54

New Windsor

Auckland

4/04/2013 6:34

45-54

Ex Mt Pleasant Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:35

35-44

Mornington

Dunedin

4/04/2013 6:36

25-34

Rangiora

Rangiora

4/04/2013 6:37

45-54

Bromley

Christchurch

meh

ok but not preferred

looks very modern and leading edge-love it

Option 3

4/04/2013 6:37

15-24

Rangiora

Rangiora

Take to long to build

Like the front of it with the windows

show stopper

Option 3

4/04/2013 6:38

45-54

Sydenham

Chch

Too expensive. However hard it is to accept it, what's
See above
gone is gone. THe people who make up the church are not
fossilised and neither should their buildings be.

4/04/2013 6:38

55-64

Cashmere

Christchurch

Despite what the Bishop says, in my view this is the only
real option for the site which is true to it.

I don't consider this to be a real option: it is neither
restoration, nor a new build. I wonder if if it has been put
there to steer people away from restoration. If a
Traditional non - restoration Option is to be considered, I
vote for Sir Miles Warren's concept. From what I have
seen of it: more true to the heritage of the existing
cathedral and much more beautiful.

Inspirational. Relevant. I am a great grandson of Henry
Option 3
Jacobs and nephew and godson of Helen Garrett. From
my knowledge of both of them, I believe that both would
have the belief that Christchurch and the Anglican Church
should be going forward with confidence, especially
considering the devastation, rather than glancing back.
Option 2

This is the only option to me that makes true sense.
Not an option we need to restore the Christchurch
Christchurch has so few of the beautiful buildings
Cathedral. Why not restore when we have the ability and
remaining and the Cathedral is truly the most significant
the option to do so
one. It is far more to the people of Christchurch than can
be expressed. It is iconic, beautiful, the heart of
Christchurch and far more to people than just a Cathedral.
We have lost so much in Christchurch, we do not want to
loose this stunning buildingl We were promised the
Christchurch Cathedral would be saved and it should be
saved in it's original form, the time and money it will take
can all be dealt with in numerous and obv

Option 1
Not an option we need to restore the Christchurch
Cathedral. Option 3 is a building that will date and be a mix
match of periods. If you want a new Cathedral build it else
where. Leave the Christchurch Cathedral for the people of
Christchurch to restore and love for many many years to
come.

A good combo!

Option 2
Love this design. Being a Coventry girl I know that there
Option 3
can be real beauty in a modern Cathedral. I like the idea of
light and space, and I like the use of the stained glass
windows.
Option 2

What IS the kiwi tradition? Copy England? We can
Looks good to me!
worship the same God, no problem, we can have the same
Queen, even, but we are NOT English. Time to make our
own traditions.
most preferred option - not necessarily this exact design

Option 3

Option 3

It looks fabulous. The old cathedral had an appalling
Option 3
acoustic - please don't repeat the mistake.
Not the same as the original. Like a retro mini or beetle it The world is full of more and more simplistic modern
Option 1
does not have the same respect as the original
buildings and less of crafted older ones. As a country for a
change lets not take the cheaper option but do future
generations a favour rebuild the original
Option 1
The second best option. Before being able to judge on this Very ugly. I can't see this being liked, its pretty pathetic
one, a 3D miniature would need to be made.
and makes a mockery of the cathedral.

Love this respects our past (my family came out on the
Don't like it
first 4 ships) but looks forward to our future
I am unsure why "traditional" is given as an alternative. If a I would have to ask- why replace like with like? Why not
traditional styled cathedral as a replacement for the
repair what is already there."
present one is intended

Wholeheartedly in favour of this option this option. let's
look to the future and build with a new modern city in
mind. We can begin another era with a forward-looking

Option 2
Option 1

Option 3

Option 1

Fantastic, airy, light, elegant, magnificent! It's beautiful and Option 3
I'd visit Christchurch to appreciate both its form and
function. It would be faster to construct and therefore
sitting at the heart of a rising city, rather than being a
building site for a long period.
I love this it is simply stunning and reflects a new
Option 3
beginning, a Phoenix rising from the ashes. That spire is
inspired. A great design for a new city going forward into
into the future. With the lowest cost and quickest build
time it is something which can be a focal point once again
for the city.

Too expensive , does not meet modern needs

Too expensive

I like the tradition style with the more open spaces and
better cost and greater earthquake safety features: a
good compromise.

I think this is the least preferable option, neither the real
thing nor a new statement, kind of a cardboard cut out of
the original
Like the interior

Too outside Christchurch 's English feel

Option 2

A new option suggests a new vibrancy and the feeling of Option 3
moving forward.
This looks awesome. An opportunity to recognise the past Option 3
whilst making a distinctive statement about the future. A
true phoenix rising from the ashes
Love the tower. Very modern
Option 3

Love it ..striking,speaks of the beauty and majesty of God, Option 3
love the colours and the windows... It would be a big
tourist attraction. And it's the cheapest, so the money
saved can go on the real mission of the church which is to
bring good news to the poor.
Option 1

4/04/2013 6:39

25-34

Rangiora

Rangiora

We need a new cathedral for a new city

beautiful interior but not modern enough exterior

inspirational design love the tower

4/04/2013 6:39

15-24

Burnside

Christchurch

I like this option the second best as it is quite obviously the
original iconic cathedral which I grew up with. It was
however ageing, and it could be modernised slightly with
the original design held in mind. Option two provides an
excellent basis to work from.

I like this option the best as it is loyal to the traditional
architecture but gives off a modern vibe. I don't however
like the spire; it seems strange and unattractive. I would
prefer this option but with a whole-bodied spire which
pays homage to the original cathedral which remains iconic
to my home town.

This is not faithful to Christchurch's Gothic history and is Option 2
not indicative of our cultural roots. I do not like it. It could
belong in any other city in the world, as it is a generic
modern design with no ties to the Christchurch community

4/04/2013 6:40

55-64

Avonside

8061

Beautiful for the 1860s

A pleasing look

4/04/2013 6:40

15-24

Upper
Riccarton

Christchurch

While I think it should be rebuilt to look like the old
Cathedral, I don't think it should be exactly the same. I
would like to see the use of existing materials and designs,
but for the structural parts.

I believe it should be rebuilt to look like the old Cathedral,
but not necessarily exactly the same. I think the materials
used on the visible surfaces should mimic the existing
ones, while allowing for a modern and safer underlying
structure.

Absolutely stunning! Go for it Christchurch. Be brave. Build Option 3
for the 21st century. This is what this city needs-a
fantastic new icon that will look magnificent for
generations to come.
There are too many "modern" buildings like this. Aside from Option 2
that

4/04/2013 6:41

25-34

Ilam

Christchurch

I don't agree with restoring the cathedral to its original
This looks great and would be a nice happy medium.
plan, it would be the most expensive and time consuming.
I also prefer rebuilding lost buildings or landmarks in the
current style.

Definitely my favourite, contemporary yet sympathetic to
the original.

Option 3

Option 3
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4/04/2013 6:41

65-74

Sandringham

Auckland

As much as the old cathedral was an icon of Christchurch
the new rebuild of the city needs an icon reflective of the
new beginnings.
I really think this is too expensive and would take far too
long to restore. Also, looking at the pictures, it would
almost not fit with the new, fresh look of the rebuild.

Neither one nor the other. An unsatisfactory compromise. Has the "wow" factor that is the new icon Christchurch
Option 3
needs. An exciting bold vision. Not hanging onto the past."

4/04/2013 6:41

15-24

Northcote

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:42

55-64

Riccarton

Christchurch

A Victorian imitation of High Gothic. Beautiful but not
outstanding compared to the European originals - Will it
withstand another Febuary style earthquake in 100 years
time? To rebuild would be a sign of our cultural insecurity.

Neither fish nor fowl

4/04/2013 6:42

55-64

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:47

35-44

Heathcote
Valley
Karori

4/04/2013 6:47

35-44

Riccarton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:48

45-54

Otorohanga

Waikato

4/04/2013 6:48

65-74

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

Too expensive.

4/04/2013 6:49

65-74

RD1

Lyttelton

Served its time and met its end so should be allowed to die I don't like pastiches.
gracefully.

4/04/2013 6:51

35-44

Sockburn

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:51

45-54

Ngaio

Wellington

I like this option best. The Cathedral needs to be kept as
close as to the original for cultural, historic value.

4/04/2013 6:55

25-34

Parklands

Christchurch

Would prefer this option. The cathedral was such an iconic Much better option than Option 3. At least it resembles
part of Christchurch. When I saw the spire fall down in the what was lost. This is my second choice option.
earthquake, that really hit hard. Also, the whole centre of
town will be new, but restoring the cathedral would keep
some link to our past.

Hideous. It's not very welcoming and reminds me of those Option 1
bizarre American mega-churches.

4/04/2013 6:59

45-54

Redcliffs

Chch

Too expensive, does not reflect contemporary needs. not
a reflection of contemporary Anglican church

also too expensive and least desirable, seems a bit of a
mish mash of traditional type design with some modern
twists

Most desirable option, from cost point of view and chance Option 3
to reflect modern Anglican church and to provide
something that better suits the need of the church. Not
necessarily this exact design Also not sure why Madonna
and child figure is so prominent!

4/04/2013 7:00

55-64

Ilam

Christchurch

My favoured option

2nd favoured option

4/04/2013 7:00

25-34

St Albans

CHCH

Rebuilding what 'was' isn't the new Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:04

35-44

Island Bay

Wellington

4/04/2013 7:13

55-64

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:16

45-54

Mount
Pleasant
Papanui

I think this would be a disappointing lost opportunity to
create a modern focal point for the city. It would win no
new friends.
I feel this is the only option

4/04/2013 7:16

25-34

4/04/2013 7:18

This option is better but still very closed looking and at the As well as the fact that this is the cheapest and fastest
Option 3
end of the day, if you aren't going to go for a total
option, it is also the most exciting. It is light and airy and a
restoration, you may as well change it.
fresh new look. I could see this attracting a lot of tourists
as well as even possibly send the message to young people
that attending church can be exciting. I think it would still
be nice to have some memorial to the old cathedral
possibly using the original stone in a display of some sort.

the most sensible design and economic option

Wellington

Christchurch

Christchurch

35-44

South New
Brighton
Solway

4/04/2013 7:19

35-44

Spreydon

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:20

25-34

Beckenham

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:21

55-64

Halswell

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:22

45-54

Auckland

4/04/2013 7:22

55-64

Mangere
Bridge
rangiora

rangiora

4/04/2013 7:23

45-54

City

CHCH

4/04/2013 7:23

65-74

New Brighton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:29

55-64

Somerfield

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:29

55-64

knight

knight

4/04/2013 7:32

55-64

Marshland

Christchurch

Masterton

Lets go for it - an outstanding contemporary building that Option 3
reflects our confidence in who we are . And not lets forget
its internal function as a worship centre. The shoebox
worship style of them up there performing and the people
detached has well and truly gone.

Awesome, anything else is inauthentic
Restoration is the right thing to be doing. It preserves the
spiritual, cultural, and ancestral heart of our city. Allow the
restoration project to be a symbol our city's recovery. Let
us not stand out as the one community that can so easily
wipe away it's past. Be bold, be brave!

Option 3
Option 3
Option 1

Again, very expensive and similiar to old cathedral.

This is by far my prefereed otion - looking back to past is Option 3
no way to progress into the future
Brilliant!!! This is a fantastic design and I love it. Also, it is Option 3
the cheapest option, but I would still have chosen it
despite that. We need to move into the future and this
design will do it. Let's have a beautiful modern city with a
modern cathedral.
Option 3 (contemporary) is my preference by far because Option 3
1) it is so much more full of light and inviting 2) it is of now
i.e. not a copy or restoration of a style long past 3) at my
age I might actually get to see this finished 4) it is also
cheaper 5) it looks forward and offers us a focus as we
travel there - together.
A restored or imitation Victorian design would be a fraud
Option 3
with no true meaning. A modern cathedral is the ONLY
option that makes sense. Why try to rebuild a faded
retrofitted fantasy in the middle of our beautiful new city.
All I ask is that the new cathedral reflects the very best in
21st century architecture with no compromise on quality. It
should be cutting edge, consistent with our culture and
forward looking.

This is the second option if full restoration is not possible. Although I like contemporary design, I don't believe it is the Option 1
best option, or even second best option, for this project.
Use the contemporary architecture elsewhere, there will
be lots of opportunity for showcasing contemporary
design in the rebuild. What is really important is saving a
special slice of New Zealand history.

Dont like this. ChCh will be full of similar designs and I feel Option 1
the Cathedral should be of a church like building
The new Christchurch will find its sense of tradition not in ....Bright, optimistic and fresh- this is the new
Option 3
classical architecture, but in paving a new way that is
Christchurch....
bright, optimistic and fresh.
I think this design is fine, but still unnecessarily tied to the I find this design the most exciting and relevant for the
Option 3
past.
new city of Christchurch.
Has merit, but not preferred

This is my preferred option as it retains an iconic structure This is my least preferred option as replicating an old
that represents the heart of Christchurch. Although this
structure using modern techniques and materials does not
may not be the best design from a functional point of view work.
it is a wonderful structure that is a fabulous piece of
history and would be admired and recognised as a place of
worship for many years to come.

Option 1
If it was decided that option one was not possible then a
Option 1
new replacement would be my next choice however the
proposed design is not one that I believe has lasting appeal
as does the current structure. It is no Sydney Opera
House!

Option 1
I like this idea the best, regardless of cost I feel this would
last forever and be well worth the time and cost involved. I
think it would be very sad not to keep this lovely old
church
Expensive and likely to be damaged again by earthquakes.
The previous cathedral was damaged at least 5 times over
the approx 130 years it stood - rebuilding to the same plan
seems to be saying that you can't be bothered listening to
God. The building doesn't reflect that our relationship with
God has changed since the Victorian era. This option
would be more of a museum piece then base for a living,
growing renewing community of faith.

This idea is ok, but Id rather they spent more doing option
1

Dont like this at all, its very ugly and it would be sad to lose Option 1
this old church for a contemporary idea.

An improvement on option 1 but does not display a leap of
faith. The improved seismic resilience is good but the
overall design is best described as "safe". I think that this
design looks backwards more then it looks forward. The
design does not reflect how much our communities and
relationship with God have changed since the Victorian
era."

A brilliant design that I would be proud to share with
Option 3
visitors from overseas - it is not a copy of European
Cathedrals but a Cathedral that is a celebration of
Christchurch past, present & future. In fact I believe that
people would travel from overseas to visit this Cathedral the other designs would not have this ability to draw in
visitors . This design reminds us of our past and provides
an opportunity to look into the future as we strive to build
a new Jerusalem. This design has the ability to become a
loved heritage building central to the identity of the city
for hundreds of years
I pick the contemporary design as I believe that the future Option 3
of Christchurch is heading towards a more contemporary
style and fits the style of construction that will occur in the
re-build. Rise Up Christchurch! Mauri ora!
A wonder-ful design!!!

This is an iconic building, one of very few in NZ. It should
be restored.
Too out there

Option 3
Option 1

A really beautiful combination of old and new. We should
not throw the baby out with the bath water but we must
move on.

Would be nice to have it this way but depends on costs I This looks like a very poor imitation of the original.
would think. So if we can't have a restored Cathedral then
option 3 would be fantastic.
Too expensive
Really like the new natural look

great moving forward with the new times

Option 3

Too expensive and too long to rebuild

Option 2

Yes this is right for the new Christchurch , looks
wonderful
Love this one!

Option 3

This is really awesome, New City, New look , new life..
Time to create our new history
Love it!!!!!! It's stunning

Option 3

Select Option

Select Option

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

4/04/2013 7:35

35-44

Avonhead

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:37

25 - 34

Island Bay

Wellington

4/04/2013 7:40

55-64

Newmarket

Auckland

Too slow; too expensive. Can't convince myself that this
would be a Christian use of such vast financial resources.

Better, but still too slow and expensive.

4/04/2013 7:40

65-74

St Albans

Christchurch

I loved the old cathedral and it would be nice to see some
of the features from the interior in a new one, e.g. the
tukutuku panels for Bishop Pyatt, but I was always a bit
ambivalent about rebuilding and it is time to move on.

Attractive, lovely inside but ever so slighlty boring.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:
Just fabulous!! Nothing is going to be the same in
Christchurch anymore so let's be bold!! And it's cheap
(relatively!)

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 3

Option 3
No doubt anathema to the 'purists' but probably the most Option 3
sensible option. At least this moves us past the faux gothic
into something contemporary. It gives us a chance to
make a real 'new beginning' statement.
Wow. Exciting, inspiring, inviting; stunning ceiling. An
Option 3
opportunity for the cathedral to continue to be the heart
and soul of the city delivering a modern ministry.

4/04/2013 7:40

35 - 44

Avonhead

Christchurch

If the original is rebuilt - will people feel safe in it??

4/04/2013 7:41

35-44

Islington

Christchurch

I would dearly love the cathedral to stand tall and proud as I really like the concept of this cathedral. It is not unlike the
original cathedral, so it is in keeping with the style that was
it once did, but I feel that it may be to costly to go down
originally imagined by our forefathers.
this avenue. The city of Christchurch will never be the
same again, so I've come to terms with the fact that it is
likey that the biggest and most dear icon of our city will
never be the same again.

I don't like this concept at all. It looks far too modern and
far too removed from what we once had. I would not feel
as if I was living in Christchurch if this cathedral was built.
I also think it would be a disservice to the memory of our
Christchurch ancestors to obliterate any semblance of
what was originally dreamt and built for this site. My
grandmother - a proud resident of Christchurch for most
of her life and a proud Anglican, would be turning in her
grave.

Option 3

4/04/2013 7:42

25 - 34

Redcliffs

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:42

55 -64

Titirangi

auckland

Don't agree, too expensive, too long in construction.
If we are to re build it should be the future not the history.
Loved the building but it's history now. We need to
acknowledge it but don't think We should spend so much
to re create.
As a Cantabrian, now living in Auckland due to the
earthquake,my heart still resides in the city I have lived in
for most of my life. The Cathedral is Christchurch - the
heart of Christchurch. The cathedral holds so many
memories for the people of Christchurch and by
demolishing it, those memories will also be destroyed. On
February 22nd, when the cathedral partially fell, the people
despaired. When there was the possibility that peoples'
lives had been lost in the Cathedral, the people despaired.
A week or so later, when no bodies were found, the people
rejoiced. I remember it well - the c

Love this option. It's acknowledging the old structure but Option 3
creating a new icon. Price as well as constriction time is
attractive. Let's make chch the new city today that carries
through to the future.
Option 1

4/04/2013 7:44

35 - 44

Barrington

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:44

45 - 54

merivale

christchurch

4/04/2013 7:44

55 -64

Strowan

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:45

35 - 44

Sydenham

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:45

45 - 54

kaiapoi

north

4/04/2013 7:46

15 - 24

Dallington

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:46

65 - 74

Mt Pleasant

CHCH

Nice idea but not worth the dollars

4/04/2013 7:46

35 - 44

Oxford

North
Canterbury

I would like to see our Cathedral restored

4/04/2013 7:46

65 - 74

Pukekohe

Auckland

Ho hum - always lacked imagination and presence

4/04/2013 7:47

35 - 44

rangiora

will take to long

4/04/2013 7:48

75 +

x 100 Opawa
Rd

north
canturbury
Opawa

4/04/2013 7:48

65 - 74

Beckenham

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:51

35 - 44

Bryndwr

Christchurch

This is most preferred, it is the symbol of Chritchurch.
Changing it is just wrong.

Distant second choice. It is to modern

This is just hideous!, We are Christchuch not Auckland or Option 1
Wellington. We are Historic stone, not glass abominations!

4/04/2013 7:53

35 - 44

Spreydon

Christchurch

Good for its time, it would be too expensive to restore it.

4/04/2013 7:53

45 - 54

Cashmere

Christchurch

More pleasing to the eye than the contemporary option. It
looks practical and keeps the nostalgia of the original
which has alot of symbolism for Christchurch. It looks very
well made and will last for many years.
A pretend-old cathedral

4/04/2013 7:54

65 - 74

Sumner

Christchurch

Though I have good memories of the cathedral-as-was, I
believe restoration is simply not affordable. Furthermore, it
would be hanging on to the past whereas Christchurch
needs to look to the future.
To expensive - will take too long to build and with such a An interesting concept but again too expensive and will
long time schedule dubious of estimated costs. It could
never seen as a replacement for the original building. Also
easily blow out and create long term financial problems.
long contruction time horizon.
And Church has better options including other churches
and church facilities within the greater Canterbury region.

I don't believe this is practical. too much Glass very hard to Option 2
keep clean. it is an unsightly thing, i do not like the centre
piece for the Altar area. The whole design is not very
pleasing and restful a definite no.
holding on to the forms of the past might seem a "safe"
Option 3
option

4/04/2013 7:54

35 - 44

central

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:58

25 - 34

Redwood

Christchurch

I would be disappointed if this is the option chosen. I have
always felt that the building wasn't "grand" enough. For
something that is the centerpiece of the city we need
something truly amazing. "

4/04/2013 7:59

55 -64

Somerfield

Christchurch

We have lost most of our gothic churches, we can't
replace or restore them. I think we need to restore at least
this one. The other designs could go anywhere in the city.
I take the point that the restore option means issues with
access and usability need to be acknowledged and worked
on.

4/04/2013 8:01

35 - 44

Heathcote

Chch

everyone surely realises that christchurch is very
suspectable to seismic activity, we now must be smart,
prudent and now definetly rebuild the cathedral as we now
know is extremely important to all cantabrians as ut is the
definete heart of the city, so we must protect our biggest
and most important indintity and go with option two. Its
very clever in design, gives better access, a lot sdafer than
option two, and keeps the heritage aspect and traditional
design alive for all visitors amd cantabriandto love and
enjoy for many yearsto come in the knowledge that it will
stand upto any more earth
Why spend so much money on something that failed.

Nearly same cost as traditional . Looks good but higher
maintenance

seems to be an odd compromise, a bit like mock tudor
pubs at disney land etc...

Option 2

Awesome, love it, just what this city needs, in line with the Option 3
times, a new beginning, a City Landmark my little girl can
grow up being proud of!
Select Option

Wonderful design that is going forward as all early designs Option 3
did in the past
I think if the city is going modern then the Cathedral
Option 3
should match it...
wow!
Option 3
Option 3

This option could include all the retrieved historical items & This modern option would be acceptable to me if it was
they would sit with the design nicely - good value for
able to include some of the old building some how
CHCH
I do quite like this one
I only saw a glimpse of this one tonight for the first time on
Campbell Live. My first thought was "It looks like the
Popes Hat" I hate it"
Improvement on option 1, but boring!
Very innovative and exciting - religion, for centuries, has
always been at the forefront for education and culture,
and this design clearly demonstrates Christchurch as it
leaps ahead! Bravo!
yes fresh new start

Option 2

Option 1

Option 3

Option 3

As an ex chorister of the Christchurch Cathedral I was
devastated when the two earthquakes occurred. Since
then I have been kept well informed over all the
controversy concerning the re-build. By choosing the
Contemporary design I feel this would bring not only the
Cathedral into modern times but more importantly the
church.This option , well built , would bring people BACK
to the church and would assist Christianity throughout
the wider community.

Option 3

Move with the times.

Option 3

Select Option
This my pick. An exciting and attractive cxoncept. Cost
realistic and almost covered by insurance money. More in
keepimg with the rebuilt and new central city. The problem
will be that older residents are more likely to complete this
feedback and a majority will probably strongly support
option 2. This is unfortunate and as noted on the web this
evening don't let a popular vote have too much influence
on the final decision
Option 3

I don't really see the point. As per my above comment this Amazing, love it. Exactly what the city needs. We need
would be a no no.
something grand and big and amazing something to really
breath new life into the church and the heart of the city.
If something like this is built, and done right, it would
become an icon like the Eiffel Tower or Sidney Opera
House that people would travel to see. I very much think
this is the best option for the church and the city.

Option 3

Option 1

Option 1

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

4/04/2013 8:02

65 - 74

Waipahihi

Taupo

4/04/2013 8:02

25 - 34

Hornby

Christchurch

No to restoring lets build a new city.

4/04/2013 8:05

65 - 74

apatu street

wairoa

4/04/2013 8:07

35 - 44

Mount Victoria Wellington

I like it. in 50 years time the city rebuild will have visitors to Option 3
look and celebrate, like the art deco in napier
I believe this is a good option to remember the existing
I do like the idea of a replacement cathedral using
This will require careful design to achieve something that Option 2
character and architectural style of the existing cathedral. traditional architectural techniques. There is opportunities remembers the past and celebrates the future. There is a
However I understand that this may limit the options to
to remember the old, but bring it up modern use and
risk that this will look cheap and date quickly. Although
enhance the use and form.
technologies. This will however require careful design and with careful design this could be something quite special.
detailing to achieve a great outcome. There are some
Especially if there is a strong focus on how the built form
great opportunities to use traditional architectural design in relates to the surrounding open space.
a contemporary way. There's also a good opportunity to
explore how the new building relates to the open space.

4/04/2013 8:11

55 -64

Hanmer
Springs

Christchurch has changed forever. History has been reHanmer Springs I was born in Christchurch and lived there for over 50
years I would like to see a replica small cathedral rebuilt written. Why would we rebuild something identical? Like
the earthquakes had never happened?
on the same site - as an historical museum and memorial
for the earthquakes - And maybe a new modern structure
rebuilt, safe and wooden, but still traditional in shape to
survive the decades ahead and built alongside the replica
museum. I don't particularly agree with any of the
options.

4/04/2013 8:12

45 - 54

Bishopdale

Christchurch

Move on

4/04/2013 8:13

35 - 44

Richmond

Christchurch

4/04/2013 8:14

25 - 34

Bryndwr

Christchurch

Its time to move on...we are becoming a new city now and
our cathedral needs to represent that change.
Very expensive. But it definitely looks great! But it won't
Love how the traditional is recreated with some
be the same as having an actual old building.
contemporary idea. A mixture of the past and the future.
Showing us not to forget our traditions and history, but
also be forward looking, flexible and embracing the future
:)

4/04/2013 8:15

45 - 54

Buller

Reefton

4/04/2013 8:19

25 - 34

Half moon bay Auckland

4/04/2013 8:19

25 - 34

Spreydon

4/04/2013 8:23

Select
Victoria
Age range

CHCH

4/04/2013 8:24

35 - 44

Avonhead

Chch

Would be my preferred option but concerned about
stability of materials

4/04/2013 8:24

25 - 34

Ilam

Christchurch

The look of the centre city is going to change dramatically. Too high a risk of becoming a 'Disney' like and fake looking
Let's preserve at least one thing well. That one thing
replica of what used to be.
should be the Cathedral above all - the heart of the old
Christchurch.

4/04/2013 8:30

25 - 34

Seatoun

Wellington

4/04/2013 8:31

55 -64

Darfield

RD1

Definately not, too expensive and we have moved on. We
are not medieval church goers

4/04/2013 8:32

45 - 54

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

The old cathedral still looks beautiful.

4/04/2013 8:33

65 - 74

Rangiora

Rangiora

4/04/2013 8:34

35 - 44

linwood

christchurch

Definitely restore, so much has been taken away from the Disneylandish, yuck!
people of Christchurch the cathedral would be a symbol of
what we could save and rebuild, a symbol of the rebirth of
our beautiful city. Generations to come will thank us for
this decision.

4/04/2013 8:35

35 - 44

Sydenham

Christchurch

I would love to see it get restored back to the way it was
but it would take far to long to do before it would get
completed. I don't want to be living here in my 50's still
waiting for it to be fixed.

It's not my pick at all as I reckon you either do it the same
or do something different.

4/04/2013 8:36

45 - 54

Kohimarama

Auckland

No. Its time to have something new but still have a bit of
the familiar in it.

Absolutely love this. Its' truly beautiful. I love the wooden Dont like this at all. Its too modern for our traditional
theme and if there is another earthquake, there will be no English Christchurch - my humble opinion only. :-)
bricks and tiles falling causing possible injury and/or death.

Option 2

4/04/2013 8:37

55 -64

Fendalton

Couch

Was my first preference but as prefer optionm3

Option 3

4/04/2013 8:38

25 - 34

Avondale

Christchurch

I loved the old building and miss it dearly, but will not step
back in it, if restored
Restore the church and keep something of christchurchs
history alive. For us and those after us to look back on!

4/04/2013 8:38

35 - 44

Chartwell

Hamilton

Christchurch

1st : Love it

This is a perfect combination of the old and new an
reflects the change

I prefer the restoration of the old cathedral. Christchurch Does not reflect the glory of the old look of the original
city was built with this building as its centre, with the main cathedral. Looks like a cheap imitation to me.
streets meeting at the building. If we want to keep some
history of the original city this would be the building to put
money into and restore.

It is time to move on and create something modern. The
old Cathedral will never be one of the wonders of the
world but the new contemporary design could achieve
that. My former Parish was Avonside.
2nd: Love it also

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 3

Option 2

Select Option

Really ugly and does not reflect what the city and this has Option 2
gone through
Stunning cathedral that will make Cantabrians proud and
Option 3
feel safe visiting.
Option 2
I like the building itself. But I simply don't like the idea of
changing "everything" (more or less) I think our root needs
to be retain more in some ways."

Looks modern. If restoration of the old cathedral really is
impossible (and I hope it isnt) then perhaps this
contemporary look for our time rather than building a less
glamerous copy of the original cathedral.

Option 1

The original Cathedral is/was very important to many
I like the something Old, something New approach to this i find this design over powering, particularly the massive
people from all walks of life, a Symbol of Christchurch. As design, The Timber structure looks stunning. It looks like a Icon behind the Alter. This design looks almost too busy/
terrible as it is that the Cathedral is damaged, it has
very practical and contemplative space.
visually exhausting.
provided an opportunity for some modernisation/
improvements. Practically, emotionally(for Christchurch)
and Financially it may be a good idea to move foward with
some aspects of the Cathedral kept in the chosen design, I
don't believe it is a good idea to restore it exactly how it
was.

Option 2

Option 3

Looking forward not back. Looks fantastic- Inspiring and
Option 3
beautiful- city attraction. Complies with the requirements
of a modern cathedral. Cost acceptable and can be built in
a reasonable timetable.
Love this mix of old and new. Still recognisable as a Chch Hideous! Would date very quickly and in my opinion would Option 2
icon and will stand the test of time
b an even bigger eyesore than that stupid chalice!
Very nice design and would be a great amenity; however, Option 1
the centre city is going to have so many new buildings that
will likely be similar in design or certainly from the same
design era. In 30 years time the centre city runs the risk of
looking like what many of the university buildings look like
today - locked in the 70s.
I grew up in Bryndwr, Christchurch and am am married to Option 3
an Anglican vicar - hence interest in the Chch Cathedral.
Option 3 is fantastic - so much potential to create a
vibrant space for prayer, reflection, worship and
community uses that will serve generations into the future.
May such a place be an open space for community to be
together in the centre of Christchurch. This space would
'call me in' to pray and spend time whenever I visit central
Christchurch. Very exciting.

I can understand why people would want to simply restore
but this is a real opportunity to improve on that. I agree
that the sight lines etc in these old cathedrals could be
improved.

Not really an option for me because it also is too limiting.
The church in the second millenium needs a much more
flexibile building

I want an contemporary cathedral that can relate to the
Option 3
environment around it, that can provide solice to the city
and can provide multi use space for worship, community
and culture
I think I like this one best. It seems light and airy. Love that I don't mind this one either. I like it keeps the rose window Option 2
the rose window is contained, and the shape of the space and the soaring pointy ceilings/roof, and stained glass
with the vaulted ceilings. They seem very aspirational.
windows. My main concern is that it could look cheap, esp
inside. Quality of detail makes or breaks any of these as a
building. As far as mixing old with new I am pro that. I like a
dialogue between past and present and a comment
architecturally about what happened for the change. I
think I like this tower the best.

Traditional nice

It looks a lovely, modern design, but still looks like a church. Option 3
I think the church needs to look forward. What about
temperature control with all that glass?
Looks like a section of the Sydney Opera House has been Option 1
ship over to Christchurch, totally uninspiring design, yuck
again!

I love this design, finally someone in this city has vision in Option 3
building design!!! There are many great things I like about
this plan, but the time frame is great as I believe the
sooner we get this up and running the sooner a good
chunk of the people that live here can start to move on
and heal, we need something new to look forward to in the
future not so much to dwell on the past. Not everyone will
like this plan but the world never stops moving and we
should always move forward and not get stuck in neutral
or reverse.

Do not like one bit! I do not look at that and think cathedral Option 1
or of the old cathedral that once stood there!

Timeless. I like this balance between old and new. I like the Too modern to me. Reminds me of the Crystal Cathedral
lighter interior and more useful space. I'm not sure about
in the US which in my mind equals gawdy. I also think the
the window behind the altar. Perhaps when constructed it design would be dated in 20 years.
would have more of a "wow" feel about it. A "remembrance" of what was and a view for what can be. "

Option 2

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:
Not a good idea. Too expensive and compromises
function.

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

Looks quite good and it maintains significant memory what Looks fantastic. A real landmark.
was. But does everything need to be a memorial? There
may be regrets eventually. It is kind of a bad replica if you
stand back a bit. Would anyone build something like that if
they were starting from scratch? I doubt it.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

4/04/2013 8:38

45 - 54

Matua

Tauranga

4/04/2013 8:39

25 - 34

Heathcote
Valley

Christchurch

4/04/2013 8:40

55 -64

Woolston

Christchurch

Too expensive and not necessary, let's deal with the new - Not really a change comparing with what we have been
in all senses.
through.

4/04/2013 8:42

55 -64

marshland

chch

this is what the 3rd-4th time nature tried to get rid of it

yer well

4/04/2013 8:43

35 - 44

Cracroft

Christchurch

We need to move forward not back. Too expensive, too
long to get there. A waste of too much money now

Still too expensive. Move FORWARDS

4/04/2013 8:46

25 - 34

Redwood

Christchurch

Please don't. Time for looking forward, not backward.

I prefer this over the first option, but if it costs almost as
much as the first option, takes just as long, and looks
extremely similar, why do it?

4/04/2013 8:46

45 - 54

Manger Bridge Auckland

4/04/2013 8:46

65 - 74

Hillmorton

Christchurch,
8025

4/04/2013 8:48

55 -64

Darfield

Darfield

4/04/2013 8:52

35 - 44

Christchurch

Christchurch

4/04/2013 8:53

45 - 54

Cashmere

Christchurch

4/04/2013 8:54

55 -64

Springston

Christchurch

Preferred option

4/04/2013 8:55

55 -64

Lyttleton

CHCH

Wonderful the churchh finally has presented the restore
Why even consider this option if our wonderful cathedral
option. The Cathedral is the genius loci building at the
can be recovered and restored.
heart of our city, the main symbol of our city, a courageous
expression of the faith and aspirations of the early settlers,
and a building that has witnessed our city's history, and
embodies in its form the great cathedrals of Europe going
back more than a thousand years, and which if care for
and maintained will be witness to our cultures
past/present/and future spiritual roots for centuries to
come. It is wonderful that there is now acceptance that
our cathedral can be recovere

Again..there is no need for this option at all as we now
know the cathedral can be recovered.

4/04/2013 8:56

35 - 44

Swannanoa

Rangiora

No way

no

4/04/2013 8:57

45 - 54

Strowan

Christchurch

I dont wish for this. It is too expensive and I wish to move
onwards.

This is a compromise, I feel.

fabulous. But the key is the inside. The old Cathedral was Option 3
very distant espeically if you song in the choir seating. A
modern cathedral should ensure we are all equal, and that
the sound is heavenly
This is my choice. I love it with a passion . It lifts my heart. Option 3
It looks forward , is not stuck in the past. In Christchurch
we have discovered that old is just not very safe. I have
not enjoyed conservative and traditional Christchurch, as I
associate it with closed minds. Often elitist and excluding,
a look forward to a new , more open minded. It is filled
with light, and we need this in Christchurch ! Not just
Christchurch can be a grey place, but because we need
our spirits lifted! My 13 year old son saw this on the news
tonight and picked it with no prompting from me.

4/04/2013 8:57

15 - 24

Ilam

Christchurch

I do not need or want my cathedral to be a bustling hive of I do not find this building beautiful at all. If a 'lighter' form
activity. The space I hope for is a quiet, almost a protective of Gothic is chosen I think the design should follow the
shell, to allow me to reflect on my thoughts in peace with exterior beauty of the Doge's Palace, Venice.
god. I tend not to see it's 'physical exclusivity' as a
negative point; it is precisely this awesome form that
impresses upon people that allows for this transcendent
experience. This a quality that all the best cathedrals I have
had the pleasure to visit have had. Although I wholly
agree the original cathedrals design can and should be
tweaked to enhance the building, I do not believe it should
be in

Absolutely NO cafe on site please; it utterly confuses the
message of such an important site.

4/04/2013 8:57

45 - 54

Cashmere

Christchurch

4/04/2013 8:57

45-54

RD 6

Blenheim (but
with strong
Christchurch
affiliations &
history!)

Of the 3 options as presented this is the only one that will
assure the Cathedral's future as the historic, iconic and
spiritual centre of Christchurch and Canterbury. However
a modified restoration that avoids some of the practical
pitfalls of the original building would be better. Sir Miles
Warren's recent proposal (http://www.stuff.co.nz/thepress/news/8422316/Warrens-wooden-gothic-vision) of
a timber interior as per the original design with external
stonework and copper roof is an admirable and highly
appropriate solution.

A "traditional" building constructed from contemporary
materials is neither one thing nor the other and will never
attain the iconic status or spiritual presence of the original
Cathedral."

This vision will have its supporters but it runs a great risk of Option 1
losing much of what the original Cathedral stood for. A
contemporary design could be admired for its uniqueness
but it is highly likely to become a folly of the future.

4/04/2013 9:00

35-44

Pahiatua

Wellington
Diocese

4/04/2013 9:02

55 -64

Burnside

Christchurch

As much as I love the old building, she wasn't perfect and
did not adequately meet all the present, not to mention the
future space needs of the church.
now a thing of the past. We have to move on. Was needed
when people were homesick for Europe but that time has
well gone.

I love the use of timber in a contemporary manner.
Lovely use of light, colour, imagery and space. Something Option 3
Beautiful building, but only a tribute to the old - not looking the city can take pride in and call a worthy cathedral.
forward to the future.
looks as cold as the old one ie not welcoming, not kiwi
Does the tower allow visitors to the top to view the city? Option 3
Is there a lift so that no-one is shut out by age or health or
disability? Tower essential as it is an internationally
recognised "brand". The concept looks beautiful and
inspiring though the tower looks a bit disjointed or as if not
quite matching the design of the main building."

4/04/2013 9:04

25 - 34

Riccarton

Christchurch

I think that it would cost too much money and take too
long. This may be a good opportunity to move forward
rather than backwards.

This is a nice looking building but it is neither here nor
there. It feels like we need to decide and this is sitting on
the fence.

Option 3

Yes! Hands down! My only worry is that the design,
Select Option
especially the interior, may date like many 1970's churches
have. Out of all the options, number three seems the most
logical. It's most likely to still be serving God, Christchurch
and Christians as a whole for the next 100+ years while
weathering the environmental, societal and spiritual
challenges yet to come. I sincerely hope the Anglican
Diocese of Christchurch builds a glorious place for the
future, not the past. Thank you for your time! Julian

I would like to vote Option 1 Restore the Church. Because
it is an icon of (Christchurch) New Zealand.
Too expensive

The original cathedral was lovely but the earthquake has
destroyed it and it shouldn't be rebuilt as it was because
better alternatives below make the space more functional
for our present use.

Let's embrace the new, contemporary view of the church Option 3
as the symbol of our reality and the new life we all have to
embrace in Christchurch!
spare me what a eye sore ,,,,dont you dare put up some
Select Option
gawd awful thing like that ,,,,bad enough you rushed in
within days of the damage with the cardboard thingy
which turned out not to be cardboard in realality ,,,,i still
laugh about the beach in the square idea ,,,you need to
keep supporters of that well away from having any say
,,,,its my/our city look after it ,,,a freakn beach ,,,,cant vote
for option 3 as it seems you got this whole thing stiched
up for the way you want it ,,,,,,we need good thinking and
for nothing to start until after a election so as to sort some
of you photo-shot h
I like this option presented best of the three. Needs to
ensure it is referential of the previous structure, and note
to the quakes.
My first thought on seeing the photos of the
contemporary option was "That is a thing of beauty".
Reading further and seeing that this is estimated to cost
much less and be finished much sooner

Option 3

Option 3

Option 1

Looks nice but very like the old design.

Love the lines, look and concept. Love the way it connects Option 3
the inside of teh church with the outside in the Square. I
like that this is the cheapest option and the fastest to
build.
Love the new look and modern spacious yet sacred look
Option 3
this building has. I would be very happy to see this option
built.
I choose this one, however I only like the main building and Option 3
I like the tower in the traditional. Overall though I choose
this one
Stunning
Option 3
Option 1
Option 1

Option 1

Option 3

I really like this option as it is the cheapest and fastest. I
also think that it is an opportunity to do something fresh
and exciting. It is time to move forward and a beautiful
new cathedral is a wonderful way to do this.

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE
4/04/2013 9:05

AGE
15 - 24

SUBURB:
Casebrook

CITY/AREA:
Christchurch

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

It was nice before the earthquake however, now I feel the Not fussed on this design, it looks like a fake of the
earthquake has over shadowed it's beauty. The New
original.
Cathedral will be surrounded by new buildings and this
would not tie the heart of the city back together again.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Love the angles, freshness modern vibe. However the
Option 3
design still incorporates the original front circle window
and stained glass element. Also i feel the building would
attract visitors due to its artistic look (much like the Opera
House in Sydney.) Plus I will be able to enjoy it as it wont
take more the 20 years to build. I am young and want my
city back.

4/04/2013 9:07

25 - 34

St. Albans

Christchurch

-

-

we need to go forward!

Option 3

4/04/2013 9:07

35 - 44

St martins

Chch

No

No

Yes, it's modern and would be an attraction for chch

Option 3

4/04/2013 9:08

55 -64

Burnside

Christchurch

too expensive and not realistic

there is no point to this

Option 3

4/04/2013 9:08

45 - 54

Edgeware

Christchurch

4/04/2013 9:10

55 -64

Riccarton

Chch

too expensive and a lot of people will still be reticent to go OK but too last century
inside it!
leave floor & walls down to a couple of metres as a
"garden" & build new Cathedral next to it"

brilliant design and well worth making a change to a
contemporary look
this is the best, great move into the contemporary age and
will fit the best with the new look Christchurch
Best option. Build next to old Cathedral ruins. Bell tower
should be part of front door, that is much closer & not so
glassy.
Yes. Its cheaper and a modern design

No

No

Option 3
Option 3

4/04/2013 9:11

45 - 54

St martins

Chch

4/04/2013 9:13

25 - 34

flagstaff

hamilton

4/04/2013 9:13

65 - 74

Phillipstown

Christchurch

4/04/2013 9:14

45 - 54

stalbans

christchurch

I think the modern version incredible.. All the emotion and Select Option
spirituality of the building I wept for as it slowly died. I am
a choir Mother of over ten years, deeply part of the
Cathedral community for so many reasons....and this
building seems to literally take wing.... This was always the
feeling I experienced and loved in the old Cathedral.. I think
this is the right option spiritually, my only request /
question is that it is acoustically superior to the old
Cathedral because the choir and the music they make are
integral to the heart of the Cathedral for the regulars and
for the Cathe

4/04/2013 9:14

55 -64

Heathcote

Heathcote

most economic and will take less to run and
operate.Environmentally friendlier. and sustainable.

4/04/2013 9:15

25 - 34

Sumner

Christchurch

4/04/2013 9:19

35 - 44

Bombay

Auckland

4/04/2013 9:22

35 - 44

Shirley

Christchurch

4/04/2013 9:29

25 - 34

northland

wellington

4/04/2013 9:30

45 - 54

Christchurch

option 2 is the one i think you should pick, Christchurch is
well known for its historical and old buildings so i personally
think it would be a great idea to keep it that way and go
with this option of the traditional option, best of luck on
your big decision and i will be looking very forward to
visiting the traditional cathedral if you decide to make it,
thank you for your time to read this yours sincerely joshy
kerridge

Option 3
Option 2

I would like to see it restored to it's former glory. The
acoustics are good and it has a feel of the presence of
God in it. It is Christchurch, it is what visitors come to see.
With losing so many other church's that were of heritage
standard we need to keep some of our history. Time taking
to restore it does not matter, look how long it took to build
other church's hundreds of years ago. I know we don't
need a church to be in the presence of God but
Christchurch needs the Cathedral restored because it
needs it and the Cathedral needs Christchurch.

Option 1

Option 3
Option 3

I'm a fan of heritage but you need to move on and make a Cheap imitation that lakes inspiration
future statement

Fantastic contemporary architectural statement that will
Option 3
become a modern classic. A fantastic reinterpretation of
gothic architecture
A good compromise between those who like the old design Eye catching, but how will it look in 50 or 100 years? That Option 2
It is time to move on, stop worshipping that building and
but also want to move on. Nice and safe wood, rather than is the danger with such fancy buildings.
use the building to worship the Lord. Not to mention
stones too dangerous, too costly and would take too long. stone.
let's move on there are so many ideas out there.

let's be daring and look towards the future

yes yes yes, let's be forward thinking and build a cathedral Option 3
that integrates design, renewable energies use.

4/04/2013 9:31

45 - 54

Kennedy\\\'s
Bush
Rangiora

Rangiora

Good for traditionalists but at what cost

4/04/2013 9:32

65 - 74

Riccarton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 9:36

35 - 44

Red Beach

Auckland

So much has been munted and gone forever - it would be
good to retain this bedrock of our past as an inspiration of
continuity - there are also important heritage reasons for
doing so
I think it is ridiculous to restore at a huge cost. Time to
grieve and then move on.

4/04/2013 9:37

65 - 74

city

ex the city, now
in Sydney

4/04/2013 9:37

45 - 54

Lyttleton

Christchurch

This building should be restored . We could not afford it
when it was built ,but the church had 'faith in the future'
back then so money was not the issue , so we certainly
can't afford its deconstruction now ( that is unless we
have absolutely no faith in future generations in which
case why bother putting any church back there ?) It is
New Zealands largest stone building .

4/04/2013 9:38

45 - 54

Cashmere

Christhchurh

2nd best. The old cathedral was a lovely building but had
Ugly. Is that concrete? Sorry but even mock Gothic of the
problems. As a cathedral it was on the small side. I say this Victorian revival era only makes sense in stone.
as someone who knows and loves many centuries old
cathedrals in Europe. This option is the most expensive,
and simply rebuilds old problems. We have an opportunity
to make better use of space - as option 3 does. So why go
for option 1?

Option 3
Beautiful. Visionary. The real meaning of heritage should
not be to rebuild the past but to respect it. Our old
Cathedral Square had a big problem - the lovely but small
Victorian Gothic building had become dwarfed by hideous
1970s Stalinist-style boxes which totally upset the
aesthetic of the Square. Past architects did not respect
the Cathedral. But with skill old and new can blend. This is
true of the pyramid outside the Louvre in Paris, or the
Kaiser Wilhelm Gedachtniskirche in Berlin. The design, with
its graceful curves, skillfully respects the past by
showcasing what was, acknowledges t

4/04/2013 9:41

35 - 44

Spreydon

ChCh

Lovely in some ways but also dated and irrelevant.
The Cathedral although held in high regard by many
Christchurch residents was the size, style and design of a
lowly town church in the UK. It said much about the first
settlers of Christchurch's love of home and God but in a
global , modern context had no real architectural value or
merit. The church is about people not buildings.
Christchurch is a city with many challenges yet to be faced
and a rebuild is just too expensive.

Exciting yet serene. New with a nod to the past.
Welcoming but also with an element of awe.

Option 3

4/04/2013 9:45

Select
kaiapoi
Age range

christchurch

Its funky and something new

Option 3

4/04/2013 9:45

35 - 44

Otatara

Invercargill

This design makes me shudder. It doesn't reflect
Christchurch at all

Option 2

4/04/2013 9:48

35 - 44

Pegasus

Love It

Option 3

4/04/2013 9:48

35 - 44

St Albans

North
Canterbury
Christchurch

I love the old design, but I am also open for a new slightly
more modern version, to show a change. This old option
fits perfectly into the city, is it a beautiful design.

Good option if you want to keep the same look

Inspired! A thing of beauty that will be a centrepiece for
future Christchurch and New Zealand.
Yes, I like it

Option 3
Option 3

Leave the Sydney opera house in sydney!

Option 1

I love the bell tower on this one. Cheapest option too,
Select Option
which is awesome. And it looks great.
Perhaps needs to be viewed in the context of the
Option 3
replanning of the rest of the city, but the cathedral is such
a significant bulding and it is in the heart of the city so will
be a driver. The contemporary and lively nature of this
option will lead the rest of the city. And it is more cost
effective. A no-brainer.
Option 1

This option is my preferred one. The design is still
appropriate and reflects Christchurch's flair. The slightly
more modern version of the cathedral comes close to the
old design, but the change will remind people of what had
happened, a memorial.

Love this option especially the design of the main building, Option 3
but I do not like the shape of the tower - too open and
jagged in comparison to the body of the building.

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

4/04/2013 9:49

45 - 54

Addington

Christchurch

4/04/2013 9:49

45 - 54

Botany Downs Auckland

4/04/2013 9:49

35 - 44

Howick

Auckland

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:
I think this is too expensive and will take too long, and it
will not be the old cathedral, even if it looks like it.

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:
Still to expensive, hard to see detail of exterior materials,
but it looks like it's trying hard to be just like the original
but not quite getting there.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Love this. We need to strike out, be bold, make a new
draw card for the city centre... the cheapest option, and I
think this is the best personally. We cannot just think in
terms of recreating our neo-gothic past.... every
generation has an opportunity to make a difference, and
ours has the got the greatest opportunity of any
generation in our city's history!!

Option 3

Looks great - will be timeless and beautiful.

Option 3

Please no! I think this would be a shame. Christchurch is
Definitely better than option 1 but still lacking. You can see Yes please! Beautiful lines, the reinterpreted Gothic arch I Option 3
rising again. Forming in a new way. The cathedral needs to this just about anywhere in the world.
think is brilliant. Makes the whole building the arch.
be new too.
Modern but classic. Love the more access through a large
amount of glass.
no comment
no comment
Imaginative
Option 3

4/04/2013 9:50

55 -64

Devonport

Auckland

4/04/2013 9:50

15 - 24

Churton Park

Wellington

4/04/2013 9:50

35 - 44

Redwood

Christchurch

4/04/2013 9:50

25 - 34

Parnell

Auckland

4/04/2013 9:51

45 - 54

Hawera

South Taranaki

4/04/2013 9:51

25 - 34

Marchweil

Timaru

4/04/2013 9:52

55 -64

Sydenham

Christchurch

4/04/2013 9:52

35 - 44

North Shore

Auckland

4/04/2013 9:53

15 - 24

Ilam

Christchurch

4/04/2013 9:53

55 -64

Ohoka

Kaiapoi

4/04/2013 9:54

35 - 44

Springston

Selwyn

I love the Original Cathedral and miss it, I think its a big
part of out history and would love to see it back.

4/04/2013 9:55

55 -64

Russley

Christchuch

As a building has little to offer when compaird to the great A promising proposal but something of a compromise.
cathedrals of Europe. Not worth restoring.
Let's not strive to go back into the past
Makes me sick

Too costly. As amazing as it would be, I don't think that it
would go with the future Chirstchurch.
It is only for historic reasons I like this option

Love this. Absolute favourite

Ugly.

Option 2

This seems the best of new structure and safer design
while retaining the character of the church

This could be lost in the new city and lose its heritage.

Option 2
Option 1
Option 3

Would be ideal but not a very viable option.

Great way to pay homage to the past while looking into
the future. It's a nice way to tie what Chchc was prequake and what it will be post-rebuild.

Utterly ugly and looks like some tacky building out of a sci- Option 2
fi show.
This is beautiful in addition to being the best financial
choice.
No thanks!

Option 3
Option 1
Option 3

I love this design it still resembles the old cathedral and
money wise I think this would be the best option.

Moving forward, this design best visualises the future, not
the past.
One thing to say, Sydney Opera House, everyone has their
own taste but this reminds our family of the Sydney Opera
House and don't we get enough slack about being part of
Australia???
Modern, fresh and impressive. Time to move on and just
what the rebuilt Christchurch needs
Looks good and genuinely 21st Century to me

Option 3

By far my favourite. Maybe with a scale model inside of
the old version - the one that didn't stand up to nature..
Part of our history includes earthquakes and the effect of
the forces of nature. We need to rebuild proudly in a style
reflecting our current skills, knowledge, materials and
design for a new age. Loving the new doesn't mean the
old is unloved and discarded.

Option 3

Love this design

Option 3

As a city we need to look to the future and show that
change is a good thing
The concept is fantastic, what better way to encourage
renewal of the congregation than to have a modern
cathedral that is inspirational and forward looking. Can't
wait to see the finished building.

Option 3

Option 2

Option 3

4/04/2013 9:55

45 - 54

Addington

Christchurch

4/04/2013 9:56

55 -64

Beckenham

South

4/04/2013 9:56

25 - 34

Addington

Christchurch

4/04/2013 9:57

45 - 54

Doyleston

Canterbury

4/04/2013 9:57

35 - 44

Bluff Hill

Napier

ok but whatever is rebuilt will never be what was originally The updated look is good, especially with the removal of
created, nor will it reflect the people of Christchurch of
the porch. The three arched portals are more traditional
today nor the world we live in.
looking and I think a great improvement on the original. It
would be wonderful to see this design constructed in
stone or masonry, reinforced of course.

4/04/2013 9:58

55 -64

cashmere

christchurch

I would like to see the tower restored next to the modern
cathedral in option 3. This is the only way we do not have
a fake style. We still retain the old Christchurch character,
while we acknowledge times have changed and it would
not cost as much as restoring the whole cathedral. This
mix and match approach has successfully worked in
European capitals.

4/04/2013 10:00

25 - 34

St Albans

Christchurch

If this can be done, then we should do it.

4/04/2013 10:02

25 - 34

Cashmere

Christchurch

4/04/2013 10:04

15 - 24

Te Aro

Wellington

Will never be the same. Seemingly unfeasible to be rebuilt Err. Just. No.
to a safe, code compliant building which also needs to be
considered regards to conservation and heritage practices.
Need to look to the future with respect to the past.

4/04/2013 10:08

55 -64

Templeton

Christchurch

Love to but the cost and how long it would take, and what Colour does nothing for me but at least it looks like the
to do with the money that could be saved
original

Option 2

4/04/2013 10:09

35 - 44

New Brighton

Christchurch

Hate it, wouldn't think it was dignified enough, looks
nothing like the original, remember its here to stay and
says nothing about Christchurch history
Save the extra money and spend it on the poor.

4/04/2013 10:11

55 -64

Living in
England

Option 1

15 - 24

Ryal Bush

4/04/2013 10:12

35 - 44

Trentham

Wellington

4/04/2013 10:15

25 - 34

st kilda

Dunedin

The cathedral should be restored to its former glory. It is a This is a better option.
heritage building and the most famous landmark in New
Zealand.
It is an iconic building. It is on all the postcards of
Christchurch and such a beautiful historic building
deserves to be saved.
Dreams are free - but how much? It's only a building, let's Looks great - Maybe an additional feature to remember
not bankrupt the church, city, country, etc.
the past needed somehow. Second smaller bell-tower in
similar style or something.
Restore or have what is left as a memorial ruin, and have a OK but the stone work takes away from the beauty of the
new place behind or close by - people will come to pay
grey. Perhaps a mix of this with the ruins?
their respects at the ruin, and it will also be a mark of
remembrance - there are plenty of beautiful ruins all over
the world, which people visit and love to see as they are.
An example of this is the huge church in Lisbon, Portugal,
where they had a huge earthquake in the 1800's and it is
now left as a ruin - and stunning as that

Definitely NOT.

4/04/2013 10:12

Originally from
Marton in the
North Island.
Invercargill

4/04/2013 10:16

25 - 34

Auckland
Central

Auckland

RESTORE is the option we should choose.

4/04/2013 10:16

25 - 34

Mt Pleasant

Christchurch

Time to move on

4/04/2013 10:18

35 - 44

City

City

4/04/2013 10:18

45 - 54

Greenmeadow Napier
s

4/04/2013 10:23

35 - 44

Mt Pleasant

4/04/2013 10:23

25 - 34

Sumner

Christchurch
8081
Christchurch

Think this is a waste of time and money, as its most
expensive and longest to do. Most likely will have many
pitfalls as restoration process is worked out. Just cannot
see this as a viable option.

Looks ok, obviously similar to original, with a new twist.

See above; I think the ideal is a combination of an
ultramodern cathedral next to a restored tower.

If we cannot restore, then lets build something similar.
Beautiful interior. Exterior is 'flat'

Rebuild it. It can be done and should be done. The original
design is iconic and so very Christchurch. Give
Christchurch back their original cathedral, only stronger
and safer but, otherwise, as it it was.
brainless

The mock one will cost nearly the same budget as the
Restored one, so why we don't choose the restored one
to make things better?
Don't see the point in this design

Option 3

Option 3

Select Option

Please don't do this. It just doesn't have the 'heart' that
Option 1
the other did.
Engaging contemporary design with an uplifting interior. It Option 3
would excellent to explicitly incorporate some of the
existing structure - but it is not clear from the design
presented how this will be done.
If done well and with respect to the original form, this new Option 3
cathedral can be the new church of christchurch for
everyone to be proud of. Echoing what was with
reference to the past but emphasising renewal, life moving
on respectfully.

Option 3

Option 1

Ugly as - hope this is conceptual only. :)

Option 2

Awful. Looks wrong and will not stand the test of time and an insult to the beauty of the original cathedral

Option 1

If I want to see a mordern cathedral, I will go to the Holy
Trinity Cathedral in Auckland.

Option 1

Looks great, on the right track, it represents a new start of Option 3
a modern city.
I prefer this one. Trying to replicate the old will never look Option 3
right. BEst to acknowledge what has gone before rather
than trying to pretend it never happened, while moving on.
Option 1

fantasy

excellent, visionary and inspiring

Option 3

Please no, it gets caught between the past and the future. This design is in my opinion the way forward, its a place to Option 3
inspire and to attract people to the heart of Christchurch
and this design definitely inspires. I like the idea of moving
forwards and embracing the future but respecting the
past, maybe some aspects of Option 1 can be incorporated
into the design.

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE
4/04/2013 10:39

AGE
45 - 54

SUBURB:
Milson

CITY/AREA:
Palmerston
North

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:
I like the idea but cost and time frame make it my second
choice.

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

This is the my choice to replace the exixting building.
If this was a new church (cathedral) this would be OK.
Option 2
Close to the original basic shape, and a fitting replacement. But this is to replace The Christchurch Anglican Cathedral.
You are trying to replace an icon recognised across the
world with a trendy design. Get real.

4/04/2013 10:58

55 -64

St Albans

Christensen

I would like to see the Cathedral restored again...

4/04/2013 11:00

55 -64

whitby

porirua 5024

i would love to see this option happen, this is such a
beautiful building both physically an d spiritually and it
would be wonderful to bring the cathedral back to glory.
we sgould treasure our archiectural heritage - i feel so sad
that so much of the heart and soul of new zealands
buildings have been wantonly destroyed and it would be
wonderful to see the phoenix arise once more.

Option 1

4/04/2013 11:02

55 -64

Linwood

Christchurch

I would not like to see the Cathedral restored. The image Too much like the original Cathedral.
of the damaged Cathedral is the image that the media has
and still uses for all of it's earthquake news. For some of us
it is just a constant reminder of the fear and horror we
faced on Feb 22. The Christchurch we knew is gone and
our lives are changed forever. For me, the Cathedral, if it
was restored, would not represent the beautiful building
that it was or a place of worship.The image of the
Cathedral, for me now, will always represent earthquakes
and unpleasant memories. For me I feel like I would be able
to move on better if t

4/04/2013 11:05

45 - 54

Prebbleton

Christchurch

Please please restore! The Cathedral is more than just a
place of worship it is the heart of the central city and the
Cathedral links our past with our future. You only have to
look at historical photos such as our troops marching off to
the World Wars passing by the front of the Cathedral. We
therefore have the responsibility of being guardians of
Christchurch's little remaining history. Christchurch has
lost so much of its history since the earthquakes that it
cannot afford NOT to save this beautiful iconic building
that has represented Christchurch and its community in so
many ways

4/04/2013 11:16

25 - 34

St. Albans

Christchurch

It is simply not cost effective adn when people do not
know the state of their houses yet, we cannot justify this.
Additionally there are aspects, as mentioned, flawed in this
dsigna dn here we are greeted with an opportunity to fix
this.

4/04/2013 11:21

25 - 34

Kaiapoi

Kaiapoi

4/04/2013 11:21

45 - 54

Monteverde
Vecchio

4/04/2013 11:30

25 - 34

4/04/2013 11:50

this is probably a more realistic option in terms of costs
and the overall rebuild time frame. whilst not recreating
what existed before, it creates a rather harmonious
solution.

i find the juxtapostion of the 2 architectural styles a little
Option 1
jaring. whilst fashionable to show distinct styles when
adding or changing a building, in this instance i feel its a
little much, the church is a sanctuary and a place of peace
and joy, this option displays a clash of ideas and perhaps
ideals? can peace and harmony exist within when the
exterior fights itself? don't compromise with half measures
if youre going modern then go the whole hog. or leave well
alone.
It is beautiful

Option 3

Option 1

This is the seonc best option as it is made with materials
people are more comfortable with now in seismic activity,
but still we miss the opportunity that has been given to us
to be creative, show how we can come togeter again to
create a community structure that shows where are
community us actually going.

This allows for the best design features, innovative use of Option 3
materials, and most importantly to show the FUTURE of
our city. Ww will not forget the past and no doubt plaques
and memorials of the old building can be on site; perhaps
also a sculpture of the current material (like the fireman's
corner with 9/11 materials) can be installed outside it.

Rome, Italy (but I believe it is too expensive to restore the Cathedral to its
Christchurch
original form using original materials. A new Christchurch
born and bred) needs a new Cathedral so symbolize growth and renewal.

This is an interesting design concept. It reminds me of
church architecture in the U.S.

This is my preferred option. Bold

Option 3

Harewood

Christchurch

Something different from the original is always good.

The colour and stone is modern / old but still keeping the
structure of the old cathedral is good. Traditional is good.
God is everywhere so I'm sure he doesn't mind what
church building

as "church is anywhere two or more people gather in
Gods name" and doesn't have to be in a building
necessarily. So if this is just to satisfy people who care
about image for the centre of our city then option 2 traditional."

Option 2

35 - 44

Spreydon

Christchurch

Loved the old Cathedral so this is always a great option.
This was more than a building to me. I went through the
worst time of my life with very little support; the Cathedral
offered much solace in her walls and to see her so badly
damaged is heartbreaking. As a Christian, I see the church
as a body of people.. So this building was a 'friend' and as
such deserves the respect to be restored.

Some of the drawings make it a bit odd but I loved the
front, reminded me of some of the stunning Cathedrals I
went to see in Europe only different. We need a traditional
looking Cathedral with a few modern elements to tie in our
heritage and look to the future. For me, I would be happy
with one or two.

Option 1
I am sorry but this is hideous. I have spent ages trying to
come to terms with this but I feel I could never look at the
square the same. This isn't a Cathedral. It is a modern
building with no soul, very American and mostly grotesque.
Apologies to the designer but that is how I feel. It does not
encapsulate Christchurch or respect those that helped
build Christchurch. I understand why people want
something new but imagine Sydney without their specific
Opera House and bridge or Paris without her tower... Our
Cathedral may not have been as popular or grand but it
was what everyone knew Chch

4/04/2013 11:54

45 - 54

Hawthorn,
Adelaide

South Australia

4/04/2013 12:09

55 -64

Papanui

Christchurch

We have lost almost all of our beautiful historical buildings
in Christchurch, please do not destroy what is undoubtedly
our most revered and iconic. It IS Christ Church. It is our
tradition, our history. Do not destroy our future.

4/04/2013 12:34

65 - 74

Gland

Geneva,
Switzerland

Restoration seems to be saving what has been lost - but
It would not be a bad option
without taking advantage of making the building reflect our
evolving world, including recognition that some of the
church's interpretations and dogma has been rightfully
challenged over the centuries.

but fails to take advantage of the sad reality to make a
statement - about reaching out

4/04/2013 12:54

35 - 44

Heathcote
Valley

Christchurch

The old building communicates the ideals & aspirations of a This is not cutting edge, it is not contemporary and it only
bygone era. It is no longer relevant to contemporary
addresses the history behind the Anglican churches
society. And the cost is ridiculous.
presence in Christchurch. Again the cost is ridiculous. The
design is dull and wooden!

Fantastic! This design communicates the Gothic styling,
Option 3
without actually being an old Gothic pile. It references the
history of the site itself & reinterprets the Gothic just as its
predecessor did in its day. It is affordable, it is relevant to
today and it provides a building that will communicate the
essence of what it stands for for centuries to come.

4/04/2013 13:21

55 -64

Geraldine

S Canterbury

Beautiful, yes yes

Don't need since we have a beautiful old cathedral. We
don't want to be known for centuries as the demolishers
of heritage and beauty.

It's our Cathedral too remember

Option 2

This has potential for a new icon of the city, and a
statement about what Christchurch will be in the future.
I'd be proud to come home and see it there.

Option 3

Option 1

Ugly

Option 3

Option 1

4/04/2013 13:44

45 - 54

Christchurch

Christchurch

4/04/2013 14:21

45 - 54

Maylands

Perth

Option 1

4/04/2013 15:28

35 - 44

Speydon

Chch

This is looking back which as Chch emerges from the
rubble is the wrong way to go for one of the cities symbols
of the damage done. It needs to be embraced but built on
which option two does with great symbothy and flair

I think this is a fresh new look that takes in all the beauty This is very odd and not appealing at all
of the original and showcases a rebirth which is what Chch
will undertake. It is also very open nz light which will bring
more people into the cathedral. My mum works on the
floral carpet every year and I can see the floods of people
coming to see the splendour in here as well as this been a
lovely place for unite contemplation, rememberence and
celebration as any cathedral should be

4/04/2013 15:41

25 - 34

Toronto

Canada

As a structural engineer I foresee immense additional
expense and technical difficulty in trying to restore the
existing building. EQ strengthening requirements is likely to
make preservation of the original appearance unlikely.

My favoured option as it will result in a strong building with
a similar, timeless style as the original. Preserving the old
style also provides a strong reminder of the existing
building.

Contemporary styles are often not timeless. The rebuild of Option 2
Christchurch will result in practically an entire city of new
contemporary buildings. Keeping to traditional style will
make the cathedral stand out more.

4/04/2013 15:46

45 - 54

Dargaville

Dargaville

very nice, restores lots of traditional images and shows
heritage of anglican faith and symbolism, building this
option, for me, satisfies the love of the building more so
than our faith

a modern take on traditional design, same as option one
for me

a modern design, very cool simple and inspiring, i think a
church should reflect the contemporary, incorporating
both tradition of the church and reflects a living
contemporary faith but, in the end it is not about a
building but the faith which is in the hearts of people.
save money, get the church built, draw the faithful to
worship and draw all people to god. I like this design

I now reside in Australia but born and bred in Christchurch. Option 3
My family is still there. It is still home. I like option three
the best because to me it captures the spirit if the past
while embracing the future. I lived the old Cathedral but
recreating would be like building a shrine not a Cathedral.
All the best for your deliberations.
Option 2

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Even as an oversees visitor to Christchurch I find this is an Option 3
exciting design for a city in the throes of rebirth.
I do like this look and I think it is the best of the three
I do like the forward thinking and the "futuristic" look but I Option 2
options. New materials a new start but with the existing
think it may be too risky and date too quickly as so many of
traditional architecture. It would be nice to see extensive these designs do. It would have been good to see some
use of the old materials using the new building techniques sort of hybrid crossover design between this and the
now available as a blend of old city and new city to create traditonal design as a blend of traditional and ultra new
interesting architectural focal points. It would also be good retaining the old materials and extensively utilising in this
to see some sort of recycling of these exisiting materials
design."
from a standpoint that they have always been part of the
city and they "hold the history in their cracks". Also the
incorporation the exisitng cathedral materials along with
the"

4/04/2013 15:58

35 - 44

London

England

4/04/2013 16:22

25 - 34

Spreydon

Christchurch

Not for me. I think the city has changed so much for so
many different reasons that the main focal point of the
city, architecturally, should also reflect the change in the
make up of the city.

4/04/2013 16:30

25 - 34

Halswell

Christchurch

4/04/2013 17:04

55 -64

Hornby

Christchurch

Best option - done many times in Europe, cost can be
spread across current & future generations.
The orginal building looks good but I never thought it was
the most practical worship space. It lacks in some of the
ancilary features - eg childrens chapel and WCs. The
church's role is not to be a tourist attraction or the historic
places trust but to provide for the worship of god and the
ministry to the community. This is not the best option to
achieve that.

4/04/2013 17:31

35 - 44

Byrndwr

North west

While most of the CBD is being rebuilt a retention of our
past will be vital culturally and spiritually for Cantabrians. It
restore the Cathedral to what it was will maintain a link to
our past and allow us to move forward as the Catherdral
represents the heart and soul of our region. Even if it
takes 20 years to complete which is small compared to its
community value.

4/04/2013 18:20

45 - 54

Hei Hei

Christchurch

4/04/2013 18:23

15 - 24

Rangiora

Rangiora

would be wonderful to fully restore but costly and safety
standards could cause to much hassle and it would never
be totally the same again....
Take too long and cost to much just for a building

traditional is old school...why hang onto what doesnt serve is a wonderful idea as the building could incorporate
Option 3
anymore
elements for everyone and move with the times keeping
some elements of the past
the Cathedral was modern back in the day it was built, why Option 3
dont like it
cant it be rebuilt and be modern to this day in age ???

4/04/2013 18:42

55 -64

Spreydon.

Christchurch

4/04/2013 18:54

25 - 34

Woolston

Christchurch

Obviously there is history behind this option, but it is
outdated, ugly and not safe. It is also far too expensive.

This is just the old outdated design built with new
materials. Still the same old ugly building.

This is the best option. It will bring the city into the 21st
Option 3
century. When the rest of the city gets rebuilt, it will fit
perfectly with the rest of the contempoary design. It
doesn't take away the history of the old cathedral, but will
start a new history that Cantabrians will be talking about
for years to come. We now have a great opportunity to
update the city and start fresh. Lets build a great new
centre of our city, that the rest of the world will take
notice.

4/04/2013 18:55

45 - 54

St Albans

Christchurch

Why would you want to do this?

Nice, I like the interior

4/04/2013 19:08

Select
west melton
Age range

christchurch

Fantastic, best option but please make the design ageless
and not something that will quickly date. I especially like
the spire design.
A beautifull modern design we need to look forward,but
still remember the past

4/04/2013 19:14

35 - 44

Sydenham

Christchurch

4/04/2013 19:15

55 -64

ex Oxford

North
Canterbury

4/04/2013 19:20

Select
ngaruawahia
Age range

ngaruawahia

4/04/2013 19:21

65 - 74

Bal cairn

4/04/2013 19:22

55 -64

Rangiora

North
Canterbury
North
Canterbury

4/04/2013 19:30

35 - 44

Halswell

Christchurch

4/04/2013 19:33

35 - 44

Waitakere

Auckland

I was born and raised in Christchurch and the Cathedral is
part of my history and with many other important buildings
demolished in the city there is little left of what I knew of
Christchurch. The restoration of a place I always visited
when in the city is important for me to keep my heritage
and connection with Christchurch. Has anyone considered
restoring the main part of the Cathedral but adding a
contemporary spire? Keeping the heritage whilst at the
same time memorializing the significant event of the
earthquake.

I don't like the idea of totally replacing the historic
Option 1
Cathedral with a populist structure. I also do not like the
"cardboard cut-out" temporary Cathedral either. I think it is
tacky. But if a new design is warranted why not have a
competition to design a new Cathedral? "

4/04/2013 19:33

45 - 54

mt roskill

auckland

Still an attractive option. I am not really pleased with the Very beautiful but not really visionary.
way the option is presented highlighting defects.
Nonetheless my impression from worshipping in
Christchurch Cathedral and a guided tour through it is that
as building it did not work that well

Option 3
Really like the strong symbol of Mother and Child ... not
convinced by the box like construction in the nave. Still
seems to me rather conservative aping the gothic. I can't
see the point of the contemporary tower. I would rather
see a much more adaptable building with a facilities for
outreach to families, street people, tourism and tour
groups.

4/04/2013 19:34

55 -64

Tawa

Wellington

4/04/2013 19:36

25 - 34

Südvorstadt

4/04/2013 19:39

45 - 54

Strowan

Dresden,
Germany
Christchurch

4/04/2013 19:40

45 - 54

REmuera

Auckland

Second best option, cost can be spread across current &
future generations.
This option does provide better use of space than option 1
but visually it falls in a no mans land - not the detail and
tradition of the orginal and not the sweeping shapes, light
and drama of the contemporary option. Pretty blah
actually.

Option 1
This option continues to grow on me. Practical and
Option 3
efficient use of space. A design which looks airy and light
with some dramatic curves - could become as much of an
icon of the city as the old one was - and a unique icon, not
just a copy of a traditional english church. Will there be
covered access to the children's chapel and WC's?
Hopefully this design will be warmer/ more efficient to
heat than the original.
Option 1

Option 3

Option 3

Select Option

Option 3
Much too expensive - who is going to pay for this???
And it will take far too long to build. Definitely not an
option.

Cheaper than option 1, but still too expensive. If it could
be done for much less cost this option would do.

Love this design. It's modern, affordable and a statement. Option 3

Option 3

Looking backwards

Looking backwards with wood

Looking forwards

Option 3

Love it!! Beautiful, future focused, and cost effective.
Spare no expense. Can you really make a steeple look as
wonderful?

Option 3

This option will fit in with the rest of the heritage of
Christchurch, looks close to the orignal, but is cheaper
than the original restoration.

Option 2

I lived in Christchurch for ten years so feel able to make a
comment. The old cathedral building was nothing special
when you look at some of the beautiful old English
cathedrals still standing today. It was not even that
attractive inside. This is a great opportunity to crate
something new and really stunning. I think the architects
have done a great job with option 3 .

Option 3

I like this one the most

it reminds me to the "Frauenkirche" in Dresden

in the matter of the rebuilding and whats possible today." Option 1

No Move on

Dull boring and will be oppressive Adds nothing to the
wider cathedral square environs nor inspires a lead to
change the horrible cold scary place the square was prequake.

the best of the options . I would have liked to see other
Option 3
contemporary options to consider by perhaps requesting a
world wide concept competition. there are many examples
of magnificent architecture around the world inspired by
the recovery from devastation. One wonders why we have
pigeon holed ourselves with one contemporary option
from one CHCH based Architect. I mean no disrespect to
W & M but surely this was a unique chance to open our
eyes a bit wider than our own backyard

The old cathedral is a Christchurch icon, and as such
should be restored. It is the image of Christchurch that
everybody remembers. It was also a place that was visited
by lots of tourists. If Christchurch has nothing interesting
to look at, it will have nothing to draw tourists. People are
drawn to areas of historical interest and not to bland
centres which are boring to look at. Rebuilding a replica
cathedral is an important link to the past particularly when
so much of the historical character of the city has been
lost. Very poor cities in Europe managed to scrape
together money to rebuild

This is a very nice looking church, but was not what was
there before. I think that it is important to find the money
and replace something that looked as much like the original
building as possible.

This building is not an appropriate replacement for the
Option 1
original cathedral. It will do nothing for the city in terms of
being an attraction, and in the minds of the current NZ
populace it will just be a sad reminder of the earthquake
that destroyed the old cathedral

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

4/04/2013 19:40

45 - 54

Auckalnd

Auckalnd

4/04/2013 19:55

15 - 24

Marshland

Christchurch

This would be best if not for the cost concerns. If there
were a safe way to do this cheaply I would favour this.

This seems acceptable. Make it cheaper if possible.

PLEASE NO!!!!! Totally tasteless, not at all timeless and
Option 2
simply not Christchurch. Humanity has a great tradition of
rebuilding cities radically differently following disasters, like
London, Chicago etc, but building a Sydney Opera House
in the heart of the Garden City is just trying too hard to
prove this as a point. Change is good, but don't rub it in my
face.

Too disruptive

Too expensive

Best option

4/04/2013 19:58

65 - 74

Hornby

Christchurch

4/04/2013 20:01

55 -64

Stoke

Nelson

4/04/2013 20:10

15 - 24

Sydenham

Christchurch

4/04/2013 20:13

35 - 44

oxford

Oxford

4/04/2013 20:14

25 - 34

Sockburn

Christchurch

Christchurch

I haven't read any of the material on the design options,
other than the costs for rebuild. I like this design because
it reminds me of a waka, emerging and carrying people
forward into the 21st century and beyond. There are also
hints of the old structure in the architecture, taking
forward some of the foundations of the past.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Select Option

Option 3

Love this design. New

Option 3

i think this one looks like a cheap version of the original

i like this design and it would give christchurch a new look

Option 1

but involving Modern design to reflects today's society.
Being and Architect I think this building could be reserved
"AS IS " the look today but using modern glass/ steel to
embrace the old part ruins but building up the rest as part
of a new build that respectfully works with the building.
The Church should reflect the History and the Earthquake
is now part of an new Era. We should incorporate that in a
new build....not restore complete exact History....but
moving forward

incorporating the past yet embrac"

Option 1

This is my second choice. I like the fact that as many
materials will be used as possible. i love the wood and the
extra light it allows. I like how a wooden option pays
homage to original plans of the cathedral as being built in
wood and also feels warmer.

I love this design. Cathedrals have always been about
Option 3
providing inspiration and uplift to the soul - old cathedrals
were the cutting edge of architecture for their time. I think
this continues that tradition. The option to use what
materials can be used from the old cathedral but also
create a building that can serve the community going
forward in a way the Anglican church sees its future
mission and focus within the city. (I am not Anglican but I
believe that this is an important consideration for the
building - we as the public have an interest in the cathedral
but it is a 'working' bu

Old & Dead

Cheap option of the original

Support this Option, Fresh Start for Christchurch & make
it save

As much as the old Cathedral was a beautiful and iconic
building, the costs and lack of earthquake resilience mean
this option isn't very attractive or practical.

This redesign of classic Gothic architecture allows for the
a new building which retain much of the features of the
old Cathedral with modern interpretations and would allow
for a sense of continuty for both the people of
Christchurch and the visitors to the city. Since so much of
Christchurch CBD has been demolished and will be
completely remodeled it might be nice to retain a sense of
history and continuation within the Cathedral.

This design is great. However it seems at odds with the
historical character of the Cathedral and the CBD, and
some of the charm of the original building may be lost in
the process.

Option 2

The past is gone. Move with the future.

Option 3

Recognising and paying homage to the past from a
sentimental nostalgic perspective has its merits particularly
for the residents. Emotionally this will be a very popular
choice. However as cathedrals go in terms of
architecture, this is quite pedestrian in design. More like a
parish church in a suburb of a large city. Nice but
architectual not of any real note in my opinion. All around
the world there are examples of cathedrals that uplift the
soul, that inspire, that are passionate in their scale and
design. They create an emotional response, they engage
the worshipper in their fait

This is a terrible design. Trying to embrace the past with
the modern is alaways difficult and few designs pull this
off. This is not one of the few. You either recreate the
past or do something contemporary. It's one or the other.
This design does neither the past or the present any
justice.

This building design has passion, is uplifting, is joyess. it is Option 3
everything Option 1 is not. It could if the residents should
choose, see this building as representing and celebrating
new beginning, new opportunities, and new possibilities.
The question for the residents of christchurch do they
want to celebrate the past or the future? Whatever is
built here has to be very clear which camp they sit in.
Compromising with Option 2 will end up satisfying no one.
This is a very emotional decision and faith sits in the world
of emotions rather than the world of practical pragmatics.

The original cathedral represents christchurch and its
history
Neither Options has suggested the obvious of restoring
the Original Church

Like everyone I am very sad at the damage that the
cathedral suffered. however I feel that any large scale
rebuilding creates effectively a new building and a
restoration for me would not be the same cathedral so i
would rather have a building that shows an evolution in the
life of the building and the city.

4/04/2013 20:22

65 - 74

Linwood

4/04/2013 20:24

65 - 74

Waimairi Beach Christchurch

I would like to see the first option come into place

Option 1

4/04/2013 20:27

35 - 44

Redwood

Chch

4/04/2013 20:28

25 - 34

Mount Eden

Auckland

4/04/2013 20:32

45 - 54

Manukau

Auckland

4/04/2013 20:34

55 -64

Glendowie

Auckland

4/04/2013 20:34

45 - 54

waimauku

auckland

4/04/2013 20:37

Select
Papanui
Age range

Christchurch

The best option. We can keep our heritage with so much
of it already gone.

This design is better than option 3. It looks like a cathedral Disgusting. This building would look good next to the
Sydney Opera House but not in our square

Option 1

4/04/2013 20:37

45 - 54

Bryndwr

Christchurch

I have followed the debate regarding restoration very
closely over the last two years and like a lot of people in
Christchurch would like to see this beautiful building
restored to it's original glory. I have no interest in religion
but I feel this particular building is of huge importance to
Christchurch and can and should be restored. The
"Restore the cathedral trust" have my full support. The
Bishop does not!"

Not an option

Not an option

Option 1

4/04/2013 20:41

65 - 74

Diamond
Harbour

Banks Peninsula No. definitley not..we need to move forward. The old
cathedral is so badly wounded and a rrebuild would of
neccesity be a fake anyway.

Ok but really just the same as the old one but out of safer
materials

Definitely a breath of fresh air but personally I would have Option 3
like to see some of the ruins incorporated into a new
building. The ruins are a badge of honour and a memory of
the Christchurch people suffered and survived. Clearing it
away completely is like pretending the earthquakes did not
happen. In the rest of the world there is a history and
celebration of ruins. Why not here?

4/04/2013 20:44

35 - 44

Tauranga

Tauranga

I believe this is a significant undertaking that would reuse This appears to be a rather functional and modest option,
original materials and provide an educational/tourism
with the exception of the bell tower which shows a certain
amount of flair and celebration.
opportunity. That said I consider it to be a design that
suggests there was no earthquake and Christchurch wants
to be a 1800s city. I consider this option to be nostalgic
however not forward thinking.

This is my favourite option as it can reflect the community Option 3
now, and make a statement for the future of Christchurch.
I am bias towards institutional buildings that reflect the
cultural and social norms of the time. I particularly like the
pacific theme in the lines and what appears to be a haumilikeness. I'd suggest a narrower or taller structure, to be
more overt with the haumi, as the current wider version
appears less Maori. The relationship between beauty and
function will be important.

4/04/2013 20:51

55 -64

Papakura

Auckland

No. Loved visiting this, but restoring it feels wrong - it will No. My least favourite. If there hadn't been a cathedral
never 'feel' the same.
there before then this is a fine design. But attempting to
copy the original makes this feel like a plastic copy rather
than a masterpiece in its own right. This is a great design
for a cathedral to go somewhere else.

Yes. My favourite. It has clean, modern lines yet retains a
majestic look that one might expect of a cathedral.
Perhaps inside there could be a 'remembrance' to the
original cathedral. For example, some of the old stones
forming a picture frame around a pictorial & brief written
history of the original cathedral at its grandest, and the
post quake photos.

4/04/2013 20:57

35 - 44

Sawyers Bay

Dunedin

4/04/2013 21:03

45 - 54

Templeton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 21:06

55 -64

St Martins

Christchurch

4/04/2013 21:07

25 - 34

superb

4/04/2013 21:13

25 - 34

riccarton

town n country something old something new entwined together to
encompass the light
christchurch

4/04/2013 21:15

35 - 44

BROOKLYN

WELLINGTON

4/04/2013 21:17

55 -64

Avonhead

Christchurch

Option 3
Option 3

the most phoenix like

Option 3

Option 3

Option 3

I would love to see the Cathedral restored to its original
beauty but fear this is never going to happen.

Think this is fraught with cost escalation and time delay
risk

If it is decided not to restore our beautiful Cathedral then
the Traditional option would be acceptable and I would be
happy to contribute money towards this end. I think it
would work well and would be a suitable compromise. I
would love to see as much of the original Cathedral used in
the construction of a Traditional Cathedral

I think this design reflects the bright future of the city
instead of looking to the past.
I do not like the contemporary option at all and would not
be willing to give money towards it construction.

Option 3
Option 2

Option 3

Like this but happy to see a blend of Traditional and
Modern

More modern and it will reflect the new Christchurch as
the city is facing new changes in the rebulding process

Option 3

WOW!

Option 3

Like the main building, not sure about the spire, looks a bit Option 3
like a radio mast?

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
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SUBURB:
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OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
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4/04/2013 21:17

25 - 34

Chedworth

Hamilton

I like this the best. I think it communicates the ability to
This is a bit too ordinary. I think if it were built people
restore Christchurch to the way it was and serves as a
would try to visualize the old building behind it and might
touchpoint to Christchurch's history. By keeping this
be unsatisfied. The interior feels quite plain.
central iconic building in the same design, it serves as a
unique testament to restore something to its original state
while everything else can be rebuilt differently.
Christchurch will look different in the future. At least this
can be the same.

4/04/2013 21:24

45 - 54

halswell

christchurch

nice but why make a facsimile of the original when you can really???? its just not me.... I would like to think you do not Option 1
The loss of heritage buildings within Christchurch is too
stereotype me by my age group
significant to let this architectural lynch pin of the original have original solely by making the decision to do so
city to be lost. fundamentally its a real and practicable
option to save so it should be saved....... full stop, end of
discussion spiritually, all the aspirations articulated in the
new cathedral options are extant in the retention and
restoration of the old. the nuance of the aspiration differs
but the language and articulation through the architecture
of the old is the same the opportunity to stand closer to
the community of Christchurch through the retention of

4/04/2013 21:25

55 -64

Lyttelton

Lyttelton

4/04/2013 21:27

55 -64

Southshore

New Brighton.

4/04/2013 21:39

25 - 34

Rangiora

Rangiora

4/04/2013 21:45

65 - 74

West Melton

CHRISTCHURC
H

4/04/2013 21:50

65 - 74

Shirley

Christchurch

4/04/2013 21:56

55 -64

Fendalton

Christchurch

This is my least preferred option.

Would be OK with this one as a second choice .

Love it....I have actually been quite depressed at some of Option 3
the modern building designs that we are being shown for
the rebuild as I am quite a traditional person by nature so
was not hopeful that I would like a modern building for our
new cathedral but this one was fabulous.

4/04/2013 21:57

55 -64

Avonhead

Christchurch

While I grieve the loss of the Cathedral and the beauty of
the building prequake, I accept that the cost of restoring
the building is unrealistic. As an anglican I would like to
move forward with a building which is strong and will not
cause deaths in another quake especially if filled with
school children from St Marg, Christs College or Cathedral
Grammar

This is my preferred option. It links us with our past history
of the prequake cathedral as well as our history with the
early founders of Christchurch and Canterbury. It links us
with the style of Christchurch Oxford where many of our
early settlers had links. There is an initmacy about the
internal design which will allow quiet reflection with God
and and ability to sit and experience the peace of spirit. To
me this is important as it is the cathedral in the past which
has drawn me at times of national and personal grief. For
me it links me to the memories of my daughters and other
family me

While this design is striking and new for Christchurch, it
Option 2
doesn't have the same initmacy for worship that the 2nd
option has. It is completely new and doesn't link to our
history. While it will be a beautiful cathedral - it lacks the
soul of option 2. However it does make a statement in that
you feel the power of God. Option 2 I would feel the love
and intimacy of God.

4/04/2013 21:57

55 -64

Highfield

Timaru

4/04/2013 22:00

65 - 74

City

City

4/04/2013 22:03

35 - 44

North Beach

Christchurch

4/04/2013 22:07

55 -64

Mt Pleasant

Ch

4/04/2013 22:10

25 - 34

Addington

Christchurch

4/04/2013 22:11

65 - 74

Hillmorton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 22:13

55 -64

halswell

Christchurch

This is a nice design but I think would be more suited to a
brand new city or a good design for an entirely new
cathedral. It takes inspiration from the Sydney Opera
house or the Dubai Hotel.

Option 1

Option 2
This is my preferred option. It has in it elements of the old
yet also has the new. Represting the past, present. future.

Option 2

I think this option holds no merit what so ever. Its to
This option would be my second pick however I don't think
expensive and would take to long to complete. We have a the look fits with how the rest of the city will look.
unique opportunity to have a fresh start so we need to
take it.

This is the option I would prefer, its modern and will suit to Option 3
rest of the rebuilt city. Napier is famous for its art deco
and Canterbury will be famous for its contemporary
architecture. This is a cost and time efficient design and
will look stunning.

This option would be acceptable

The design is good the timeframe sensible and the cost
leaves money over for other areas.. Coventry were not
afraid to build a modern design and it is lovely. I would like
to see the bells rehung please
I think this looks absolutely tacky

Select Option

Option 1

It's time for a totally new look for the Christchurch CBD - Option 3
a modern Cathedral would be a good start. Love the
interior with the soaring beams, reminds me of the Sydney
Opera House. Suzie
I was surprised when I saw the three options for the
Option 3
rebuild of Christchurch Cathedral. I didn't expect a modern
building to be my favourite. I find the singing of the choir in
Christchurch Cathedral to be uplifting, adding to my
experience when worshiping there. Now there could be a
building that will also add to that uplifting experience.
There are any number of old Neo-Gothic cathedrals
around the world, do we really need another one.
Cathedrals have often been built to reflect contemporary
design. Shouldn't Christchurch do the same, after all it will
fit in with the modern rebuilt ci
Option 3
I like the look of the contemporary cathedral best. I like the Option 3
idea of similarity to praying hands as we ll as the look and
the lower cost & time to build. I attend weekly services at
an Anglican church
If you think it's feasible then it would be nice to restore it. I think this option is neither here nor there.
Only concern is whether it would still look good in 50
Option 3
years.
Quite unsuitable for the needs of a modern church. The
A significant improvement on option 1. However when
An imaginative and creative design. It speaks of new faith Option 3
only reason I can see for this option would be nostalgia.
80% of the rebuilt CBD will be contemporary buildings why and hope after the disaster we have been through. It ticks
Even if it can be earthquake strengthened to some extent put an imitation old building right in the centre, when the all the boxes in your design specifications. I hope you will
it would be difficult for people to feel safe in it in another opportunity exists to build something new and creative to have the courage to move ahead with this design and not
earthquake. I think it would be a retrograde step to choose express faith in the C21 rather than as it was in C19?
be held ransom to those who would like to relive yesterday
this option.
tomorrow.
Too costly

I like this option

I like the idea of a new up lifting Cathedral to draw people Option 3
in, Whilst I loved the old cathedral it is time for something
not so dower, I moved to chch about 12yrs ago and found
the cathedral lost amongst the tall buildings around it, To
me it looked sad even then. We need to look to the future,
A new building may draw in more young people??

4/04/2013 22:14

25 - 34

Redwood

Christchurch

JUST DO IT, its who Chch is!!!!!!

4/04/2013 22:22

55 -64

Leamington

Cambridge

Restore the APPEARANCE of the old Cathedral the same
way Disney builds Castles on the San Andreas fault. Steel
and Fiberglass to appear to be stone. Inside it is built to
appear how you wish... the bottom 2 meters of stone can
easily be reinforced/preserved to give the proper feel to
walls and support the rest. No, it isn't a perfect
restoration but it preserves the historic appearance of ,
and is vastly safer than, the original.

4/04/2013 22:29

75 +

Riccarton

Christchurch

Very fond of the old building, but the stated cost and
timeframe buts it out of the running

Neither fish nor fowl

The design looks clean, light, even inspiring. Hopefully the
result would live up to the potential of the drawing. It
would be good to includes some of the old glass and
fittings if it were practicable and suited the new design.
The scuplture tower looks a bit too removed from the
building?

4/04/2013 22:42

25 - 34

Burnside

Christchurch

This is the only option the Anglican church should consider
if it has any regard for parishioners and the city of
Christchurch. This is the one, the only true Christchurch
Cathedral. A place of worship to the one god.

This honors the heritage of the church, and the beliefs of
the city as they are expressed through architecture.
However the proportions are all wrong. The massive
oversize hall chamber is unwieldy and inelegant. The
church tower then looks too short by comparison. The
underlying concept is reasonable, but the architect should
be sacked.

This is offensive, it looks like a modern office block and not Select Option
a place of worship. The church (building) should truly
honor the heritage of the church, and be a place which
encourages worship to the glory of god. This option likes
like you would worship the glory of your tax return. Yuck !

4/04/2013 23:07

15 - 24

Beach Haven

Auckland

Not too keen on it after viewing the other two options

I like how it looks like the original yet it has a modern flare
to it. It's appealing design out of the three options.

4/04/2013 23:08

65 - 74

South Brighton Christchurch

Don't bother. It's not fit for purpose in the 21st century.

4/04/2013 23:10

45 - 54

Swannanoa

I didn't want to let go of this...I thought that it was the
heart of the city, and that it's history was too important.
But now I think its time to get practical: keep the
memories, but move forward and build something the
coming generations will appreciate.

Rangiora

DUMB

DUMB

Option 1
Select Option

Option 3

The exterior is Too contemporary for my liking considering Option 2
its a cathedral not an art exhibition centre. However the
inside looks outstanding! I like how the design captures all
the natural lighting from the outside.
I don't particularly like the truncated tower & the
This design is quite simply STUNNING. Masses of curves, Option 3
proportions of the front are not pleasing. The inside looks as in nature & the whole structure reaches skywards lifting
us to ethereal heights. The tower is an inspiration.
OK. I like the wood.
Whats the point of a mock version? Just a compromise
really

Yes, lets build something new and amazing, safe and
Option 3
suitable for its modern purpose, and the land it sits on - the
current generations won't forget what was, but will benefit
from a faster resolution.

REF
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4/04/2013 23:17

25 - 34

Sheffield

Central
Canterbury

My most desired option. This is the main building that
symbolises CHCH. Why does the quake mean everything
has to be new? Why can't we keep some old?

4/04/2013 23:19

55 -64

Rangiora

Christchurch

4/04/2013 23:30

35 - 44

Lyttelton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 23:30

35 - 44

Kaiapoi

Christchurch

Love it....Modern but still has the look of the old one...but Option 3
more in keeping with the times...
I really like this design. Having high quality accoustics is
Option 3
important to encourage a wider use of the space etc.
No we are getting a new city many of the older styles will like the look of the design, this would be my SECOND
DEFINATELY as we getting a new city and a design that
Option 3
be getting removed from the square and it may look out of option and the squarer front is good and the rose window, takes us forward looks amazing and still has the rose
place and I personally would not feel safe it not being
but again depends on what other older style buildings will window and partial tower to remind us of what we had but
completely removed and rebuilt to current building
be in the square
will fit with our new city and a new change for
standards
Christchurch as a whole will benefit all future generations
and show what designs were current at the time of this
tragedy and bring the church forward in line with the
future of the new christchurch

4/04/2013 23:34

55 -64

Burwood

Christchurch

4/04/2013 23:35

75 +

Riccarton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 23:42

35 - 44

Waitakere

Auckland

4/04/2013 23:45

25 - 34

Christchurch

Christchurch

4/04/2013 23:46

45 - 54

Woolston

4/04/2013 23:58

25 - 34

5/04/2013 0:02

65 - 74

Auckland
Central
Shirley

Christchurch

5/04/2013 0:05

25 - 34

St Johns

Auckland

5/04/2013 0:05

45 - 54

Lower Hutt

Lower Hutt

5/04/2013 0:06

45 - 54

Whataupoko

Gisborne

5/04/2013 0:07

35 - 44

bromley

chch

5/04/2013 0:08

15 - 24

Riccarton

Christchurch

5/04/2013 0:12

55 -64

Halswell

5/04/2013 0:14

55 -64

Aranui

5/04/2013 0:25

45 - 54

5/04/2013 0:26

Second favourite option.

No way. It is ugly. Could they not have come up with a
better contemporary design? As Hilary Barry said it has
similarities to those crusty dinghy book cases.

Option 1

This is an exciting concept - as we are going forward as a Option 3
new City with lots of new and exciting designs - this would
be perfect - this would be such an exciting building and
great for the City.
This is a 19th design based on either earlier concepts and Although in style it is very similar to option 1 being made in This is an exiting design and reflects a forward looking
Option 3
therefore is out of date. Also being made of the type of
a large part of wood makes it more appropriate for the
church moving strongly into the 21st and 22nd century.
stone it is made from it is inappropriate for a soft soiled
region. See the original plan for the cathedral which at the We need to remember the words of Rev. 21: "Then I saw a
seimic region. Unfortunately like a worn out child's toy we time was not accepted. Unfortunately being of a traditional new heaven and a new earth and the first earth had
have come attached to it, therefore many are reluctant to design it still gives the impression the church is looking
passed away." This design should appeal to theyounger
let it go. It would be the last of my choices by a long way. backward rather than forwards which it needs to do.
members of the church - the people it needs to appeal to
rather than older members like me. I support this design by
a long way. Some architects will criticise it

I don't see this as an option - I feel that the old Cathedral is Again I do like the concept of this but once again it is too
part of our past and we must look forward.
much like the original which is now to be left in the pages
of Canterbury history

I think the original building has served its purpose and
rebuilding would be like taking a step backwards. I
appreciate that some Christchurch people have strong
emotional attachment to the original building but even
after a rebuild it will not _be_ the original building.

I like the light interior (compared to option 1) but it's really I like the plan to keep some of the original materials. The
a pastiche of a pastiche (the original being Neo-Gothic).
layout encompasses both modern and developing liturgy.
Better than option 1, but in my opinion a compromise.
The best option to drive a forward-looking city
redevelopment. Like a phoenix rising from the ashes, a
symbol of the city throwing off the destruction of the
earthquake.

Option 3

Christchurch

to expensive, and not as safe as other options

beautiful.

Option 2

Auckland

Would be nice to have it as the original but is too costly
and takes too long
An irresponsible use of money. Why in the 21st century
should we look to a 19th century model of a medieval
original? All those massive pillars in the way of
engagement in liturgy.

Option 3
i really like this option

do not like this at all

Option 2
Boring. Those pillars are still in the way, if thinner.

Stunning! Why shouldn't we contribute something of
Option 3
ourselves to Christchurch's heritage? The only option that
creates a good liturgical space. And that, primarily, is what
the cathedral is about. This could help the spirit soar.
I think an updated design would be great for the city. It
would signify moving forward.

Option 3
Option 1

This is the one to go with nice light and refreshing. A new Option 3
scenery and look maybe whats required to get the younger
generation in to church life. Beside if all of Christchurch
was rebuilt in the modern era then given 60 or so years
Christchurch will become the Napier of the south island.
With the Cathedral at the center of it all.
No way

Option 1

Absolutely Beautiful. I think it represents moving on,
instead of dwelling on the past.
Looks great. Cheaper option. Quickest build.

Option 3

Christchurch

Please restore this church I have live in christchurch all my Only if you don't restore the original
life and I think is the only church that should be rebuild it is
christchurch and it will forever be
It shows a stubbornness of holding onto the past. The city Interesting but not impressive.
has evolved since the quakes. It's time to move on.
Far to expensive. Rebuild to long.

Option 3

CH.CH

We need the Cathedral to be restored to what is was.

Look like book ends

Option 1

Mount Victoria Wellington

Expensive, but the best option in my opinion. NZ doesn't Weird and sad - a fragile modern pastiche of Gothic
have many large, characterful old stone buildings, but this Revival. No no no.
is one of them. The cathedral means a lot to people all
over the country, Anglican or otherwise rebuilding/replacing it is not simply a matter for the
Anglican Church to decide on. If the building disappears, I
predict there will be considerable regret later on, after the
shock of the earthquakes has receded. In Europe, after
WW2, whole cities were rebuilt from the ground up (e.g.
Warsaw). Are we so mean, so limited, so barbarous, so
provincial that we can't even do th

At least this option has a certain intellectual and spiritual
Option 1
integrity, unlike Option 2. But it don't compare with Option
1.

55 -64

Ohoka (
previously
Merivale )

RD2

While it would be nice to go back to where we
A very nice interpretation of the original. Timing and cost
were...Nature has moved us on. The City needs a new
are negatives.
focal point for the future and looking back is not the
answer. Timing and costs are negatives. Given the
suffering Cantabrians have already endured, time is of the
essence to bring a Community back together again.

A wonderful

5/04/2013 0:27

55 -64

Burnside

Christchurch

I think it is time to move forward and while it would be nice
to use some of internal features and treasures from the old
cathedral e.g the organ, alter etc I don't think we need to
restore it.

this is a nice design and incorporates a lot of features of
the old cathedral but if you want something like this you
might as well restore the existing one. To me this is just a
cheaper option and not moving on.

I really like this design and think it would be exciting to
Option 3
have something like this in the centre of CHCH - I am sure
a lot of people would come to CHCH to see it. It also
allows people to move on and stop dwelling in the past. I
feel we have a great opportunity to build a new and
exciting city and it would be great if the Cathedral was
part of that.

5/04/2013 0:31

55 -64

Ilam

Ilam

Cost and safety rule out this option. Any replacement must
be built from the most modern and resiliant materials and
structural designs. Time period for estimated
reconstruction is not acceptable. While it is shame to lose
some heritage the over riding factor for any new building
in ChCh has to be safety followed by economics.
Strengthing of the old meets neither of these criteria.

Visually not as inspring as option 3 but certainly from a
safety point of view way ahead of option one. The
improved accoustics and line of sight design a definite
advantage over the old.

This option would get my vote for the following reasons.
Option 3
Internal line of sight and acccoustic improvements.
Improvement in range of facilities. Not sure about the
need for a massive bell tower. The design provides for a
modern and more visual appearance than option 2 and will
therefore "fit" with a new city. Safety from construction
with new designs and materials is a big plus particularly
over option 1 and marginally over option 2. Cost and
timeliness are big factors. This should be a safe and
comfortable place to worship in not to worship for itself."

5/04/2013 0:32

65 - 74

New Lynn

Auckland

Reading the news your church is going to spend 100
million plus on a new replacement church. Whilst its real
sad that the original church has be destroyed why spend
so much money when a moderate building could be built
for much less. I note that church leaders are always asking
for more funds to help the needy. It reminds me of St
Peters in Roma build from the blood of the poor so that
the cardinals could prance around in their refinery

5/04/2013 0:34

45 - 54

New Lynn

Auckland

Would be nice to see it restored but not really necesarry

5/04/2013 0:38

55 -64

Christchurch

Please restore our lovely cathedral back to its glory!

5/04/2013 0:39

35 - 44

Upper
Riccarton
Auckland
Central

Auckland

Option 3

Select Option

i think this is trying to hard to look like the old cathedral

I like the openess of the design and the lightness of the
tower.

Option 3
Option 1

This is a great option allowing a structure to be built that
works with present day and future thinking on space
arrangement, inclusive architecture and modern urban
planning principles. It is time to move forward and
generate a new landmark for the new look Christchurch.

Option 3

REF
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OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:
I quite like this style. It looks similar to the original yet has
it's own individuality to it. I am a Catholic, and believe that
it is your decision in the end what style and how you
decide to rebuild your Cathedral. My brother-in-law is
close to becoming an Anglican Priest, so am aware and
have heard through the media all that has happened with
your Cathedral. I feel sad that there has been such
negative feedback from much of the public regarding your
Cathedral. All the best with the decisions you decide to
make.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

5/04/2013 0:42

35 - 44

Russley

Christchurch

A very expensive option, and people's lives are more
important here than restoring it to it's original form if this
could endanger people's lives. The spire has come down in
previous earthquakes, and I wonder how those who were
in the square might feel when our Feb quake happened,
seeing the spire there, as it may remind them of that
devastating time.

5/04/2013 0:42

55 -64

Christchurch

Christchurch

5/04/2013 0:47

25 - 34

City

Christchurch

5/04/2013 0:51

35 - 44

Totara Vale,
North Shore

Auckland

Just move forward, put a nice picture of the old in a
Option 3
prominent place so it is remembered, and build as quick as
possible the inspiring contemporary option 3 and have
millions of tourists coming over to have a look.
Cost is a huge factor. Want a building where people feel
I like the fact this still has the old look but has new
As much as I love the old building the third option seems
Option 3
safe and although the building would be up to code, I think features to ensure more safety.
the best in my opinion. It's beautifully designed to not only
people need a little more than that. Was a beautiful
allow tower access again but is also still recognisable as
building, keyword was.
the Cathedral in a contemporary style.
I really don't see the point of this. If you're not going to be Go for it. Make a cathedral facility that reflects the needs Option 3
The old cathedral building had historic value, but did not
bound to a historic reconstruction, then then take full
of the modern church and community . I've always been
match its surroundings. Given the rebuilding of the city
advantage of the potential for a redesign.
fond of the Cathedral of Brasilia which has all that glass
centre around it - none of its near neighbours will be
and light.
reconstructed in anything resembling a historic manner, I
suspect, although very few may be repaired. Also my
memories of the old cathedral was that it was gloomy and
confusing. So sad that this is yet another piece of heritage
that will be gone forever, but I can't see how the immense
cost is justified. Contrast with the Frauenkirche in
Dresden, where despite the extensive contemporary
rebuilding after 1945, the

5/04/2013 0:52

25 - 34

Merivale

Christchurch

Option 3

5/04/2013 0:54

55 -64

Ryal Bush

Invercargill

Option 1

5/04/2013 0:55

55 -64

Ryal Bush

Invercargill

5/04/2013 0:55

15 - 24

Te Aro

Wellington

It's time to move on. Even though this was the main
building image of Christchurch, we are building a new city
for a bright futer. This cathedral is dark and dowdy ( I
know thats what the gothic style is) but the other options
pose a much brighter and uplifting image to the people of
chritchurch and NZ. Having been to Christchurch many
time, I never found the exterior truely inspiring but the
interior was, so aslong as that same feel stays. Why spend
a very large amount of momey on something to make it
look the same? when you could have something better

5/04/2013 0:58

65 - 74

Sumner

Christchurch

While it was a lovely building it really won't fit with the new Not terribly interesting
Christchurch

Total waste of time and money

Not too keen on this style, but as I said in my previous
Option 2
comments, that this is your Cathedral, and you as a Church
have the final say as to the style that you decide, and
those who don't like what you choose, will get used to it.
All the best.

Option 1
This is great as it keeps with the same style but just
improves upon the things I don't like about gothic
buildings. Itslighter, brighter and wooden! It is a shame it
would take so long to build, but would be worth it in the
end, more worth it than the restoration option. If you really
don't wan't a modern building, please chose this one and
not the restoration.

5/04/2013 1:00

55 -64

Mosgiel

Dunedin

5/04/2013 1:01

55 -64

ST Albans

Christchurch

WOOD,,,,, bahhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhh
My choice

5/04/2013 1:05

Select
Bridge Hill
Age range

Alexandra

I would like to see this one built as the previous one needs
to much work in restoration as this one would be built from
the bottom up and it's what Christchurch is now doing.We
can't go back but can go forward,to atke something you
have to give back don't you?

5/04/2013 1:09

15 - 24

Mairehau

Christchurch

5/04/2013 1:09

35 - 44

Spreydon

South
Christchurch

I don't think financially wise decision for the Diocese. We I love and hate this design. I love: a) The faithfulness to
have other parish church plant needing to be rebuilt, and the west side shape and form. I think this is very important
the significant fundraising efforts needed for this cathedral to a lot of people
would detract from the ability to raise funds from the
community for other projects. I have no issue with a 22
year rebuild. Most old cathedrals took generations to build.
It is importnant to give our best to God - is this still 'the
best'..??

5/04/2013 1:15

45 - 54

Glendowie

Auckland

I visited Coventry Cathedral in the UK over 30 years ago
and STILL remember how impressed I was with the
contrast of the new cathedral and the bombed remains
from the old cathedral. It felt like the building was
honouring both the old and the new; is it not possible to do
the same and combine Options 1 and 3 in Christchurch? I
have attached a link to Coventry Cathedral for your ease
of reference
http://www.historiccoventry.co.uk/cathedrals/newcathe
dral.php Best wishes Jean

5/04/2013 1:20

75 +

Wainuiomata

Lower Hutt

It will remain a treasured memory

5/04/2013 1:27

25 - 34

Linwood

Christchurch

5/04/2013 1:44

55 -64

Christchurch

This is by far the best option.

Looks a bit rinky dink

5/04/2013 1:46

45 - 54

Upper
Riccarton
Nelson South
but was
formerly of
Shirley

now in Nelson
but formerly of
ChCh

YES YES YES!!!! With everything else that has gone yes.
Cardboard temp is a wast of money. If after being bombed
and shelled medievil chuches in France (WWI) parts of
Itally, Germany & England after WWII can be rebuilt it is
very much possible and 22 year time frame seems like you
are trying to put people off and is questionable at best.

Doubtful a timber structure could be built as portrayed at
the same scale as portrayed within the budget given and
seems to be trying to draw pople in just because it is
portrayed as similar but cheaper. Dont go there!

5/04/2013 1:46

25 - 34

Sumner

Christchurch

5/04/2013 1:48

25 - 34

mairehau

christchurch

5/04/2013 1:52

45 - 54

Wigram

Christchurch

5/04/2013 1:53

65 - 74

Darfield

Darfield

This is beautiful and timeless, like the gothic building you
Option 2
would not have to worry about this dating. Congratulations
to whoever designed this. It does whole heartedly take on
the past building in bringing factors through to carry on
the tradition of being Christchurch's prized cathedral. I
would be happy with either this option or the traditional.

Can't quite see clearly what is behind the facade but I am
very impressed with the frontage. It is lighter, brighter,
spectacular and more in keeping with what future
Christchurch will be.
A new modern building for a new modern Christchurch.
This would have been my choice if I had liked the design
more - I don't particularly like the whalebone looking arch

Option 3

Option 3
Option 2

Option 2

I feel that the restoration of the cathedral is unrealistic and Option 3
would demonstrate an unwillingness to let go of the past,
and I feel very similarly about the option of retaining the
traditional design. The contemporary design is stunningly
beautiful, and would represent a new, post-quake era in
Christchurch's history. It would symbolise that, while the
old city is gone, a new city is rising. I feel like we are often
too eager to hold onto past comforts, and too reticent to
accept change. The contemporary design accepts and
embraces what has happened. The traditional design would
do a dis
as representative of "the cathedral" b) The upgrade of the Select Option
west side to more lighting and entry points c) the
retention of the rose window d) The large wooden beams
and columns and high gothic look and feel e) The stain
glass windows behind the alter f) the nave area g) Similar
look and feel internally to the old

Option 3

but I do not think it a good idea to go for complete
restoration. Even a "tradition-based" church must move
forward."
Something that looks good and will be built in the next year Modern but tradition is good
to two or three, not when I'm in a retirement home.

Oh! No! please not!!!! A half-baked attempt to please the
ultra-traditionalists? No! I think not!

Option 3

Something that is unique and defines (or will do) of
Christchurch in the future. Remember we want our
tourists back in the city again.
Flash harry...for Auckland

Option 3

Option 1

Definately NO with so much heritage lost this is an insult. Select Option
Our historic family church Avonside was lost but grounds
have been left a mess and only God knows what is to
become of it. Should have in the very least with Avonside
left the foundation line and floor as a place of
contenplation but no its a clay mess!!! Parents ashes are
intered there and because of the state of it not a place I
like to go when in town now. With only 1 in 4 or so parishes
being rebuilt, the under insurance of cathederal should be
partly covered.
Option 3
Quick and cheapest. Gets the city growing/moving
quicker. New tourist destination adds to new demand for
hotel beds/restaurants/retail etc. New version of
Cathedral for previous "original Cathedral" tourists to view.
Looks like a building you would see in Melbourne or New
York. Looks like a design that would not become
outdated."
Option 3

Love this as it remembers the past with an eye on the
future
This design suits both young and old and while
acknowledging the earthquake through its improved
design does not rob us of our heritage. It allows us to
benefit positively from the opportunity to rebuild.

Looks very light and airy - also nice.

Option 2
Option 2

REF

CATHEDRAL
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5/04/2013 1:54

35 - 44

Rangiora

North
Canterbury

Too expensive, too long and backward looking.

OK, but still expensive and makes no statement about the
Church or the city.

5/04/2013 1:58

15 - 24

Ilam

Christchurch

All the same. Wouldn't be bad

but doesn't inspire me. Let's not just hold onto the past

5/04/2013 2:03

65 - 74

Parklands

Christchurch

5/04/2013 2:06

65 - 74

Ilam

Christchurch

5/04/2013 2:11

35 - 44

waitarere
beach

levin

5/04/2013 2:16

65 - 74

Westmorland

Christchurch.
8025

5/04/2013 2:17

55 -64

Northwood

Christchurch

5/04/2013 2:22

15 - 24

Avonhead

Christchurch

Whilst the former Christchurch Cathedral was a uniting
feature of our city both in a religious and symbolic sense,
the restoration of it to its original image does not respect
the events of the past few years of the opportunity that
has arisen to portray Christchurch in a forward thinking
light. It detracts from the huge change that Christchurch
residents have undergone and how we have emerged as a
new, changed people.

This Cathedral, although respecting the history associated
with the Cathedral seems to be an almost downgrade of
its predecessor. Using an identical architectural style yet
less grand materials makes this Cathedral looks transitory.
Given that this is an opportunity that will only come around
once, it is essential that the new Cathedral is something
spectacular and forward thinking, not mediocre and
dwelling on the past.

This Cathedral retains some of the key and recognisable
elements of the original Cathedral yet mixes them with
modern and innovative ideas. Retaining what elements
were most important to making the original Cathedral a
recognisable landmark yet revitalising all aspects of the
previous design will encourage this as a place for worship
and both national and international visitation. This is an
opportunity which only comes around once and thus it
must be capitalised upon by building an original, modern
and memorable landmark and place of worship that will
stand the test of time; a building such a

5/04/2013 2:25

35 - 44

South
Guildford

Perth, Western
Australia
(formerly lived
in Christchurch
CBD)

The beautiful old Cathedral has been lost and should
another massive earthquake strike the city the cost to
restore such a beautiful building & make it earthquake safe
would probably outweigh the cost of creating something
entirely new and equally as beautiful. What's been lost has
been lost.

This design seems to be a poor attempt at re-creating
what was lost. Its still a very beautiful, traditional, building
but if your going to re-create the Cathedral then do so in a
way that celebrates the new but still retains the majesty of
the building.

This is my favourite design. Completely new and fresh, still Option 3
beautiful and reverent. Its still a place where one could
worship, contemplate or simply sit in the square and
admire (something I miss). This design would signify a
new birth, the new Christchurch, not something that harks
back to what's been lost.

5/04/2013 2:30

45 - 54

Summerhill

Palmerston
North

I love the history and purpose of the building, its beautify
structure. I admire the community's devotion to God and
place Christchurch Cathedral has had in all our hearts.
However, while I would love to see the 'old renewed' I do
not believe that this sort of financial burden should be
placed on the church or the community.

5/04/2013 2:31

35 - 44

WALTHAM

5/04/2013 2:32

65 - 74

Riccarton

5/04/2013 2:36

45 - 54

Hei Hei

CHRISTCHURC A POINT BACK TO OUR PAST, A BUILDING RISING UP
H
TO INSPIRE AND AN ICONIC STYLE. WITH ALL THE
LOST HERITAGE THIS IS ONE BUILDING THAT SHOULD
REMAIN THE SAME.
christchurch
no Feel this is too time consuming and sad as it is to see
the cathedral go we need to move on
Christchurch
I believe the restoration will not be safe and will not stand This I believe is the best option - It is traditional - similar to
the test of time for when the next big earthquake
the previous one but new and exciting and SAFE
hits....even if is another 150 years or so from now

5/04/2013 2:37

75 +

Riccarton

Christchurch

The option I favour least. It is far too expensive, and the
Option 3
A nice concept, but it seeme to me that it is a compromise The top option in my opinion. For too long, Christchurch
time to complete is far too long. The Square should have building.
has been seen as an ultra conservative city. This is a great
opportunity to help cahnge that attitude. Its design is clean
an iconic cathedral as soon as possible for obvious reasons.
and attractive, and is the sort of building that should
attract worshippers, tourists, and the general public.

5/04/2013 2:38

45 - 54

Northwood

Christchurch

5/04/2013 2:42

75 +

Avonhead

Christchurch
8041

We will never return to what we had previously & I
Option 3
favourcontemporary designs for our city.
The best option in my view as remedying the
The existing building had some serious limitations including Some of the disadvantages of (1) are remedied in this
Option 3
limited space for staff, no children's area, lack of clear
version and the - presumably timbered interior - less
disadvantages alluded to above. BUT: (1) where will
sightlines from some parts, and lacked a welcoming aspect 'heavy' than in no. 1. The addition of ancillary buildings is a refreshments be served after services etc; (2) has
towards the Square. On the basis of the information
marked improvement. But it is a bit of 'neither one nor the consideration been given to sloping the floor as in Holy
other' and it retains the Victorian Gothic style which, itself, Trinity Cathedral, Auckland - very successful there for
supplied it would be the most expensive option and the
was a harking back to idealised notions of medieval Gothic. concerts etc. (3) the cheapest option but can it be
hardest to develop with utmost seismic safety.
realistically financed not just in the first instance but in the
longer term?

5/04/2013 2:47

35 - 44

Sumner

5/04/2013 2:52

25 - 34

bromley

Christchurch
Canterbury.
christchurch

5/04/2013 2:55

25 - 34

Papanui

Christchurch

5/04/2013 3:08

35 - 44

Opawa

Christchurch

no

5/04/2013 3:10

65 - 74

Somerfield

Christchurch

Too expensive, will take too long, & we still have an OLD
Cathedral. Gosh I'll be nearly 90 when construction is
finished. The Bishop will be long gone!

5/04/2013 3:15

45 - 54

Avonhead

Christchurch

Waste of time and money

5/04/2013 3:20

35 - 44

linwood

christchurch

5/04/2013 3:30

45 - 54

Sumner

CHCH

5/04/2013 3:30

Select
Akaroa
Age range

Banks Peninsula

5/04/2013 3:35

65 - 74

Rangiora

Rangiora

Great design. For the future, yet retaining elements of the Option 3
original in a light and airy space. Least expensive and would
be completed in the best timeframe. I believe this would be
the best thing for all concerned parties, and appreciate the
chance to have my say.

we have an opportunity to create a new landmark to be
recognized globally
As much as I loved the old cathedral and the memories it Good impression but doesn't have the same feel as the old I like the way the light shines in. It gives a sense of
radiance and hope. Pleased to see the rose window
held I believe it is time to move on. Also too expensive and cathedral.
incorporated in the design
will take to long to build.
Too expensive and the Church is bound to spend its
Nice, a good idea and would be very functional, but it
Magnificent and contemporary - a wonderful design that
money wisely and prudently given the widespread
doesn't lift the soul as the contemporary option does.
ticks all the boxes. However
destruction of its property. A bit ho hum. It says two
things: Christchurch is not a progressive city because all
we can do is restore and ancient monument. And,
secondly, the Anglican Church is not spending its money
wisely.

Option 3
Option 3

Option 3

The 3rd option looks like it has been copied from the
Option 2
design of the Sydney Opera house. I think it would be
confusing to tourists.
Option 3
We both chose this one as we feel it represents looking
forward to the future and will be a marvellous attraction
for locals and visitors alike. We also feel it will be a Blessing
and a Glory to the Lord.
The only protest rally I have attended in my life, was
Option 3
against the demolition of the cathedral. However, having
now seen the preliminary design for a new cathedral, I've
changed my view. It looks stunning, and retains some basic
elements of the original. (An earlier release of that design,
may have avoided some of the controversy) :)
Option 3

It is time to place our faith in the present, looking forward. Option 3
The history and imagery of the current bulding will remain,
like its predecessors. We can not afford to let financial
burden constrain future generations. Our spiritual heritage
needs to be first. Mock-up is 'edgy' and current presumable technology allows for easier and quicker
construction.
#NAME?

Option 1

love the look and though I am older feel we must move on Option 3
.....YUCK......its horrible looking - Not what a cathedral is
supposed to look like

Option 2

Option 3
would be nice but due to the cost and length of time
probably wont happen
This is the option that needs, to happen. The entire point
of a prestige heritage building is that it be full of history.

best option in my opinion to keep the cathedral where
used to
There is such an overlap in the cost and time estimates
that I don't see a benefit to this option, it could well end up
costing more than a restoration.
no

no way might as well make a container church!

Too boring

Excellent - perhaps explore other contemporary design
options too - soon it too will become a real focus for
visitors

Option 2

I kind of dig the design, but if you're putting something
Option 1
completely new there, it might as well not even be a
cathedral.
YES! I love that it has curves, soft like hand in prayer, no
Select Option
matter the religion.
Also expensive, but somewhat visionary. Quite a long time Visionary.........it will be an iconic focus for the CBD. It will Option 3
be worthwhile asset to the centre of Our City. Tourists will
to construct.
flock in their 000's to see this building. Costwise is good,
also the time to construct. Don't let the contract to
Mainzeal! I want to be around to see the completion.

i think this option will be the best
Saftey issue here. already had $6 ,000,000 spent to
Ho Hum.
equake proof and it failed . We need a new structure
which is safe and suited to this side of the world .Would
you feel safe in a restored catherdral in another big quake .
? I dont think so .This is not England , its New Zealand ,
heavy stone buildings dont suit the geography and now is
the right time to build a new safer structure .

Option 3

Option 2
Elegant and inspirational its a good move and a safe one
Option 3
being built from wood .why spend 19 billion on a city and
have it look the same . Lets rise from the ashes and do
something new , exciting and safe . Nice design .New city .
New era . New prosperity .New energy . Secondly its cost
effective which means more money for the parish . The
Anglican church is not simlpy one building , the new design
retains funds for other important theolgical and community
work.
I am strongly in favour of the contemporary design,
Select Option
however with one comment. I do not believe that the
cost of the tower is justified. I believe that a much more
effective 'tower' could be generated by using laser lighting.
Such a tower would be spectacular day and night and
could be taller than any other building in the CBD

Too expensive - too conservative

A poor compromise

YES. This would be a spiritual uplift. A beautiful building.
Option 3
Will blend with the rebuild. Cheaper and faster. If you dont
believe how spiritual modern can be go to the LA Catholic
Cathedral - stunning

REF

CATHEDRAL
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5/04/2013 3:36

65 - 74

Heathcote
Valley

Christchurch.

Feel this is not an option. Costs and timelines way to high
and completion date far too long.

This is my preference. Has a good mix of traditional and
modern. Would not be out of place in Cathedral Square.

Not adverse to this at all. Very good going forward into
the future

Option 2

5/04/2013 3:37

55 -64

Barrington

Christchurch

I am not a Christian so only went to the cathedral as a
tourist or to listen to music. I found the building dark and
pokey with poor accoustics and limited sightlines. The
cathedral did not link well to life in the square, and the
tower was associated with suicide attempts.

A compromise

Clearly a religious building but open, welcoming, attractive, Option 3
part of the flow of life in the city. A building people outside
the Anglican community can admire and be proud of, it
presents as less exclusive than the original building.

5/04/2013 3:42

45 - 54

St Albans

Christchurch

Too expensive. Too slow. Too much risk of cost blow outs A copy of a copy. Why ? We need originality.
and also further damage. Well known & recognised - but
not great architecture/design anyway.

Attractive. Usable. Cost effective. Less risk of cost
blowouts. Original. Uses some historic elements.

Option 3

5/04/2013 3:42

15 - 24

Riccarton

Christchurch

Seems like a waste of money and time

at least go for "traditional". Coming from the "youth" age
range

I don't see much point in this."

Option 3

5/04/2013 3:43

15 - 24

Avonhead

Christchurch

5/04/2013 3:45

25 - 34

Rangiora

North
Canterbury

Way too expensive and doesn't seem a viable option

5/04/2013 3:49

65 - 74

harewood

christchurch

This would be my second choice - I do like the concept of Like! Although I would question the art and icons inside as Option 3
represented in these pictures..we probably should be going
the old image with new material
for less icons
I fully support the idea of building a contemporary
Select Option
cathedral. I think the passage of time since the earthquake
we've moved on and need something that symbolizes the
future. Love the design. Do the acoustics work?

5/04/2013 3:51

55 -64

Hei Hei

Christchurch

No, it just represents a wasted opportunity

Poor option but better than restoration.

5/04/2013 3:54

45 - 54

Addington

Christchurch

This is a golden opportunity to have a lovely contemporary Option 3
designed cathedral that will play its part as a centre of faith
in the Church and the city.
Option 3

5/04/2013 4:03

25 - 34

Bromley

Christchurch

I like this design!!

Option 3

5/04/2013 4:06

35 - 44

merivale

Christchurch

5/04/2013 4:08

25 - 34

Christchurch

Christchurch

Too long and too expensive

Love it

Option 3

5/04/2013 4:11

45 - 54

Halswell

Christchurch

5/04/2013 4:12

15 - 24

Avonhead

Christchurch

Option 3
I think this option will give Christchurch a sense that we
are moving on and it looks great and the most important of
all - its the cheapest!
I think it could be good to restore an aspect of the original I don't understand why you would build a completely
I think a contemporary design is the most practical and
Option 3
cathedral- but as a sign of respect to the past rather than traditional cathedral when you have the opportunity to do exciting option for the new cathedral. Any design will draw
restoring the whole cathedral which is completely
something new and innovative that will tie in with the new on ideas from other buildings and so will have an aspect of
tradition which is positive as it reflects the nod to tradition
unpractical.
city that it is going to be a feature in.
of the Anglican church. But why not design something
monumental in a contemporary context that will fit in with
the city around it and last the next several hundred years,
something that will last the test of time and still be an
incredible building for generations just as the old cathedral
was.

5/04/2013 4:24

15 - 24

Bryndwr

Christchurch

5/04/2013 4:25

25 - 34

ouruhia

Christchurch

5/04/2013 4:27

45 - 54

Linwood

Christchurch

5/04/2013 4:27

25 - 34

New Brighton

Christchurch

5/04/2013 4:31

15 - 24

Saint Albans

Christchurch

5/04/2013 4:31

75 +

RD3 LEESTON RD3 LEESTON I would have difficulty in justifying the cost and time frame. Not an option - its just another form of the current with
Also believe that the old cathedral is not conducive to
some of the restrictions to modern worship removed.
modern worship requirements.

I like the look of this proposal and can see it being an asset Option 3
to the City and an affordable efficient space for today and
future worship. I do wonder if the bells will still be used tower looks as if it is not intends to have the bells in it. I
like the use of timber construction.

5/04/2013 4:32

45 - 54

Newton

Auckland

This Church structure and its Architectural style has had
its time. If it is decided not to restore it? It will still have a
life living in peoples memories. It does not need to be
rebuilt to be remembered. I do not not think it's structure
will serve the publics needs in todays time as well as the
newer architectural design proposals.

It is good it is sustainable proposed architecture, and
serves better than the old Cathedral- the public needs of
the space and its use. Bit I do not find it inspiring.

This contemporary architectural proposal is my favorite. It Option 3
looks really great, and inspirational as a structure. I like its
scale. This is an opportunity for Christchurch to have a
really innovative and exciting piece of architecture. Worth
coming as a tourist to Christchurch to see it when it is
built. It is original, sustainable and economical, and most
importantly inspirational.

5/04/2013 4:37

15 - 24

Mount
Pleasant

Christchurch

I see the restoration option as the best way to utilise the
cathedral for the Anglican Church's mission in
Christchurch. Because of the strong sentimental
attachment felt by Cantabrians and its symbollic power
this has given the Anglicans (notably through the Rt Rev.
Victoria Matthews and the Rev. Peter Beck) a
considerable public voice in civic matters and particularly in
the aftermath of the earthquakes. The strong affinity felt
towards this building by citizens, whether for its beauty,
history, or some other reason, has proven to give the
Church influence. If the diocese wishes to rebuil

I think this option achieves what I outlined above, but to a
lesser extent. I recall the design in the Press (was is Sir
Warren Mahoney?) who proposed something similar,
which apparently was the Cathedral's original plan, in
would, and larger. It could work and still attract
considerable global funding, though doubtless to a lesser
extent than the ambitious project of restoration. So yeh
the traditional design / some of Sir Warren's design could
prove a good compromise if necessary.

Option 1
There's a lot of contemporary architecture that is
revolting. This is not one of them. I was truly impressed by
the design of the Cathedral and certainly felt this could
invoke those same emotions one felt in the old Cathedral;
being in awe and reverence of the majesty of God. It could
certainly prove to be a place of beauty, worship, civic life,
and prayer. I loved the incorporation of the Rose Window
too. The only thing which struck me as wholly out of place
was the proposed spire...might need to give that one a
rethink! I would imagine funding initiatives would be least
successful

5/04/2013 4:38

15 - 24

Lyttelton

Christchurch

It was such an iconic land mark, if we are able to restore
the original structure that would be my first choice of
options.

5/04/2013 4:45

65 - 74

Avondale

Christchurch

I think the wooden design looks nice and clean and I would I think the "contemporary" design will become outdated."
much rather it to be restored from wood than to be a new
design.
A wonderful new design for a new city - go for it!

5/04/2013 4:46

65 - 74

oxford

oxford

too traditional! Besides - why replace what was there?

goes half way! Bricks and mortar don't make a cathedral!

5/04/2013 4:47

25 - 34

Rangiora

North
Canterbury

This option is obviously attractive, but likely expensive. I
suspect the damaged churches in the Diocese need the
help.

I really like this one--respectful of what has been, but
looking forward and upward. I prefer this option.

5/04/2013 4:51

25 - 34

Avondale

Christchurch

5/04/2013 5:00

15 - 24

Halswell

Christchurch

5/04/2013 5:04

55 -64

North New
Brighton

pegasus

Sad, would love to retain it, but maybe too risky given the
risk of further quakes.

5/04/2013 5:13

55 -64

Avonhead

Christchurch

A relative of mine was the clerk of works for this building,
never the less I am prepared to let it go. I am a brass
musician and have performed here on many occasions
with the Skellerup Woolston band, Addington band and
2nd Canterbury Regiment. Not that great acoustically.
Obviously requires a lot of money to put it right. The
millions spent restoring and strengthening would be best
used in christian out reach. We live in a lost world and
delays in rebuilding this are excessive.

Even at its very best it will always feel like a relocated
home.

Using modern building techniques and products would
Option 3
produce a superior building, acoustical and practical instead
of the rabbit warren of underground rooms shoe horned
onto the site that existed in the old building.

5/04/2013 5:27

25 - 34

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

Time to embrace what has happened and move foward

it will just as great.... But different. The same should be
said of the cathedral!"

5/04/2013 5:48

55 -64

Harewood

Christchurch

No

not trying to recreate it exactly. The eq's happened and
will be written into history books as will the "old "
cathedral. Chch will never be the same
I like the wood frame inside but otherwise don't like the
option

Option 2

Option 3
Also too long

Time for a change

This is a wonderful mid-range between the original
Cathedral and the proposed contemporary Cathedral. I
would find this inviting, welcoming, and it holds the sense
of familiarity to the original Cathedral. It's definitely the
best option of the three.

Don't like this one at all. I think it doesn't hold any of the
original roots and looks more like an opera house than a
place of Christian worship.

Our family love this design

Option 3

Too expensive to restore former glory.

Too fade design especially timber based structure.

This is the best option has been satisfied and met our
image to fit in, Just right.
Lets look to the future!

Option 3

It would be nice to have the old cathedral back, but it
doesn't seem like something Christ would like when there
are people who are hungry and need to be clothed.

This is a cool design, but once again wwjd. A place

Option 3
Looks like it would be a place of warm and happy
fellowship. It's modern and looks inviting as well as cultural
which I feel Christchurch lacks a lot of. A new design
would help set in the change of being a new Christchurch.
The earthquake changed us, it made us look to our
neighbours and offer support to one another. I don't want
Christchurch to go back to the way it was.

Option 2

Option 3

Option 1

Option 3

fandtastic! Spacious/airy/bright and a NEW concept!
Select Option
Well done
This looks like the MDF and glass barn that is Auckland
Option 2
Cathedral. The altarpiece is too ostentatious, and even if
quality materials are used (a must: God deserves better
than jib board and cut glass) it risks being a white elephant.
Kinda hate it.

I think a new building would be great, one that can be used Option 3
for all the activities and needs of the congrigation
Select Option
This is my favourite of the three, just an extremely tasteful
and beautiful design that bridges old and new in both
design and materials. A timeless design.
Love it - combines the old and the new, retaining some of Loathe it - looks like the bow of a sinking ship. Looks
Option 2
the old, and restoring with new materials
cheap and tasteless, and I believe it is a cheap cop out:(

Option 2

Yes I think this is best - maybe a bit more wood inside and Option 3
less glass.
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5/04/2013 6:04

55 -64

Melbourne

Australia

As a Cantabrian who has worshipped and preached in the
Cathedral I prefer this option it is the heart of our beautiful
city and it must be restored as the heart of the city and
the place of God rising from this natural disaster.

Option 1

5/04/2013 6:15

45 - 54

Melbourne

Australia

This cathedral was the standout feature of my trip to NZ. Please don't do this, it would be a sad little reminder of the If you can't restore to the original, then go for something
completely different like this.
It was one of the most emotionally moving buildings I have one we lost.
ever been in. NZ and the rest of the world deserves to
have this symbol of your wonderful city fully restored.

Option 1

5/04/2013 6:38

25 - 34

Mount Cook

Wellington

Please restore our Cathedral. I am a child of Christchurch,
born there schooled and started my career there and I will
die and be buried there. I may not be an Anglican but I feel
deeply connected to the Cathedral which has watched
over my home as long as I have lived. I wish to show my
young nieces and nephews and maybe even my own
children if I choose to have them the beauty we still have
and that is internationally known. Please give this back to
Christchurch. We have lost so much. We need this to
remain the key building in the centre of our city.

Option 1

5/04/2013 6:53

45 - 54

Linwood

CHCH

The cathedral is an intrinsic icon of Christchurch. Just
check out the internet for tourist material or the CCC's
icon on their vehicles, website etc. It was a symbol of a
succesful development of a new city for our forebearers.
Where is the respect for them? Why do we need to have
it done ASAP. The magnificent cathedrals of Europe
wouldn't exist if there builders had been so shortsighted.
What about the ancient monuments of Greece and Italy.
Are we still envious colonials wanting to make our mark
with a shiny new cathedral that hardly anyone outside of
the congregation will feel connect

Select Option

5/04/2013 6:57

15 - 24

West Melton

Christchurch

Option 3

5/04/2013 6:59

25 - 34

St Albans

Christchurch

This is bold and brave, exactly the kind of architecture that Option 3
I believe this no longer represents Christchurch, where it's This is quite beautiful, internally looks stunning. If a
going, what it's about and what it's been through.
compromise on the old is needed, this is very well pitched. inspires - challenging and awesome.

5/04/2013 7:00

75 +

Oxford

North
Canterbury

Will people feel safe to use the Cathedral as wqe would
want it to be used? we would rather just keep the
memories we have as memories.

Just digging up the past.

The one we prefer. A new style for a new age. It looks
Option 3
open, light and inviting. AND added advantage of price and
time to be ready for use. It gladdens the heart to look at it.
A great eye-catcher and statement of being Christ's
Church in the city.

5/04/2013 7:12

35 - 44

Sydney

Australia

Although the restore option would mean having the
Cathedral as it was when I was living in Christchurch, it
would not be the same as the city has gone through so
much with the earthquakes. There have been so many
changes so it is time for a change with the Cathedral.

I do not find this design inspiring at all. The traditional
option is a safe option but quite bland.

I find the contemporary design very exciting. As a
previous Christchurch resident, I think the contemporary
design offers a breath of fresh air and will signify new
growth. More importantly, it will show the world that
Christchurch has recovered and become stronger as a
result of the quakes.

5/04/2013 7:24

35 - 44

Merivale

Chch

Of the three presented this is the only option which
achieves anything positive for the Christchurch and
Canterbury community spirit and international reputation.
As proposed (100% essentially perfect restoration), the
costs are unnecessarily high and some intelligent
compromises should be made in a final project to allow
cost savings and increased function. A recent proposal in
the Press to return toward the pre-original wood design
and the proposal by Marcus Brandt to retain the essential
character of the building without being religiously wedded
to exacting detail should be considered furth

I find this option revolting, largely on the grounds of total
and needless disconnection with the admirable spirit and
courage our founding ancestors. This connection remains
valuable and should be cherished. As illustrated it is also
ugly to my eye. While proudly born and bred in
Christchurch, this option would make me ashamed to
continue living here.

I find this option revolting, largely on the grounds of total Select Option
and careless disconnection with the admirable spirit and
courage our founding ancestors. This connection remains
valuable and should be cherished. While proudly born and
bred in Christchurch, this option would make me ashamed
to continue living here. By all means build this somewhere
else and allow the people of Christchurch to retain the
singly most important and now one of remarkably few
connections to our history.

5/04/2013 7:35

25 - 34

Mt Pleasant

Christchurch

5/04/2013 7:45

25 - 34

greenlane

auckland

and instead of restoring the building and having something Option 1
I think the Cathedral should be restored. I don't even think it's a no-brainer (even from us "unchurched"). Very
we should have to vote to save it
disappointed with the whole approach the Anglican church to look forward too
has taken since Sept. The Cathedral has and is the heart of
our city
best option
Option 3

5/04/2013 8:02

55 -64

Marchweil

Timaru

5/04/2013 8:16

45 - 54

waipukurau

Waipukurau

5/04/2013 8:16

45 - 54

cracroft

ChCh

It is what it is. a no surprises restoration albeit expensive. I
am a big heritage fan and would like to see time and effort
put in to a restoration of significant buildings. I have been
appalled at the carte blanche approach to demolition and
the thinly vieled justification behind the process. However i
do not think this cathedral warrants the time and expense .
It's not particularly architecturally outstanding and more of
a synbol of old christchurch.It says that the church blongs
in the past and will be regarded as an ol memorial ( as its
denomination is also in danger of doing) Its the

5/04/2013 8:29

25 - 34

Fendalton

Christchurch

This option is too expensive

I really like the fretwork in the spire.

I really like this option. I like that it reminds me of the past
but in a new form. I like the curved 'hands'. It seems like a
building that has originated from NZ and has a pasifika
flavour not a design imported from England.

5/04/2013 8:40

65 - 74

Central
christchurch

Christchurch

Least favoured. The ongoing up keep of such a
construction is high, as well as initial cost. The solid facade
discourages entry by the unfamiliar. The original building
was a symbol of a home on the other side of the world, a
modest attempt to replicate a style done much better
elsewhere. Out of place in a forward looking and vibrant
local community proud of its identity. Our Cathedral should
be more than a backdrop for tourist photographs.

A more attainable version of an old vision. A new
interpretation of a familiar landmark, but still a hesitant
statement for a forward looking and caring community.
Ahead of option 1 as cheaper.

A strong forward looking statement, inviting and open.
Option 3
Could incorporate the soaring splendour often associated
with significant buildings. Modern, of this place, and
potential to be a proud organising symbol and contributor
to our community. And a reason to come to Christchurch,
rather than just something to look at if one happens to be
here. Go for it!

5/04/2013 8:45

15 - 24

St Albans

Christchurch

Not very keen at all. The money and time aside, is it really Do like this design. Very nice feel to the building following
worth putting so much effort into a building that will never very closely in the footsteps of the original. Like it but not
been 100% safe. peoples safety should be first. This is a
my fav sorry
very damaged building and shouldn't be restored at the risk
of people before/during reconstruction and after.

5/04/2013 9:06

25 - 34

Beckenham

Christchurch

5/04/2013 9:26

55 -64

Timaru

Timaru

No thank you - that design does not suit the newly
developing city. It is a very expensive option too.

Better than the first design... but not as good as the third
one.

5/04/2013 9:30

55 -64

Christchurch

Christchurch

My definite preferred option

5/04/2013 9:31

Select
Somerfield
Age range

I don't mind this if the cathedral gets made from new
materials
Don't do this- either 1 or 3

Christchurch

While restoring the orginal appeals to the traditonalist in
me, I feel this would be a backward step. The constuction
of a new city around it would make the Cathedral seem
exetremely dated. It would also be unappealing to the
younger generation; if the Anglican church is to grow this
is an extremely important consideration. Also by
completely restoring using exsisting materials people would
feel unsafe.

I feel this is the best option. While retaining the orginal
design of the Cathedral, by using mainly wood for
construction the new building would be much safer. The
lighter steel bell tower adds a modern feel to the
exterior.The interior looks light and uplifting. I also like the
fact that a small amount of the exsisting material is to be
used.

I like the exterior, but feel the interior design looks almost
cult like. it is not a Cathedral where I would feel
comfortable worshiping in.

Option 3

Option 2

Being a born and bred christchurch gal I would like this
Option 3
option as I think that it shows that we are striving towards
a new start whilst respecting the past.
This is the middle ground compromise that those liking
All icons tend to be controversial- the town hall, the art
Option 3
beige on their walls will go for. It is design by committee
gallery, art deco, ian athfield. Once the first generation
and will not cause disruption or polarisation of views. If we gets over the shock, the next will cherish and appreciate it.
This desgn makes a statement and will cause comment.
want to be safe, this is the one to go for
The retention pays homage to the roots but the design
speaks of future- growth , renewal and at the same time
captures symbols- the praying hands, the gothic arch, the
spire. It still says worship, it still says church but a renewed
one and one to be in the heart of a renewed city. Go for it!

Option 3

LOVE LOVE LOVE this design. It's keeping with the same
style of the old building which so many love. This design
could well last twice as long as the previous building and
because it looks forward it won't age the same.

Option 3

Beautiful: a gift to the city and its future inhabitants.
Sensitive to and evocative of the old cathedral, yet
beautifully modern and inspiring.
I like this best. It looks exciting but sacred... I would like the
inside to be user friendly for families as well as a sacred
place.
I especially dislike the spire, it doesn't seem to match up
with the body of the cathedral
This shouldn't be the final design , put it out for open
international competition or at minimum a selected
competition

Option 3

Option 3

Select Option
Option 3
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5/04/2013 9:32

55 -64

Redwood

Christchurch

Sorry, but the materials of the Cathedral look dirty. I realise
that the building has been through a lot, like us all, but I'd
like to see something clean and new. I have a lot of
feelings for the present Cathedral, however I think its time
to move on.

Looks a nice building, both inside and out - clean looking
facings. I like the simplicity of the front entrance on this
proposal and the vaulted wooden ceilings (sorry if this is
the wrong terminology!!). Is the spire supposed to look
ethereal or is it just fading away into the skyline?? I would
like to see the spire on Option 3 on Option 2.

I LOVE the look of the spire! One thing I don't like is the
Option 3
front entrance. As suggested elsewhere, it does look boat
shaped. Perhaps the inside wooden (?) bits could go? My
preferred design option is obviously a mix of Option 2 and
Option 3, but I can't have that so ... it's got to be

5/04/2013 9:40

55 -64

Formerly
sockburn

Not for me. Too much of the city which this cathedral is
now lost. The city will be rebuilt in modern styles purely
because it is cheaper to do so

than to restore. Therefore much of the architecture
sympathetic to the "old" cathedral has gone. I believe that
will leave this style to stand out as a white elephant in
coming decades."

Option 3

5/04/2013 9:54

25 - 34

Avondale

Chch - now
living in Perth
Aus since Oct
2011
Auckland

5/04/2013 9:57

35 - 44

Morningside

Whangarei

5/04/2013 10:19

35 - 44

Spreydon

Christchurch

5/04/2013 10:27

25 - 34

Harewood

Christchurch

My preferred option, even if it has to be funded out of
donations ala the Sagrada Familia model. Even if it took 2050 years I think it would be worth it to have the icon of the
city restored. Surely we can restore one heritage building,
when so much has been lost, and if there was a building to
be restored, this would be it. Officies for church officials
could be temporarily elsewhere while restoration happens,
and the restored building could have provision for more
modern office facilities without detracting from the original
design (in the same manner the visitor centre was added).
It

While I don't think rebuilding the whole thing in modern
materials is a great idea, I think perhaps the steeple could
be built of a more modern design, and the rest as per
original restoration. Something along the lines of this (see
link), would be a great idea and also allow the church to be
both an icon, point of rememberance/reflection as well as
a memorial.
http://www.ministryofawesome.com/ideas/rebuildchristchurch-cathedral-modern-steeple

Well what can I say with regard to the W&M design, you
Option 1
only need to look at the NZ Supreme Court building to see
what a disaster these guys would make of any future
Cathedral design. (Compare the design artwork to the real
life building.) Unfortunately fancy artwork/design team
does not translate into a beautiful real-life building. Based
on this recent history alone, at a minimum, any designs for
a new Cathedral should be based around an international
design competition. Why would you restrict selection to
one option? Do RCP Projects have the expertise for such
an iconic project, they seem

Boring

Not enough wow factor

I like it. Interior is the best aspect of the building.

Option 3
A wonderful way to treasure and remember the past while
looking to the future. An option that provides an
emotional anchor for people needing one, while helping
them move forward as well.

Option 2

Please Not this one.

5/04/2013 10:43

15 - 24

St Albans

Christchurch

5/04/2013 10:50

35 - 44

Carlow

Ireland

5/04/2013 10:53

45 - 54

Australia
Australia
(I\\\'m an expat with family
still in Chch)

Compromised safety worries me, and I would have voted
for option 2 had it made more use of original materials.
But because this has the most original materials of the 3
options proposed, this one has my vote.

Didn't even look at it. It looked too much like the Sydney
Good safety, but just not close enough heritage value. If
more use of original materials had have been made, I would Opera House. Ugh.
have voted for this one.

5/04/2013 10:53

55 -64

Huntsbury

Christchurch

The earthquake has wrought such a massive change on
the whole city, that to restore the cathedral to its original
is both economically and emotionally a backward step. The
new Chch cathedral must reflect the spiritual aspirations
of young Anglicans and young Christians today. It will be
their cathedral, not that of their parents and grandparents.
The cost of full restoration is prohibitive. For the heritage
supporters, move to support the rebuild of the Catholic
Cathedral, by donating stonework that may be able to be
recycled.

i genuinely like this option, as being built of wood was the
original architects vision, and a genuine reflection of the
county in which it was being built, not an attempt to
reproduce a mini English settlement. I do love the filagree
effect of the wood work, looking up at the ceiling. The
lightness and beauty of this option, maintains the beauty of
the past, but bringing modern design elements into the
structure.

5/04/2013 11:24

15 - 24

Riccarton

Christchurch

5/04/2013 14:53

65 - 74

North

Indianapolis

5/04/2013 15:59

45 - 54

Merivale

Christchurch

5/04/2013 16:25

25 - 34

Bunkeflostrand Malmö, Sweden

5/04/2013 16:25

75 +

Weston
underLizard

Shifnal, UK>

New Zealand, with great respect, as a relatively new
country, needs its tradition. There is a strong case for
returning the cathedral to its original design, with
improvements where needed to the mechanics, services
and facilities

5/04/2013 16:57

55 -64

Winter Park

Orlando, FL

5/04/2013 17:36

35 - 44

Lyall Bay

Wellington

Restore this beautiful church! It will be all the more
precious for having the work and money poured into it.
Make this a global campaign, so those of us who love New
Zealand can assist in the effort.
Dont do it. Its a huge money pit. A vocal minority are the
Awful. This is the worst of the 3.
only supporters here.

florida

Option 2

Option 3

I like this option: the Contemporary option number 3. I am Option 3
little disappointed that the altar appears to be at the east
end rather than more centrally so that the People of God
can gather around the altar to really participate in the
Eucharistic liturgy. Having the People gathered around the
altar - in front, behind and at both sides - gives real
expression to a community of faith that welcomes all
around the banqueting table of God. Also, could the altar
not be circular? A carved wooden Maori altar would be
poignant here. And maybe a glass Maori style chalice and
paten, so that the pe
Option 1

Christchurch is rebuilding the Cathedral for the 21st
Option 3
century. I am a child of Hawkes Bay, and while I did not
appreciate the Art Deco architure then but truely value it
as part of my heritage. I absolutely love this as both the
most beautiful, reflecting the needs of a modern Christian
generation and the most cost effective. I truely encourage
the Church Trustees to remove the fully restore option,
and ask the question again. Then choose the option that
the majority of young Christchurch people want, a building
that will reflect their future heritage and expression of
their Christian faith.
Option 2
Option 3
I think this contemporary style should to chosen to
reinforce the idea that the church is a viable contemporary
place for people to gather and share their stories of faith
and doubt and be reconciled to each other.

Excellent, this is the best solution.

Looks like a cardboard cut out of the real cathedral, it
would be better to restore the cathedral rather than
resorting to a rebuild that is a half-baked solution.

Might look good in Las Vegas, or in a city with no cultural
heritage. It does not look like it comes from Christchurch
at all.

Option 1

Option 1

5/04/2013 17:46

15 - 24

miami

5/04/2013 17:49

35 - 44

5/04/2013 17:51

45 - 54

NORRISTOWN Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania
new hyde park new york USA

5/04/2013 17:52

25 - 34

San Francisco

San Francisco

5/04/2013 17:53

35 - 44

none

poco

no

Preserving the history is the best.

No comment

dangerous

No comment

Option 1

Option 1

Do this one. When I was travelling round Germany, some Option 3
of the most outstanding cathedrals were the ones that
were destroyed during the war and rebuild to the modern
standard at the time. Absolutely stunning stained glass and
modern fittings. Its time to move on. Look at the past
with a fond memory, and build something for fitting for
future generations to admire.
Best option, bring the old to the new

Option 3
Option 3
Option 2
Option 3

no

no Tear it down and re-purpose the land and build a
school that teaches science. Stop with the brainwashing
of people with this crap called religion.

Option 3

5/04/2013 17:53

25 - 34

yes

nearby

5/04/2013 17:56

35 - 44

Stone
Mountain

Atlanta, GA USA This is the only option. This site is an historic landmark and
should be preserved. While the earthwork destroyed much
of the church, the structure still stands and deserves to be
preserved. Demolishing the remains and starting over
would be a travesty.

5/04/2013 17:56

25 - 34

Seattle

5/04/2013 17:58

25 - 34

South Lake
Union
Baltimore

5/04/2013 17:59

Select
Charlotte
Age range

Charlotte

Option 3

5/04/2013 18:02

15 - 24

Castletroy

Option 2

5/04/2013 18:10

15 - 24

ROCKWOOD

Limerick,
IRELAND
ROCKWOOD

5/04/2013 18:10

15 - 24

Cedar Park

Austin, TX

Option 3

5/04/2013 18:14

45 - 54

Lees Summit

Option 1

5/04/2013 18:16

25 - 34

Takapuna

Lees Summit,
MO
Auckland

Baltimore, MD

Option 1
A gorgeous church in its own right. This should be taken
As a study in architecture - nice. Complete crap as an
and built elsewhere to extend the faith. Create a new
option to replace this church.
landmark and establish another history on another site, but
don't try to have this take up the legacy of the original.

Option 1

Option 3
I would not at all be disappointed if this option was
selected.

While beautiful and preserving the structure the most.
Other options can be can be considered more interesting
and cost effective.

While Option 1 is great, this is the better choice.

The design is quite lack luster. The tower is the only thing
that sticks out.

It's beautiful as ever, but I do feel safety is paramount. To I feel that this balances the splendour of the original with
be a hub of Christchurch life again, people have to feel
safety and modern standards.
safe entering it.

Option 2

This by far is the most interesting and quite possible most
amazing design for a church I have ever seen. Please
choose this one.

Option 3

I do not feel that this fits with Christchurch as a whole, not Option 2
as I see it as a beautiful and historical city. It is nice to look
at, but would be out of place.
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5/04/2013 18:16

25 - 34

Santa Fe

5/04/2013 18:17

15 - 24

5/04/2013 18:21

15 - 24

5/04/2013 18:21
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OPTION:
Option 3

Providence

Independence,
MO, USA
Providence

South

Austin

Option 3

15 - 24

n/a

Option 1

5/04/2013 18:24

25 - 34

N/A

Franklin, MI,
USA
Dallas

5/04/2013 18:27

15 - 24

Chicago, Ill, USA

Option 2

5/04/2013 18:29

45 - 54

Chicago, Ill,
USA
Downtown

Christchurch

Option 1

5/04/2013 18:31

25 - 34

Chicago

Chicago

5/04/2013 18:38

45 - 54

North Lehi

Lehi, Utah, USA I collect pictures of great architecture from around the
world. I've always loved the history and design of this
building.

5/04/2013 18:38

35 - 44

New Orleans

New Orleans,
Louisiana, USA

5/04/2013 18:40

25 - 34

N/A

Wellington

5/04/2013 18:42

25 - 34

Foxcroft

5/04/2013 18:51

25 - 34

Charlotte, NC,
USA
Dallas, Texas
USA
New Zealand

5/04/2013 18:51

15 - 24

Dallas, Texas
USA
Christchurch

5/04/2013 18:51

15 - 24

bishopdale

christchurch

5/04/2013 18:52

25 - 34

Heston

London, UK

5/04/2013 18:53

25 - 34

Atlanta GA

5/04/2013 18:54

45 - 54

not sure what
this means.
Lane county,
Oregon, US

Eugene

5/04/2013 18:54

15 - 24

Hamilton east

5/04/2013 18:55

25 - 34

5/04/2013 19:03
5/04/2013 19:07

Option 2

When they made the church back then I'm sure it was
supposed to look timeless. I think this design will
accomplish the same look heading into the future.

Option 3

Option 3
I like that this option pays homage to the previous edifice.
The updates are beautiful and a great reinterpretation of
Gothic Revival.

I appreciate the beauty of the new and modern, but I feel a Option 2
greater connection to the history of the place, the people
who have gone before, and to God in a cathedral that
seems timeless, like our Father in heaven.

I am commenting from afar and have no understanding of Interesting interpretation of traditional forms and structural This seems to be the boldest and most aspirational of the Option 3
the community's connection to the original structure. That elements, though I worry that it may end up being a little
two new construction schemes. The skylight slit at the top
said, I would prefer this option to option 2.
post-modern and superficial.
of the gothic vaults is an inspired trick. The bell tower has
an ephemeral quality in the rendering that would be
difficult to accomplish in reality. If it could be pulled off, it
would be fabulous.
Preserves the essence while improving and modernizing.
Good balance of form and budget.

I'm not a fan of the futuristic look.

Option 2
Option 2
Option 2

New

Option 3
love it!

Option 3

Its a church, not an Apple store inside a sail boat. So no.

Option 2

this one is the future!

Option 3

This is a nice enough design, but not my favorite. Very
This is my favorite design as it maintains ties with the
good luck to you on your rebuild, no matter what I am sure previous design and invites a greater amount of natural
light into the church. I was immediately struck by how
it will be lovely!
lovely the old design points are maintained while
dramatically improving the interior of the structure.

I did not like this design as I felt it did not offer any
improvement on previous appearance, either from the
exterior or interior.

Option 2

Hamilton

It needs to be restored to its historic value for not only
Christchurch but New Zealand as well. Having seen the
amazing church before the earthquake and having seen it
after through the red zone tour it made my view strong
that this is the only option to be considered. I support this
restoration of this amazing church

This is the worest design ever and only if you wanted to
Option 1
disrespect Christchurch and go for the easy option would
you pick this. New Zealand /Christchurch wouldn't mind
waiting 22 years for its amazing historic building to be
back.

charlottesville

charlottesville

Restore it so it keeps the historical and traditional look.
there are a lot of contemporary and modern structures.
we should keep the original for future generations.

15 - 24

Hamilton

Auckland

35 - 44

Sumner

Christchurch

5/04/2013 19:11

75 +

A city in
REGINA,
Saskatchewan, Saskatchewan,
Canada
Canada

5/04/2013 19:13

15 - 24

Huntsville

Huntsville

5/04/2013 19:20

45 - 54

Londa

In my modest opinion, this option not represent the soul of
Londa/Firenze/I I think that this restore is the most conservative of the
original construction.
traditional view. I can say this because I'm italian. As we
taly
know, in Italy we have 30% of world's artistic heritage and
we are very expert, also popular experts, in hystorical
restore of churches. Assisi, after the '97 earthquake , is the
last example...

5/04/2013 19:29

35 - 44

Toronto

Ontario Canada Having visited Christchurch Cathedral before the
earthquake I appreciate the original design. It's very
traditional and beautiful. So an understandable option.

5/04/2013 19:33

25 - 34

Denver

Colorado, USA

While I think this would be most beautiful, there are two
This is a good balance: the form is preserved but the event This is not an appealing change.
problems: 1) The burden of the costs uses funds that could is marked by the changes.
better be used to honor God by giving to those harmed by
the quake. 2) The restoration tends to ignore the reality of
the event by putting everything back the way it was. This
might appeal to us as humans, but we should
commemorate the event somehow.

Option 2

5/04/2013 19:43

15 - 24

Halswell

Christchurch

Option 3

5/04/2013 19:43

25 - 34

Riccarton

Christchurch

It's beautiful and truly inspire within one the awe inspiring
glory of god.
Awesome. Maybe we could do a fundraiser outside of New Looks good. Very similar to the past one and I would
Good option in terms of money, time, and the idea of
Zealand where famous people come. This option shows
strongly recommend this one if you really thought it would moving on... but I don't think Chch really wants to fully
tradition, meaning (using old parts of the cathedral) and
take a miracle to make the restored one. However, you
move on... just like the great wall of China, Germany,
fits in with the culture of the city- looks amazing and
know that God does the impossible. Maybe giving him the Rome- people love coming back and looking at past and
though it may take a long time and money we will look
option to show a miracle of restoration is what we need.
how we made it!! This one will not have meaning
back and say... that was worth it and the next generation Bring on God's glory!!
will have a gift - a memory . where we were strong to save
the memory.

5/04/2013 19:43

35 - 44

St Albans

Christchurch

Appears too expensive for the Church

5/04/2013 19:44

15 - 24

Norfolk

Va

I like the design of the restore but I feel that with the
recent earthquakes this would be a risky decision to go
with this design

5/04/2013 19:45

25 - 34

none

kalamazoo

It is the most time consuming and least earthquake
resistant. Plus you have an opportunity to change. So no.

The best option in my view, it takes the best of option 1
with option 3 to come up with something better than the
sum of its parts.

Option 1

Option 3
Option 3
Option 3
Recognising the historic nature of the original Cathedral,
the contemporary design would enable the diocese to look
ahead to the new era in which it finds itself. As indicated it
would still recognise the gothic-style appearance and the
concept of the praying hands would help all to see tht the
end result will still be to the glory of God. The cost is
resonable by present day standards and would probably
generate a good response from other parts of our Anglican
Communion for this need. May God bless the end result
of your process wherever it may lead you at the end of
your consultation proces
Comparatively costly

Beautiful and reminiscent, but paired with lack of
advancement

Beautiful and ideal, outside reflects interior viewing
experience, putting viewers of the façade virtually inside
the church. A strong statement towards the church
standing up to modernity while retaining its image
gracefully.

Option 3

This is my personal preferred choice. This option is an
Option 3
historical break as much as the earthquake was a hystorical
event. A modern architectural style for a church is the
most difficult objective that we can imagine for an
architectural designer. Italy is full of bad example of
modern churches, but this project, this skyline, is fantastic.
The lines of this construction, with its hystoric recall, are
equilibrated and coherent. This architectonic solution is
very nice and that can lead to an inexorable and beatiful
future. Good luck for the best work. Excuse me for my
bad english... Mass

Is an interesting option to preserve the old and incorporate A whole new way of looking at the traditional design of a Option 2
new design ideals. The most logical option.
church. If they could incorporate some of the old into the
new it would be more appealing to me personally. Even
though I am a big advocate of modern design, this does
not go far enough to warrant the change proposed. Either
go off in an entirely new direction or stick with option 1 or
2.

By far the best option - still maintains the Cathedral as the
focal point of the Square and gives a nod to both the past
and the future
I like this design because it keeps some of the gothic look
and feel but makes it more resistant to the earthquakes
that plague the city I feel that this option would be the
best.

Hate it - looks a bit like lady-bits.

Option 1

Option 2

I took one look at this design an immediately disliked it. It
Option 2
would be turning a historical landmark into a modern day
look when that is not the purpose of this building. I think it
would destroy the culture and history of this place. Having
visited the church twice on desperate trips to the city I
enjoy the gothic historical look and feel of the second
option
Option 3
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OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

Could be may to work, but current version seems a little
The past; old; tired; blocky. They say it is a symbol and
too similar
tourist attraction, but most of our visitors over the years
have never been very impressed. There are plenty of other
places with much more impressive Gothic Cathedrals.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Love it - forward thinking, sustainable structure, individual, Option 3
etherial.

5/04/2013 19:55

45 - 54

Avonhead

Christchurch

5/04/2013 20:03

75 +

Diamond
Harbour R.D 2

Christchurch

5/04/2013 20:04

25 - 34

Judea

Tauranga

5/04/2013 20:09

35 - 44

Midtown

Atlanta, GA USA

5/04/2013 20:10

65 - 74

Spreydon

Christchurch

Too expensive & not practical for Church worship. Would Same as option 1. Take too long too build & still too
take too long to restore. WHERE IS THE MONEY
expensive.
COMING FROM TO DO THIS ONE???? IS IT A PLACE OF
GLORY TO GOD OR JUST A PLACE FOR THE GLORY OF
MAN/WOMAN!!!!

5/04/2013 20:11

55 -64

Northcote

Auckland

This is the only option that should be considered as it will
bring Christchurch back to how people remember. With
the loss of so many other buildings this would be a grand
statement for all New Zealanders especially Cantabrians.

5/04/2013 20:22

25 - 34

Coquitlam

BC, Canada

5/04/2013 20:30

45 - 54

California

Gilroy, CA

too vulnerable to earthquakes

This option give all the best benefits. The building will keep too modern
the architectural flavor of the original and be stronger so
as to be able to stand up to more earthquakes.

5/04/2013 20:30

25 - 34

North East
Valley

Dunedin

As a former Christchurch area resident and continuing
church-goer I hope you will go with this option. It helps a
city and a church to have some visual continuity with its
past. It is a fine piece of architecture that would continue
to speak to the soul and enrich spiritual experience. It is
worth the challenge of raising additional funds over time,
should that be necessary.

While I see some merit in this concept, I think the
reinterpretation (re-arrangement and re-scaling of
elements, new materials etc) turns it from good Victorian
architecture to poor pastiche.

5/04/2013 20:32

25 - 34

Mount Cook

Wellington

Further development required but look forward not back.

Option 3

Mount Cook

Wellington

Further development required but look forward not back.

Option 3

5/04/2013 20:34

I like the new concept and the fact that it will be finished Option 3
earlier and at a lower cost. However none of the options
mention a memorial garden Personally I feel that it's a
shame to build in the same place. I come from France and
there are ruins of hundreds of years old buildings which still
have significance. It's the same in other parts of Europe. It
seems a slight on those who died and a lack of sensitivity
towards their remaining families that we can't keep (after
making it safe, using money that would be available by
choosing this option) what is left of the old cathedral as a
m
This would be my preferred option but it is too expensive.
The extra money raised could be used to help those who
need homes.

This design looks like it is in limbo, not knowing whether to I love the idea of a new design for our time. I like the idea
move forward or hold on to the past.
of using as many materials as possible such as the Rose
Window and any parts of existing walls that are stable.

Option 3

I really find this interpretation to be the most beautiful, it's Option 3
light and inviting and would be a great addition to the city.
Best for Church worship services & not as expensive.
Wouldn't take so long to build & the congregtion of the
catheral need their church building back again.

Option 3

Option 1

Option 3
Option 2

This design looks awkward and ungraceful and I don't think Option 1
it would date well. I think the 'moving on' argument some
people put forward is misguided and will be little
understood in 50 years. Restoring the old building would
make more of a statement about resilience and phoenixlike rebirth. Thank you for the opportunity to make
comments.

5/04/2013 20:43

25 - 34

Boulcott

Lower Hutt

Although it would be awesome to see the old Cathedral
I think this is the worst option. You have neither the
restored, the time and cost would be significant. Also I get original, nor anything new.
the idea that the original design of the church had low
utility apart from services - e.g. spaces for youth groups
etc. The question also has to be raised about safety? It
was noted the second option would be more earthquake
proof ...

Option 3
When all of the original cathedrals were build, they used
the very latest building techniques and fashions. It is only
because they were so well built that they have become
historic buildings. I think this option is the best option build it as a modern masterpiece. Lowest cost, best use of
the space (hopefully). NZ is not a country of historic
buildings - the original cathedral wasn't all that old (when
compared to others). Who wants a replica of a 150 year
old building? Let's have something new.

5/04/2013 20:45

35 - 44

St Albans

Christchurch

Too dangerous, too much heavy material. I would not feel
safe entering the cathedral.

5/04/2013 20:46

65 - 74

North Beach

Christchurch

5/04/2013 20:49

65 - 74

5/04/2013 20:51

15 - 24

Waimairi Beach Christchurch
8083
Tucson
Arizona

A beautiful design. Modern, just like the future of
Option 3
Christchurch. This is the design I would like to see the
Anglican Church choose.
Beautiful!!! We will have a modern city so the contempary Option 3
design is the ONE!
Option 3

5/04/2013 20:52

15 - 24

Mt Pleasant

Christchurch

5/04/2013 20:53

25 - 34

Christchurch

Christchurch

5/04/2013 20:59

25 - 34

Islington

London

5/04/2013 21:04

15 - 24

Broad Bay

Dunedin

5/04/2013 21:06

25 - 34

Berryessa

5/04/2013 21:17

65 - 74

none

5/04/2013 21:26

15 - 24

Boulogne

Too much timber.

Option 3
The old church was beautiful. Now it is gone. Let the new Option 3
church be like us as followers of Jesus and become a new
creation to serve the generations to come.
Will people still be able to walk up the bell tower? Their
was always something magical about seeing and hearing
those bells being rang.

Option 2

Option 3
The concept of restoring the cathedral to its original
design I imagine will be a popular one. However, in light of
the design having a limited structural resistance to seismic
activity in comparison to the other designs, I do not think it
would be the best choice should the unfortunate happen
again. I think that the appearance is very inviting however,
possibly due to its familiarity.

This is my personal favourite option. The mix of traditional I do like the idea of a contemporary redesign of the
cathedral
design and contemporary materials and methods make it
the obvious choice. The vital strengthening against seismic
activity and the open and light design put it ahead of the
option to completely restore the cathedral. There is also a
good deal of visual continuity between this design and the
Ruined Cathedral.

5/04/2013 21:27

15 - 24

LEvington

San Jose, CA
USA
Fort Worth, TX Very pretty but . . .
USA
Ile-de-France
Could make sense in a preservationist paradigm, but there
is really no sense in building today a Gothic building the
way they were in the 19th century, with unpractical
entryways.
Canterbury
OK

5/04/2013 21:42

35 - 44

Flatbush

Auckland

5/04/2013 21:44

25 - 34

Burnside

Christchurch

5/04/2013 21:51

45 - 54

Clinton

Clinton, MS

While not a member of your community

Option 3

5/04/2013 22:06

45 - 54

Cracroft

Christchurch

It is time for Christchurch to show a new face.

Option 3

5/04/2013 22:13

45 - 54

Pennsylvania

Bethlehem, PA

5/04/2013 22:16

25 - 34

Richmond

Christchurch

Dislike of cost and time involved

Modern and Open

Option 3

5/04/2013 22:18

65 - 74

Wyoming

NSW Australia

5/04/2013 22:20

35 - 44

South East

Portland, OR

Not feasable as it will never be the same Cathederal that it Do not like. Out of propoerion across the front with the
Most prefered. What a magnificant design both insidew
Option 3
was.
additional butress walls. A very poor representation of the and out. Has a soaring image reaching upto the heights.
old one.
The inside is open but warm. Great symbolism. A new
vision arising from the rubble.
Given the almost complete destruction of the original,
Select Option
beginning with a clean slate is my way of proceeding. This
way the current community habitus and make-up can be
incorporated into the design to better serve their current
worship needs. Plus, the incorporation of the most recent
technologies in the materials and construction can be a
real added bonus to the whole experience of rethinking
sacred space for our current times.

It's Nice and Iconic, but really expensive. If you can afford
it, then this option should be preferred.
I think this option isn't preferable partly because of the
cost. I think Christchurch needs to move forward and
trying to restore the past isn't part of this. A church needs
to feel safe. No matter what engineers say most people
won't feel completely safe if the cathedral is restored.

I love this option. Its fresh and new.

Option 2

Again, pretty.
The perfect option! It links past with present, keep alive
the old cathedral while being new, enables the building to
be more integrated to the street with wide entryways,
permits the use of modern materials.
Nice
Hate this idea, if your not doing option 1 then this is NOT
an option.
I prefer option 2. It is more economical. It will feel safer
than option 1 and show the we are moving forward.
However, I might prefer option 3 if it was a different
contemporary design.

Option 3

This is gorgeous and somehow speaks to me of the beauty Option 3
and openness of New Zealand.
Lovely, but too much a break from the past! I like the giant Option 2
Madona, perhaps it could be integrated in option 2 in some
way.
AMAZING

Option 3

This Option looks really amazing. If your not doing Option Option 3
1 then do this for sure.
I think a contemporary cathedral would be best but I don't Option 2
like the design suggested for a contemporary cathedral.
This why I prefer option 2.

Option 2
Bland design
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5/04/2013 22:22

65 - 74

Oakwood

5/04/2013 22:26

45 - 54

Beckenham

South Huron,
First choice, it was a beautiful, while we rationalize that
Ontario Canada 'church' is not th building we are hard wired to be
emotionally tethered to those places that have nourished
and sheltered us.
Christchurch
I am a traditionalist. But in saying that, I appreciate good
design whether contemporary or classical. I would
welcome the restoration of the Cathedral. But the interior
ceiling could incorporate a more splendid wooden
joist/beam structure such as is in option 2 using recycled
native timbers from the quake demolished buildings

5/04/2013 22:31

35 - 44

Philadelphia

Philadelphia

5/04/2013 22:35

25 - 34

Aranui

Christchurch

5/04/2013 22:37

15 - 24

None

Columbia, MD

5/04/2013 22:38

15 - 24

Halswell

Christchurch

as much as i would love to see the Cathedral restored to
its former glory, part of me feels like its time to move on,
mostly on behalf of how much it will cost and the time it
will take to restore it

5/04/2013 22:38

55 -64

Rolleston

Selwyn

The current structure has served its purpose over the
years and the function of the church has changed in that
time. The existing building as a centre of worship was
inspiring to be in the presence of God, but looking ahead
the needs of the people has changed. A new structure
needs to be built to allow for the changing demographics:
Space for youth, space for parents and young children and
space for reflection and worship. The current cathedral
does not meet the needs of the people. And contrary to
some opinion it is damaged and unknown factors such as
time and cost put it beyond rebuilding.

This is a preferred choice as the interior design can allow Option 3
for the needs of the modern church looking ahead to the
next 100 years. The cost and time frame is achievable with
the less variation in cost overrun. Areas for young persons,
worship, reflection and administration can all be
incorprorated on the site with prudent design
incorporation. Will fit into the future of Christchurch
design with a lot of glass being incorporated in surrounding
proposed buildings.

5/04/2013 22:42

45 - 54

Woolston

Christchurch.

Much as in the past I have wanted to retain the original
which were for a wooden structure....which would have
Cathedral I also know it was a compromise taken from the been "lighter" and more adaptable through time. "
original designs

I LIKE this option very much...it has all the light and energy Option 2
of a modern piece but it interprets the older structure well,
and still gives a modern, useful building with all the
traditional elements of the old one. The original was
supposed to be built in wood...and this gives us an idea of
how it could have looked if it had, and I LIKE it very much.
This is MY CHOICE

5/04/2013 22:43

35 - 44

New York

New York

5/04/2013 22:45

45 - 54

Central

Peterbourgh St

5/04/2013 22:52

45 - 54

London

Ontario, Canada Is this even possible?

I like this mixture of traditional with a slightly contemporary vaulted ceiling
feel. And the contemporary feel could be enhanced by
some slightly more modern designs to the butresses

5/04/2013 22:53

25 - 34

Los Angeles

Claremont

Great blend of old and new. Respects the history and
origins of the Cathedral but brings a new elegance to the
structure. Definitely something that will be a sight to
behold for years to come.

I have worked closely with Orange Counties Crystal
Option 2
Cathedral (recently bankrupt and purchased by the arch
daisies) it is quite ugly and the beauty of modernism is not
universal. The Church (Church = Christianity) should not
create a structure that is uninviting to a segment of the
population because of design. I think to modern does that.

5/04/2013 22:53

45 - 54

Riverside

Los Angeles

This gets my vote. Still classic and timeless.

If this was a new build with no history I would go with this, Option 2
it's a great design. but I'm afraid in 20 years it will look
dated.
A modern take on old style architecture!
Option 3

5/04/2013 22:59

15 - 24

Fitzgerald

Fitzgerald

5/04/2013 23:03

25 - 34

France

Lille

5/04/2013 23:07

25 - 34

Merrilands

New Plymouth

5/04/2013 23:12

15 - 24

St Albans

Christchurch

5/04/2013 23:19

25 - 34

hillcrest

san diego

5/04/2013 23:22

Select
Avonhead
Age range

Christchurch

5/04/2013 23:32

15 - 24

Dallas

Arlington

Thos would be my 2nd choice if restoration was not an
option

Option 1

I really like this design. Inside and out. It shows respect,
consideration of the old with modern materials and good
use of space. Somewhere I would be proud to promote.

Oh dear. How far from the original could a design concept Select Option
go! Awful shape. Reminds me of a breakaway from The
Sydney Opera house. Did someone sneak over, chip a bit
of and float in accross The Tasman when the Aussies
weren't looking. And whose keen to clean all that glass
which will reflect the suns rays onto tourists/visitors
blinding them...Not forgetting anyone who will drive
nearby...

A step backwards, in my opinion. Why rehash the past?

I like the idea of moving forward. We are a changing city,
the church needs to change with it. Fresh expressions of
church and faith need a fresh face to our buildings. The
cathedral needs to be a warm and inviting place, where
God is found, not just another pretty building!

Option 3
The Cathedral, as was, was cold. While it was lovely to
walk into on a summer's day, I would not want to sit
through a service during the middle of winter!

This seems to be the best compromise between complete
and expensive restoration and bringing something new to
the table.
I LOVE the look of this cathedral on the outside but it just
looks a bit plain on the inside. If this cathedral had the
interior of the option 3 or even a similar interior to the
original Cathedral design with the dark Gothic style arches
and detailing, still keeping sentimental parts of its original
heritage incorporated into this design.

Option 2

Option 2
i like the idea of the steeple in this design only if it was
more attached to the Cathedral. i do like this idea i just feel
it has lost a lot of the heritage in this design although i do
really like the look of the interior

A little modern probably makes the most sense as you can
reinforce against future quakes keeping something
between what has historically existed without completely
sacrificing the tradition and leaning so future forward
(which might be nice for a newer diocese). While
historically, I'd love to see the original restored, my
concern is having another quake hit. If the architects
believe they can pull it off, then by all means, move that
way, but I believe having grown up on the west coast of
the US that combatting seismic activity requires newer
technologies and would require newer materi
Dark and cold but traditional as we knew it growing up it
was old and hand built pretty much real craftsmanship

This would be great - but since there is an opportunity,
why not update? Rebuilding it like this will not make it
original.
Never going to be the same!

Option 3

Option 2

Trying to be too much always W&M is that it only them ? Option 2
looks like preformed concrete walls very cheap and fake
looking a movie set remake inside open warmer but ....not tower covered in bird droppings and hard to clean and
maintain really .. they are the only options ?I think you
me
should allow 4 options one to try again or neither of the
above .

Looks like a watered down version of the old one!

This way exhibs the beauty of human building technics
conected with corpus's limits...

Option 2

Select Option
I lived in Christchurch for the first 22 years of my life, and Option 3
expect to return back to Christchurch in the next couple
of years. I want to come back to a city that has progressed
over the 10 years I will have been away. A new Cathedral
will be a part of that. I think the Earthquakes have provided
Christchurch with a great opportunity to refresh (much
like Napier in the 1930's) and it should be grasped. New
Cathedral, new centre city, new infrastructure, new bike
lanes and walking paths. Make it a better city than what it
was. How many cities world wide have an old church near
the city cent

It would do the job I guess, but that's just it. Expensive and
Whilst I did enjoy the old cathedral as both a venue for
services and as a landmark of Christchurch, I see it as just compromised.
that, the Old Cathedral. To rebuild it as it was at such great
expense when the Diocese has the option to build
something that better meets their needs at a much lesser
cost seems foolish and an attempt to deny the
extraordinary events that have taken place. The old
Cathedral was a focal point and a landmark for
Christchurch or New Zealand but my personal view is that
it was always unremarkable within a global context. We
can do better.

In love with the interior. Accoustics from scratch I guess
Option 3
so hopefully will be available for events and concerts that
enrich our lives. A quicker rebuild will 'breathe fresh life'
into the city. Christchurch will and should change and
evolve after such a huge disaster. For better or worse the
design of the new Cathedral has for many become
emblematic of the direction the new Christchurch will
take. Though there will always be some who are resistant
to change, I hope Christchurch will not attempt to rebuild
itself 'just as it was' before the earthquakes. To
deconstruct and then

Heavy, dangerous, costly, predictable and bland.

Christchurch has the option to now rebuild and become a
revolutionary city. Why rebuild a small cathedral that can
be seen all around the world? The new contemporary
design is safer, cheaper and provides a fresh new look for
the square. It will also attract non-religious people due to
its unique look.

Option 2
The same as the old one. Dangerous and boring.

Option 3

Option 3
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5/04/2013 23:36

45 - 54

Harewood

Christchurch

We have an obligation to restore our heritage for
generations to come and I believe it would be irresponsible
of us to just consider our own preferences. As custodians
of our city for future generations we deny our future
families their heritage. Having travelled extensively to
Europe and experienced the foresight of previous
generations I was in awe of the cathedrals and churches
and I'm not particularly religious. Take off the short term
glasses Christchurch. !!!

5/04/2013 23:55

55 -64

Formerly of
North New
Brighton

Currently in
Melbourne

This is for me the only option, however it is achieved. I am
happy if it is rendered partially in wood as suggested by
Miles Warren, although my preference would be for a full
restoration in original materials. The cathedral is not just
some vague concept which people carry about with them;
it is a living breathing structure whose very design is an
integral part of Christchurch's character and history. I
would be happy to see some part recognising the facts of
the 2011 earthquake, perhaps an area in a restored building
which symbolically or actually preserves the damage done.
I realise that

6/04/2013 0:01

55 -64

Casebrook

Christchurch

It amazes me how many people need to cling to what was
built by generations in the past, if this same approach had
been taken by them then we would still be in wooden huts.
The did they did their best at the time and so should we. I
don't support this restoration if it is to purely fulfil the
requirement of preserving the past.

6/04/2013 0:07

55 -64

Casebrook

Christchurch

The building is in 21st century New Zealand

not Middle Ages Europe (or pretending to be). We are
living in a city that has a chance to look forwards

6/04/2013 0:29

25 - 34

Northland

Wellington

This is the ideal option, but I don't think it is realistic. The
cost will be excessive, which will slow down the
construction will further increase the costs. Not being a
local to Christchurch, I don't have the same level of
attachment to the old design as they do.

This option appears to mimic the old cathedral while
implementing some updates to the construction and
design. I think that with the right type of cladding, and
being careful to not break too much from the original
design, this option would eventually receive widespread
acceptance.

6/04/2013 0:51

45 - 54

northland

wellington

I was born and raised in Christchurch and it is very much
my home, this cathedral figures large in my upbringing - it
was a place i loved. I would love to see it restored.
However, i realise it is expensive, probably too expensive.

not keen - it seems like a second best to either of the
other options.

Like this. It would need to be suitably iconic. And need to Option 3
"compete" with the surrounding building and win - the old
cathedral was getting aa bit lost in the square. I hope that
some of the old can be kept with this? I hope it's not a
falsh in the pan and be built to be an icon for several
hundred years to come. so maybe this one - but beefed
up further?"

6/04/2013 1:14

45 - 54

Manukau

Auckland

neither fish not fowl.

6/04/2013 1:16

55 -64

France (came
in NZ during
springtime
2002)

Plouguiel in
Britany

This is my preferred option by a long way. Respectful of
the past but looking forward. A truely wonderful space.
Why would you not have the best designed space for
engagement and participation?
In french, excuse me : parce qu'il y a une unité de style
avec des immeubles contemporains de Christchurch et
aussi avec l'Australie. C'est la même région. En Europe
toutes les cathédrales gothiques sont parentes.
Différentes, toutes différentes, mais parentes.

6/04/2013 1:18

65 - 74

Anglican Parish Masterton
of The
South
Epiphany

Will the alluvial gravel adequately support the foundations The neo-Gothic look is already "dated". It would look out- An inspiring
of a very "heavy" stone cathedral ? The new Anglican
of-place in Christchurch's redeveloped CBD with its
Visitor Centre will undoubtedly display lots of photographs modern low-rise new buildings."
of the "old Christ Church cathedral". Let's move into the
21st Century."

Option 3

6/04/2013 1:21

65 - 74

Dallington

Christchurch

Retains the worst features which are; not welcoming, too
constricting that is not an open feel, almost
claustrophobic. Too expensive.

Option 3

6/04/2013 1:44

25 - 34

Three Kings

Auckland

I moved away from Christchurch after the quakes. When I Really? This option just seems like a joke. I can't believe
go back to visit the heart of Christchurch, I expect to see it's really a consideration.
the Cathedral as it was. Money should not be a
consideration here. The Cathedral is the heart of the
square, in the heart of the city. Go ahead and build the
innovative and creative architecturally designed churches
on a different site. This one belongs to the people of
Christchurch and the original Christ Church Cathedral.

This one looks lovely, *somewhere else*. It does not fit in Option 1
with the history of the square.

6/04/2013 1:49

45 - 54

Fitzroy

Australia

I believe that restoration would be a waste of time, almost
ignoring recent events. I am sure that the quality would be
excellent, but the world is full of cathedrals like this, old
and new.

I think that this is an excellent idea. Like the rebuilding of
Option 3
Coventry Cathedral out of the war, this design
acknowledges the past but at the same time provides an
excellent space for the liturgy in our own day. Whilst this
choice would be a 'bold' choice and would no doubt attract
much criticism from purists and those who see a Cathedral
as a dead building to celebrate architecture alone, I hope
that you would have the courage to go down this path and
give a modern contemporary cathedral to the Church
which will stand on its own in years to come. It is good to
see that it has been desi

6/04/2013 2:07

35 - 44

Lebanon

6/04/2013 2:16

35 - 44

Redwood

Lebanon
Oregon U.S.A.
Christchurch

6/04/2013 2:21

25 - 34

New Brightion Christchurch

6/04/2013 2:23

75 +

Christchurch

6/04/2013 2:23

25 - 34

Central
Christchurch
Bluff Hill

Napier

Option 2

6/04/2013 2:27

25 - 34

New Brighton

Christchurch

Option 2

6/04/2013 2:58

15 - 24

St. Albans

Christchurch

6/04/2013 3:11

55 -64

Fendalton

Christchurch

6/04/2013 3:16

Select
Levin
Age range

Levin

6/04/2013 3:19

45 - 54

Seattle

Kent

Select Option

I am uncertain what this is supposed to achieve. Does this I have nothing against contemporary design
include Miles Warren's timber solution? On face value,
what it appears to be is a type of Disneyland reproduction
of what once was. However, I would point out that
anyone who expresses a preference for this choice is, in
effect, expressing a desire to retain the old design, i.e.
they are rejecting a contemporary design. Please take this
into consideration when deciding.

I believe we should take this opportunity to establish
something amazing that can be looked back at in future
years and be recognised as built by the people of
Christchurch after the devastating earthquake. It is time
for the current generations to make their mark on
Canterbury.

S'il vous plaît écrivez vos commentaires ici

Option 3

Option 3
not backwards. A "sense of history" has to start
somewhere - in 150 years time whatever is built will be the
historical cathedral. Restoration is far too expensive and
will take too long."
While this is a magnificent design, and does tie in with the Option 2
modernisation of Christchurch, I do not think it is
appropriate for what the Cathedral represents. While the
inner city is being modernised the Cathedral should be a
strong link to its past. There is also a stigma attached to
modern church designs amongst Anglicans.

The attempt at trying to maintain the look of the previous too constricting that is not an open feel
cathedral results in; - Exterior looks false - Interior wooden
framing has the look of any other wooden church and
gives a cluttered appearance. There is nothing to grab my
attention. Also as with the "restore" option the "traditional"
tends to go back to the worst features which are not
welcoming

A good second choice for me after the Contemporary. It
has an interesting take on the old and the new - but for
reasons given below I would choose the Contemporary
option.

Option 1

Option 3

Select Option

Option 2
Given the bulk of the CBD will be redeveloped over the
Option 3
next years this option will ensure the cathedral remains an
integral component in the city while maintaining
consistency with modern design & not be left behind in
what will surely become the most modern city in NZ. This
also gives the opportunity to incorporate important
materials from the original cathedral as design icons to
provide remembrance of our past challenges.
I would like to make this choice, but it is less substainable
than option 2.

Seems like a good choice as it keeps the sprit of the
building but is more likely to stand up to a major quake.

Fuck No!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

Option 2

We need to move on

Option 3

Option 3
I feel unsafe in buildings that look like that, even if they
I liked this option best. It looked light and airy inside, and
have very strict EQ safety compliance. I felt sad looking at had a gothic character look to it. Loved the airy spire.
the photos of the inside, because the character and
heritage may be lost.
While this building design could be regarded as worthy of I feel this design misses the mark aethestically.
restoration I question the morality of such expense for a
building of a bygone age.

This option did not appeal. I much preferred option 2,
especially the ceiling.

Option 2

I was brought up in CHCH and through both my schooling Option 3
and as a citizen of chch have many memories of the
cathedral as a special place for sprirtual reflection. I
applaude the idea that we are in a new place now and
while chch has enjoyed the vision and craftsmanship of a
bygone era it excites me to think of this generation having
an opportunity to provide vision and craftsmanship for the
future. I imagine that present day engineering of glass and
steel will allow for a magnificent inspiring space
Option 3

REF
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OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:
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6/04/2013 3:45

75 +

6/04/2013 3:55

25 - 34

Fendalton/Ricc Christchurch
arton
Hartford
Bristol

6/04/2013 4:00

55 -64

Henderson

Auckland

6/04/2013 4:00

65 - 74

Karachi

Afghanistan

6/04/2013 4:05

15 - 24

Burnside

christchurch

6/04/2013 4:25

35 - 44

Hospital Hill

Napier

6/04/2013 4:44

55 -64

Coalgate

Selwyn

The only option I would support. If there was only one
building we should rebuild in christchurch, it would be the
Cathedral. I believe it was central to Christchurch's image
of itself. Discarding it would mean we had no link to it after
all. So, if it's not to be option 1, I'd support a mosque. New
Zealanders are often asking themselves who they are. this
building was a link to who they were and therefore who
they are.

6/04/2013 4:48

55 -64

Akaroa

Christchurch

I am not in favour of any of the concept images presented
but if there are to be only 3 choices, under the
circumstances I would vote for restoration mainly because
the other two options are poorly considered.

6/04/2013 4:49

45 - 54

Flaxton

Rangiora

6/04/2013 4:55

45 - 54

St albans

christchurch

Give it up. Its going to take a complete rebuild so why build looks bland, neither the original or contemporary. A cheap
a 19th century design in the 21st century. The city rebuild knock off. Dont do this.
is not about like for like replacement but to make the city
better. Dont be scared of change. Dont be influenced by
the anti change brigade. Rebuilding would be a completely
wasted chance to advance the city by building an
impressive world class iconic cathedral. With all respect
the existing cathedral is not world leading in architecture,
features, scale. Go to the great european cathedrals for
that experiance.

Gives the city something new , some pizazz. Can be a
Option 3
future icon of the city. The conservatives who oppose this
will all be dead in fifty years or less but the new
contemporary iconic building will live on. If the design is
truly world class and has the modern architectural features
to make it a unique world iconic building then this will be
marvellous for the city centre.

6/04/2013 4:56

65 - 74

Aotea

PORIRUA,
Wellington
Region

I have visited and worshipped in a number of large
While this option may provide better usefulness than
churches and cathedrals in New Zealand and around the
Option 1
world - english speaking and otherwise. I have lived in
Wellington all my life and have only been an occassional
visitor to Christchurch. On the handful of occasions I
have been able to worship at Christchurch Cathedral I
always had a sense of remoteness from whatever the
service. And I have seldom had that same sense of
remoteness elsewhere. And the cost of restoring what,
to my mind, would principally be a monument (rather than
a place of worship using the great variety availabl

the cost of imitating the old using new materials seems to Option 3
smack of worshipping a "false god""

6/04/2013 4:58

25 - 34

Avonhead

Christchurch

Preferred option would be to restore - I very much doubt
at the costs and timeframe that was noted in The Press
this week.
Beautiful design, but expensive and slower.

Not as good as restoring, may as well go for the
contemporary option so it's something new and unique.
This seems to be bit of a halfway attempt.
Beautiful but possibly forgetful? Dull color?

This is my second option to restoring

Growing up with this church it is hard to imagine the
central city without it. But re-creating the central city
exactly like it was does not feel like progress to me.

A good option to keep some traditional looks while
updating the design. I do not feel like people would travel
too see a structure like this, not the talisman Christchurch
needs.

6/04/2013 4:58

15 - 24

Glenwood

Sydney

6/04/2013 5:26

15 - 24

Riccarton

Christchurch

6/04/2013 5:30

25 - 34

WARNERS BAY

6/04/2013 5:38

55 -64

WARNERS
BAY
Upper
Riccarton

6/04/2013 5:59

45 - 54

Plougonvelin

Brest / France

6/04/2013 6:06

Select
GARDNER
Age range

Christchurch

GARDNER

6/04/2013 6:11

65 - 74

Burnside

Christchurch

6/04/2013 6:16

45 - 54

Opawa

Christchurch

6/04/2013 6:25

55 -64

Oxford

North
Canterbury

6/04/2013 6:31

25 - 34

Linwood

Christchurch

6/04/2013 6:36

55 -64

Woolston

Christchurch

I love this option and I think we would become very proud
of it.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 3
Option 3

Has had its day

A possibility, but doesn't have too much future thinking
about it.

Having been a resident of Christchurch for some years I
Option 3
was a frequent visitor to the Cathedral and the Square for
events and services. While I acknowledge the significance
of the original building to many people, I am of the opinion
that this is a fantastic design and an opportunity to say to
the country and the world that the devastation of the
earthquake is a 'marker' - a moment that said we make a
new future out of the tragedy. The keeping of the rose
window is a great memorial to take forward.
I like this very much. It is fantastic and will make big bang.

I have always loved the original cathedral! It definitely
needs to be restored even if this takes more time and
costs more money!

Option 3

A beautiful structure but could be built anywhere, we need Option 1
to preserve the cathedral by restoring it. It needs to be
remembered for what it was in the past.
My second choice - modern advancements in material and I think this design respecents a future-facing faith
Option 3
construction with a traditional feel. Not a direct copy of
community, expressed in a building that celebrates a
the old cathedral; but will it be interpreted as a 'cheap
church that is moving forward; and not trying to recreate a
reinstatement' option? Is it better to leave Victorian neo- past and lock the church there as presetned through
gothic as a reinterpretation style in its own right, without a option 1. Napier did not rebuild the old city, it took the
further contemporary reinterpretation of the Victorian
opportunity to rebuild in the new opportuniites, knowledge,
reinterpreation of Gothic? Is two generations of
and styles of the day. Option 3 celebrates this, as have so
reinterpretation too far? Let the old university and other
many other places when presented with the reality of postbuildings that remain ceelbrate that style - and let a new
disaster scenarios (eg Sicily and Lisbon rebuilt in Baroque
Anglican Cathedral move forward.
styles when their cities were destroyed in earthquakes; as
did London' St Paul
Option 1

Miles Warren's sketches several months ago were far
superior to this pastiche. The facade is ill considered. I
would support traditional and the use of timber if it were
better executed.

This appears to be a poor man's Renzo Piano design similar Select Option
to the Tiborg Cultural Centre. Wood and contemporary are
fine but not this design which lacks clarity and inspiration.
Why has only Warren and Mahoney been asked to present
concept plans?? There are other New Zealand architects
of equal or superior expertise available. Don't limit the
design concept to such a limited degree. The building is
too important for that. Or if it is just a "brand" and logo for
Christchurch and the tourist market
Option 3

Option 1

Innovative, moving forward, for the future.

Option 3

Does not seem like it will be such a lasting design and the
materials seem in opposition to the churches position in
Chch as the 'heart of the city'. But the uniqueness
combined with the lower cost and faster construction
combine to push any doubts away.

Option 3

Option 1
Too restrictive for modern community activities. Too
expensive Take too long to build

Best option. Looks impressive and modern. When the old Option 3
cathedral was built it would have been a modern design so
I think we need to think of the relevancy for the future.
Capable of being more flexible for community activities as
well as worship Still looks like a sacred place Cheapest
option which is important for rate payers. Will be built and
completed before the others
C'est ce qu'il faut faire au XXI siècle. Très belle Madone.

The original was a thing of beauty, cannot replace the
original That would hold a place in the hearts and minds of
all.
NO! This is far too expensive.
By restoring the original, with some acknowledgement of
the damage, we retain a history and story of the city of
Christchurch. Any other choice will sever the history of
the city. The city will have no meaning without this
I like this option too

Too expensive and not in the spirit of growing out of
adversity. Doesn't recognise the reality of the EQ

My favorite! The use of the natural wood beam
construction is amazing. I would say this is your best
option. it is a timeless classical look.
NO! This looks dead.

Option 3

I dont think the "contemporary" look of any church is very Option 2
appealing
Yes, please! This is inspiring!

Option 3
Option 1

but would be quite happy to see a new spire. I understand and the people and Church are pround of their history and Option 1
that there is a lot of uncertainty over the stone-masonary achievements
costs. This is one reason I prefer the "blen - option 2. This
option says to people that Christchurch survived the quake

Best option - would prefer it named "reinvention" which is
what it really is. The hollow spire is a particularly
meaningful and impressive structure. "
This is my preference as it keeps the Iconic and historic
I am not keen on this as it is just a cheap replica. Either
foundations the city of Christchurch was built on. There is restore the old or go with something new but steadfast.
something about walking into old history that stirs the soul.
It also says we are restored and we have endured, the
foundations of the Church cannot be destroyed.

I would like a contemporary design but this one doesnt
Option 2
float my boat.. Maybe a bit of colour and less eggshell, less
80s
It doesn't have any connection with the foundation of
Option 1
Christchurch and looses all historic value. Although these
things are not important when it comes to the Church I
think it is important to hold onto history at this crucial time
in Christchurch's time line. Not to be bound to the past but
to remember where we came from. It is a design that 30
years ago was futuristic, currently is modern, but in 30
years will be like a 70's hair style. It is to be the Iconic
symbol of Christchurch so I think we need something that
has less expression of now rather something that is able to
capture
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CATHEDRAL
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ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE
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CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

This is the best option. I spend a lot of time in Germany
but afterwards they look little more than a fake folly. A
where many cathedrals have been rebuilt or restored. The totally modern cathedral can be beautiful
modern interpretations often seem like a good idea at the
time
slightly less boring than option 1 but just a re-imagining. still
boring
boring.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

6/04/2013 7:11

35 - 44

Bishopdale

Christchurch

6/04/2013 7:21

35 - 44

sydney

sydney

6/04/2013 7:23

15 - 24

Leeds

Leeds

6/04/2013 7:38

45 - 54

Craecroft

Christchurch

Wonderful visionary design! The thing about history is that Option 3
it is just that - history. In my opinion, any attempt to rebuild
the past is a best contrived. The original cathedral was a
wonderful landmark within a beautiful city. Though I now
no longer live in Christchurch, the place of my childhood, it
will always be a touchstone. Soon after the earthquake
whilst talking to my sister I realised that a new page in the
history could start from that day when many aspects of
the old history passed. Grasp the nettle Christchurch don't be afraid to evolve.

6/04/2013 7:44

25 - 34

Burnside

Christchurch

I love this option! Let's not copy the past but take
Option 3
inspiration from it to build something new and safer. We
should follow the lessons from Napier's success and show
the world new architecture that is as stunning as the
Christchurch Art Gallery.

6/04/2013 7:51

25 - 34

Tempe

Phoenix/az

6/04/2013 7:53

75 +

Stroud

Gloucester

6/04/2013 8:02

45 - 54

kelvin grove

Even with an exact copy it will never be the same.

6/04/2013 8:23

25 - 34

Phillipstown

palmerston
north
Christchurch

It is not sensible to restore the building to the original
design. This needlessly stifles the congregation and
community into the constraints within which the original
design was developed. Although a beautiful and historic
building, the opportunity to rebuild a modern facility is too
great to pass by. Such a facility would far better meet all
the current needs, using current architectural principles
from the ground up and provide an equally significant focal
point for the city that the old Cathedral did. I am not in
favour of option one. If I was required to rank the three
options

I see this option primarily as a replica of the original
cathedral. I cannot stomach the idea of moving forward as
a city with a copy of the original, not made from original
materials, as our cathedral. I do not endorse this option.

Option 3
I wholeheartedly support the new fresh contemporary
design. Not only is this the least expensive option, but this
also allows us to move forward as a new city, with a great
central focal point. It is time to make the most of this
opportunity to redevelop the site to best provide for the
future ministry needs of the Church and the wider
community needs. As well as being one hundred percent
behind the idea of moving forward to a new building,
rather than retaining the existing building or design, I am
also very inspired by the concept presented by Warren and
Mahoney. With great respect t

6/04/2013 8:34

45 - 54

Redwood

Christchurch

In my view the Cathedral should be restored to its original
state with perhaps some modifications. I am ch born and
breed and it has always been our icon and identifting
feature. To restore the Cathedral would demonstrate to
the world our ability to deal with adversity and recover. It
would be a sign of our strengeth in the face of adversity.

This would be my second option however it should
resemble the original cathedral as close as possible in
terms of look if not materials. Lots of glass and windows.

I do not like this option whatsoever.

Select Option

6/04/2013 8:35

45 - 54

Christchurch

Christchurch

No thanks...let's look toward the future not the past.

Nice but too bland.

Beautiful, striking. It would be a new landmark and make
one heck of a postcard! I love it!

Option 3

6/04/2013 8:37

55 -64

Ile-de-France

France

6/04/2013 8:50

45 - 54

Wainoni

Christchurch

Please don't go for this middle of the road, mediocre
option. Be visionary!

Reminiscent of the old cathedral but with a modern twist.
Go for it!

6/04/2013 8:54

35 - 44

Burnside

Christchurch

6/04/2013 9:21

45 - 54

Opawa

Christchurch

6/04/2013 10:01

65 - 74

St Martins

Christchurch

6/04/2013 10:05

15 - 24

Gillingham

Gillingham

6/04/2013 10:07

25 - 34

D

C

6/04/2013 10:16

15 - 24

Bath

UK

6/04/2013 10:19

25 - 34

Halswell

Christchurch

I like this
My choice. Iconic, history, brings people together.

but they can be built anywhere. Why waste an important Option 1
construction like this one. Christchurch's cathedral is
famous as the one it was. This historical building was the
face of Christchurch
this one by far is the best. its not the 1950's any more Option 3
classical architecture that copies gothic is a bit old hat. this
modernist design is full of space and light - exactly what
you need to bring more parishioners in
Option 3

Definitely do either option 1 or 3, this option (2) sacrifices
too much without changing enough

Option 3
New Zealand has an unfortunately conservative reputation Option 3
over here. It needs to advance the times not just keep up
with them.
Wow
Option 3

Option 1
Option 3
Option 1
Option 1
too expensive and time to build something for 21st
Century

I love the use of timber and bigger windows. A good
compromise.

A building for the 21st Century. I particularly like the
steeple and the "accessibility" of the cathedral itself. My
choice."
it would probably be good for the Church to have some
modernism in the design of there new buildings, showing
that they can adapt to modern culture

Option 3

Option 3

Option 1
Option 2
Select Option

6/04/2013 10:27

45 - 54

Heathcote

Christchurch

6/04/2013 10:31

45 - 54

italy

torino

Option 1

6/04/2013 10:48

45 - 54

ashburton

Ashburton

Absolutely , of course it should be restored. i cant believe Unnecessary and just a fake of the real thing.
you would even consider not restoring it. restoration would
be the easiest thing to fund as it s so popular with so many
people arpound the world.it should be illegal to pull it down
and you have a responsibility to look after it.

6/04/2013 10:57

15 - 24

Opawa

Christchurch

This is the only option. The Cathedral is the heart of the
city. It is our city's namesake and our icon. We have
already lost so many of our heritage buildings, this is the
one heritage building that must be saved. It has been
damaged in past earthquakes, it has always been repaired.
This is no different! The people of Christchurch should not
be punished because the Anglican Church failed to insure
the building properly. Time and money should not be an
issue. The rebuilding of our city was never going to be a 5
minute job, the people of Christchurch expect the
Cathedral to be restored, and

Option 1 is the only reasonable option. However, should
this not be chosen, Option 2 is far better than option 3.
We must not forget our heritage. We must pay homage to
it. We have already lost so much of our city. The CBD will
all be new, but this does not mean the Cathedral should
be.

The current contemporary design is extremely ugly. It is
also an insult to our heritage. The rest of the city will be
contemporary, given the amount of CBD buildings that
have been demolished. This does not mean the Cathedral
should also be contemporary. In fact, it requires that the
Cathedral be a juxtaposition from the rest of town, to
remind us of what Christchurch looked like before the
earthquakes. Restoration is the only option.

Option 1

6/04/2013 10:59

15 - 24

Belfast

Christchurch

6/04/2013 11:00

45 - 54

Styx

Christchurch

DEFINITELY the only option

There's no point ... this isn't what we had. Why bother.

REALLY? Why spend all that money to transform it into
something it never was.
NO

Option 1

Option 3
Seeing from Italy: you have a good possibility to make an
excellent choose, building an exmple of a contemporary art
with the third option. Ciao from Italy
Hideous and a stupid idea . You would never get funds
Option 1
raised for a contempory building.

Option 2

6/04/2013 11:00

45 - 54

Styx

Christchurch

Yes

NO

6/04/2013 11:03

15 - 24

Fendalton

Christchurch

Too expensive and dangerous.

Please go with this option. The architecture pays homage
to the old Cathedral, whilst using modern material and
design.

6/04/2013 11:05

25 - 34

Addington

Christchurch

By far my preferred option.

Interesting, seems a little bland, though I can appreciate
Well the science fiction fan in me thinks it's interesting.
the idea of at least of trying to be in keeping with the
classic style. Could probably go a little further towards the
feel and look of the original design even with modern
materials.

Would like it restored to what it was

6/04/2013 11:16

15 - 24

Rangiora

Christchurch

6/04/2013 11:32

15 - 24

Dublin

Ireland

6/04/2013 11:36

25 - 34

naxos

Taormina

6/04/2013 11:40

45 - 54

St Albans

Christchurch

Option 1

Option 2
Whatever you do, DO NOT DO THIS OPTION. It is
absolutely hideous, it will date, and it looks like the kind of
that if it was found as a relic in 1000 years, whoever found
it would think that we were all crazy. We will regret it in 10
years, you may as well build an art deco Cathedral if you
think that this monstrosity of design is a good idea. It
would make the Anglican church creepy and inaccessible
to the public.
Option 1

Option 1
Option 3
Option 1

We have visited the beautiful Monte Cassino Monastry in
Italy. It was so wonderful to visit such a beautiful place
knowing full well it had been destroyed in the War and
lovingly recreated. We had photos of the destruction as
my partner's father was there in the war. Christchurch
needs this beautiful church to be restored back to it's
former glory and stand proud in the new city.

Option 1

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

Please, please give this option a real chance. Allow funds This looks pleasing in basic form, being familiar, but
to be raised. This can be done, as it was when it was built architecturally it lacks integrity.
over 40 years. This is building is too important nationally to
destroy, as one of NZ's most significant buildings, and
arguably its most recognisable landmark. Its destruction
would increase the trauma caused to Christchurch, and
would be an insult to our collective heritage as New
Zealanders. I would donate money for this option.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:
This design looks like an attempt to erase Christchurch's
heritage- and it will date badly. Gothic will not.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 1

6/04/2013 11:42

35 - 44

Island Bay

Wellington

6/04/2013 11:59

35 - 44

n/a

Wellington (but Much preferred option. Has been a major icon of the city Not an option - just looks like a cheap knock-off without
Christchurch
and I strongly disagree with the comment in the
the beauty and grandeur of the dark stone etc.
links)
description of this option about the old cathedral in this
design not having played much part in the life of the city /
square. The absolute beauty of the interior, and exterior
are not reflected in either of the other two designs. If
more space is needed etc then there should be other
opportunities within the re-emerging city for the Anglican
Church to meet them without compromising on the
Cathedral. I would say that pre- eq it was one of our three
most beautiful and important large An

If option 1 was ruled completely out then a contemporary Option 1
design would be my 2nd choice but not the one presented
which looks tacky. As someone else said it brings the Salt
Lake City Temple to mind not strictly in terms of looks but
in terms of feel inappropriateness - having been there it
was not a place I have felt drawn back to unlike the old
Christchurch Cathedral.

6/04/2013 12:07

55 -64

Saint Albans

Christchurch

This looks like a cheap plastic copy of what history gave
This is the only option.We are only a young city with a
us,its tacky. Definately not.
very young history and it is with respect to the early
settlers and the original builders and fund raisers of this
Anglican church that we must rebuild. Parts of the church
have already been rebuilt four times and just because there
is a lot of damage this time it doesn't give us the right to
destroy and remove it. If it is removed we should not
rebuild but leave the site vacant.This would then reflect
the minds of the people who made the decision to
demolish and remove the sole of Christchurch

Salt lake city indeed. Its a pathetic show of how cheap
Option 1
Christchurch is going to look in the future if this is what is
the replacement for the great stone cathedral. We need
to show we can rebuild, as they do in all other parts of the
world as cities don't let their past disappear for ever. Try
to think back in detail at what we have already lost and it is
already becoming hard to remember how beautiful our city
was. WE don't need another Brazilia or Canbera.They are
modern but sad and cold cities.

6/04/2013 12:13

45 - 54

b.o.p

The money could be better used

Do not like this design. Does not reflect new Zealand or
chch

6/04/2013 12:20

25 - 34

mount
maunganuI
Strathern

Invercargill

This is a beautiful building that symbolises Christchurch
and is how the city is recognised all over the world. Please
keep this magnificent structure for future generations to
be inspired by.

6/04/2013 12:20

25 - 34

READING

READING

6/04/2013 12:41

25 - 34

Merivale

Christchurch

I think earthquake safety is a concern if traditional
materials are used.

6/04/2013 12:50

35 - 44

Sydenham

Christchurch

6/04/2013 12:59

35 - 44

Sydenham

Christchurch

The structure of the church is largely intact and it makes
no sense to destroy the history that remains and create a
modern monstrosity.
Is Christchurch really still Christchurch without the church This at least mimics the beautiful architecture that the
that it was named for? When it was damaged in 1888 it
cathedral was.
was lovingly restored by the founders of the city for the
icon it represented. With so many of the other historic
buildings gone why destroy the most significant that
remains just because the religion it represents wants to
abandon it for a cheaper option. They are happy to pocket
the insurance money, why shouldn't they give something
back which boosts the economy in the region by providing
what has proved to be a tourist attraction?

6/04/2013 13:11

55 -64

Shirley

Christchurch

6/04/2013 13:17

15 - 24

Leesburg, VA

6/04/2013 13:26

55 -64

St Andrews

Washington
D.C.
St Andrews

6/04/2013 13:31

15 - 24

norwich

england

6/04/2013 13:39

35 - 44

Jose Walter

6/04/2013 13:44

45 - 54

Cashmere

Fortaleza/Ceara Wonderful but we need to think it in safety!
The Correct Option! I'm sorry for all damage but this is
/Brazil
the correct way in my point of view.
Christchurch
Only option which will do the right thing...both to the Glory
of God & to give ChCh back it's MOST iconic building.

6/04/2013 14:29

25 - 34

Kelburn

Wellington

6/04/2013 14:33

15 - 24

Downtown

Wellington

6/04/2013 14:52

15 - 24

Wadestown

Wellington

This strikes me as somewhat dishonest. it denies the
present and the future.

The form remains, but the building is modernised. This
I'm concerned that this style will quickly go out of fashion Option 2
perfectly blends history with a look to the future and a
and become outdated. I also don't think it is very attractive
recognition of the huge changes to the city. It is beautiful. as it is.

6/04/2013 15:25

55 -64

Somerfield

Christchurch

would prefer to have the original restored No 1 choice

this would be my no 2. choice.

6/04/2013 15:27

Select
Mission District San Francisco,
Age range
California

this would look completely out of place considering all the Option 1
other buildings surrounding this will be SO much lower. It's
also much too glitzy in my opinion.
Option 3

6/04/2013 15:52

25 - 34

Greenmeadow Napier
s

This is the most appropriate option. It may be the most
expensive and take the longest to complete, but this would
be time and money well spent to restore the cathedral to
its former glory. The city and country simply must commit
to investing the required resources to rebuild the original
cathedral. The restoration must be faithful to the original ie it must use the same building materials and construction
techniques as much as possible. The restoration option will
be only sucessful if it is done the right way by the right
specialists, restoration experts and wider professional
team.

This is a terrible option with no integrity. There is no point
building a cathedral that looks 'traditional' in style using
new construction techniques and materials just to save
money. The image for this option is ugly and pastishe in
style. It would not be out of place in Las Vegas or
Disneyland. This is not an image our country should be
putting forward.

I would support this option as an alternative to the restore Option 1
option, but only after much more discussion and open
dialogue is undertaken to establish what the most
important factors and key principles of a contemporary
designed cathedral for Christchurch should be. The
process for the appointment of design professionals should
be transparent and open, and not a contract simply handed
to Warren and Mahoney, again. There are a lot of talented
and knowledgeable people in New Zealand to input to the
process, through a design competition or public and
professional consultation. We must understand

6/04/2013 16:10

35 - 44

Prebbleton

Christchurch

This building, not a replica of it - or a crude imitation
(Option 3) represents the city of Christchurch. It ties us
to our past and identifies us as a city. It is
incomprehensible you would even consider demolishing a
building that means so much to the community, ties us
together, and is architecturally significant.

I'm not sure if this is a serious option. It certainly shouldn't Derivative and insignificant. It reminds me of The
be taken seriously in my view. It seems to reflect a view
Warehouse
that "we need 3 options"."

6/04/2013 16:17

55 -64

Montpellier

6/04/2013 16:31

25 - 34

CA

Montpellier /
France
San Francisco

6/04/2013 16:44

25 - 34

Marchwiell

Timaru

6/04/2013 17:03

15 - 24

Riccarton

Christchurch

6/04/2013 17:29

15 - 24

Orange

Los Angeles

6/04/2013 18:20

15 - 24

Overland Park

Kansas City

6/04/2013 18:56

55 -64

fendalton

christchurch

6/04/2013 18:57

65 - 74

KAIAPOI

CHRISTCHURC
H

Something similar would be in keeping with chch.

Option 2
Option 1

Option 2
If the Cathedral is to be replaced, it makes sense to
Looks amazing. Definitely the best option.
replace it with something better. I spent some time in the
old cathedral. While beautiful, it could be a bit dark, and a
modern space would be more useful
if the building was beyond repair it would be feasible but as rubbish idea, It can be saved it should be saved.
the roof structure is intact it can be saved
This thing looks like a boat!

Please restore this beautiful cathedral. It is a beautiful
building and part of our cities heritage and well worth
restoring. Please keep it.

Option 3

Option 1

Option 1

Select Option

Option 2
I think this would be a much better option as more modern
earthquake resistant factors will be incorporated .

Select Option

I think this is the future of architecture, really great looking Option 3
building.
No way!
Option 2
Option 1

Option 1
Option 3

Option 1

Option 3
Option 2
Brilliant. Let's build something exciting and new.

Select Option

The only option. This building is a symbol of our city and
A cheap imitation - even opt 3 would be better.
restoring it to its former glory will signal the end - we have
recovered, we're ok, fate be damned. This building is our
city's heart and always will be.

This is dreadful - looks cheap, nasty, and tacky. It doesn't
speak of the city because it doesn't carry any of the
character or soul of the original cathedral. People will look
at the restored cathedral in 50 years and say wow - they
rebuilt it and it lives on. It will be the biggest and proudest
rebuild in the world.

Option 1

Too expensive and too slow

PERFECT! Yes, please choose this one!

Option 3

Love it - not because of cost or time but it's just what
christchurch needs

Option 3

Option 2
Not too bad

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

I have to say, my preference would be for restoration.
However, in saying that, I don't believe that the tower
should be rebuilt in stone. The tower should be rebuilt to
the same scale but with stronger, modern materials and
design. I also wouldn't be opposed to a 'contemporary spin'
on the tower and for that matter, the main front facade. If
you want a front entrance more open and inviting to the
square, then build it that way (obviously the rose window
would have to be incorporated into the design). But I
wholeheartedly believe that the main structure from the
main entrance bac

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

6/04/2013 19:01

35 - 44

Papanui

Christchurch

6/04/2013 19:03

45 - 54

Milford

Auckland

6/04/2013 19:07

45 - 54

Korokoro

Lower Hutt

6/04/2013 19:09

25 - 34

London

London

This looks amazing! Do this!

Option 3

6/04/2013 19:12

45 - 54

auckland

auckland

move on

Option 3

6/04/2013 19:13

45 - 54

Redwood

Christchurch

New city new cathedral

Option 3

6/04/2013 19:14

55 -64

Korokoro

Lower Hutt

6/04/2013 19:25

45 - 54

St Albans

Christchurch

6/04/2013 19:33

15 - 24

Islington

London

Stunningly beautiful building. Would become a symbol of a Option 3
new era for Christchurch.
Will date and in 20 years would be as much of an eyesore Option 1
as the town hall. Another Warren and Mahony piece of
contemporary junk
Option 3

6/04/2013 19:38

45 - 54

6/04/2013 19:53

Looking backwards, not learning from history

Select Option

Looking backwards, celebrating the fake, dishonest

Design represents a new start and gives a lighter uplifting Option 3
feel to the Cathedral. A new beginning but still
incorporating history of original inside.
I'm not wild about the modern option, but its the best of
Option 3
the lot. Too fussy and pretentious, but its heart is in the
right place. The best design I've seen by a long shot? The
'cardboard cathedral'. Humble and honest… (BTW I'm
dead impressed with how you're dealing with all this: good
luck!).

The only correct option.Money or time should not be a
factor, it should be whats the right thing to do. I would
pledge $1000.00 to this option only.

Just a copy

Tower District Fresno, CA

To take the restoration option is to take an unyielding
approach against the forces of time and decay.

45 - 54

Christchurch

Christchurch

its what we had...its what we want! I think that there
needs to be a bit more transperancy with the true costs
and time frame. IMHO the Church has inflated both to
make this look unrealistic

Buildings are ships that travel through time. Taking the
traditional option would be building on the past while
continuing to serve present and future needs.
not bad..a distant second choice

6/04/2013 19:59

35 - 44

Ferrymead

Christchurch

Option 3

6/04/2013 20:05

45 - 54

Linwood

Option 3

6/04/2013 20:07

75 +

bishopdale

Central,
Christchurch
Christchurch

6/04/2013 20:28

45 - 54

Spreydon

Christchurch.

6/04/2013 20:29

65 - 74

mairehau

christchurch

6/04/2013 20:39

75 +

belfast

christchurch

6/04/2013 20:45

35 - 44

Halswell

Christchurch

As it should be, this is Christchurch's icon.

6/04/2013 20:56

45 - 54

Santa Monica

Santa Monica,
California

Think long term and attract global travelers for
generations! As with other world heritage sights, I will
travel to Christchurch to see the restored Cathedral.
Otherwise, I will cross the destination off the itineray.
When traveling to Rome, travelers go to see the Forum
and Colosseum and the Vatican. When traveling to Egypt,
the pyramids; Greece, the Acropolis.... When traveling to
New Zealand, we go to Christchurch to see THE
Cathedral, not a substitution...

Select Option

6/04/2013 20:57

55 -64

Khandallah

Wellington

The idea of replacing such a lovely building with anything This should be the fall-back option and only as a "very end
of the line" resort."
other that what was damaged is ghastly. Reuse the
materials and supplement with new where necessary - only
if this is absolutely impossible should Option 2 be
considered.

Option 1

no,..too many memories

The contemporary option would always be rooted in the
early 20th Century, turning its back on the past. In thirty
years, it will be just another 30 year old structure.
hideous

Option 2

Option 1

Preferred because we are building for the future, not the Option 3
past
The old Cathedral looked great, but it time to move on and Option 3
build a Cathedral for the future. Well done on coming up
with 3 options and at least you are moving forward not like
some people, namely Jim Anderton and his cronies who
want to wallow in the passed. Let get on and do it.
Love the idea of a contemporary 21st century design.

Option 3

Ugly!!

Option 1

Option 3
Don't mind it

6/04/2013 21:02

65 - 74

Spreydon

Christchurch

6/04/2013 21:04

35 - 44

5345

retro

no,.. too much like the old one

6/04/2013 21:08

55 -64

redwood

christchurch

6/04/2013 21:09

45 - 54

Cashmere

Christchurch

6/04/2013 21:10

55 -64

Casebrook

Christchurch

Not the greatest of buildings in the first place, dull, boring, Still holding onto the past and too expensive - sometimes
lacking in character, too expensive to fix, other buildings in we need to move on
Christchurch that I favour restoration ahead of Cathedral Art Centre etc that gives us enough of our past.

6/04/2013 21:17

15 - 24

Christchurch
Central

Christchurch

Heritage is something fading fast from our city, of all
organisations the church should value tradition and history.

6/04/2013 21:22

55 -64

Redcliffs

Christchurch

6/04/2013 21:27

65 - 74

Leithfield
Beach

6/04/2013 21:29

35 - 44

Central City

Christchurch

My preferred option. I do not believe that a building of
I really like the wooden cathedral alternative of Sir Miles
similar beauty and craftsmanship would be built in today's Warren. If we have another large earthquake right
world of bottom lines and spiritual emptiness. Restoration underneath us soon we should maybe go with this.
of the cathedral is an acknowledgement and affirmation of
the history of Christchurch and would be a symbol that
humans can prevail against chaotic forces not merely by
surviving but by keeping their best work going. It would
show that we value who we are and what we can do in a
way that replacement could not.

6/04/2013 21:47

15 - 24

Phillipstown

Christchurch

I love this building so much. It was a part of my childhood
and even though I'm not religious and never have been,
the people and values taught inside have stayed with me
all my life. I love those who worked there, it's secret
passageways, it's beautiful wood and stone interior, and I
loved knowing that it was unique and the icon of our city!

6/04/2013 22:02

55 -64

Halswell

Christchurch

Yes yes yes.. beautiful, modern, forward looking.
this is

in a few words its what makes christchurch.......it is the
heart of our city without it the city is dead
This is the only option that should be considered for
A very boring design that lacks inspiration. It lacks the
Christchurch. The original Cathedral is our namesake and heritage quality that will set it apart from other new
is historically relevant today and into the future. A quake- buildings that will surround it.
safe rebuild will result in a building we can all be proud of
and one that will share an important story of recovery for
generations to come. Our city is named after a church; we
should spend the time, money and effort to restore one of
the few remaining heritage buildings in Christchurch.

I would like to see the restoration even if it does take 20
years or more - the church will have its cardboard
cathedral in the meantime.
Leithfield Beach This is my preference, despite the cost as, having been
A cheap inauthentic imitation.
born and lived in Christchurch for most of my life, I have a
close attachment to the icon of our City. and think that
Christchurch people deserve the best, not a cheap
imitation. There are millions spent on less important and
significant things. Our Cathedral has always been the focal
point of our City, the heart, and I, for one, would like it to
be restored, and at the same time restore people's hope
for the future.

Option 3
Option 3
Select Option

This design lacks the heritage quality that will set it apart
Option 1
from other new buildings that will surround it. It would
ultimately end up looking like any other building in the city.

An exciting new, vibrant building to go with our new city - Option 3
way to go.

Option 1

Option 1

Don't even want to go there!

Option 1

All the contemporary options I have seen are awful. They
are monuments to cheapness

Option 1

Option 1

Love this look, go for it!!!!

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

as above

this is a beautiful design and the quicker the Cathedral can Option 3
be rebuilt and the savings made, the better. The savings
can be put to use saving souls, meeting the needs of the
community
Option 2

unfortunately
Would love to see it back the way it was but seems so
not there
expensive and have to have the will of the city and
anymore but it province and to the extent of the country to support this.
sees me heaps.

This option has my support because it keeps with the
tradition and history of our city and would more
comfortably incorporate so much of the windows and
other artifacts of our historical cathedral many of which
have been given.I believe the cathedral was originally
planned for wood so this would please some of our
forbears.

Looks quite nice and clever but nothing of the old and do
not like the spire separate from the cathedral one bit,
should be part of even in this modern age!

Muswell Hill

London

Interesting, reminds me a little of some of the churches
I've seen in Italy. But when so much of the original
cathedral is already there to be saved, this design is
somewhat superfluous.

Does not appeal. I find it to be a poor pastiche. An insult to Option 1
the history of Christchurch, which in so many ways has
been tied to the cathedral. If the Church will not restore
the cathedral, then give it back to the people of the city via the City Council - so that the building can be saved as a
memorial. For example; see Coventry Cathedral. I am now
residing in London, but I am Christchurch born and raised,
with many friends and family still in Christchurch, and I feel
that if a Canadian can decide to tear down our Cathedral,
the least I can do is register my protest from 12,000 mil

65 - 74

Avonhead

Christchurch

35 - 44

Mt Eden

Auckland

6/04/2013 23:06

45 - 54

Picton 7282

6/04/2013 23:11

45 - 54

Kenepuru
Sound
Christchurch
central

6/04/2013 23:33

45 - 54

Merivale

Christchurch /
Wellington

Restoration is the only option that recognises and honours Mostly a bad idea. A restoration (option one) using
the role of the Church in Christchurch's history. I would modern building technology would work well. A new
have no concern with a restoration that uses modern
'traditional' design risks pastiche.
engineering and materials to recreate the original church,
and improve the services (heating, lighting etc). An open
mind is needed on the restoration option, with serious
work done on costings, technology. Diocese could repair
its damaged reputation by establishing a more open
governance process. I suspect that significant funds could
be raised nationally / internationally for this project.

6/04/2013 23:37

45 - 54

Springston

Christchurch

Please restore our beautiful cathedral. It is a symbol of
Christchurch and part of our heritage. The people of
Christchurch have contributed to the upkeep of it over the
years and it is in our hearts.

6/04/2013 23:48

15 - 24

St Alband

Christchurch

6/04/2013 23:57

55 -64

Westmorland

Christchurch

7/04/2013 0:02

Select
Merivale
Age range

Christchurch

7/04/2013 0:05

45 - 54

Richmond

Christchurch

7/04/2013 0:26

75 +

Remuera

Auckland

7/04/2013 0:28

55 -64

christchurch

christchurch

its simple-- cathedral is restorable so restore it .originally
no support for this design
built as a place of worship , the cathedral is significantly
important for many cantabrians for a huge number of
other reasons ( iconic , its architecture ,its longevity in our
city , our memories ( of climbing the steeple , flag bearer
at girl guide services ,anzac day , public ceremonys & just
being the centre of chch ). it is important in chch s cultural
& spiritual life . the overseas experts are asking for
restoration . please listen to them & us & save our
beautiful cathedral

7/04/2013 0:42

35 - 44

St Johns

Auckland

The Cathedral is such an anchor for the city, I would love
to see it restored to its original beauty. Christchurch is
loosing enough of its heritage listed buildings as it is.

7/04/2013 0:47

65 - 74

Kapiti Coast

7/04/2013 1:05

55 -64

(town)
Waikanae
Hillsborough

7/04/2013 1:22

35 - 44

Somerfield

Christchurch

7/04/2013 1:33

45 - 54

New Brighton

Christchurch

7/04/2013 1:33

35 - 44

Christchurch

Christchurch

7/04/2013 1:33

25 - 34

W13 0AD

London

7/04/2013 1:35

55 -64

Sockburn

Christchurch

This church means alot to me as a kid my mum use take
me an my 2 sisters their every christmas and put presents
under the tree for needie kids .Then when i had kids i did
the same ,then they did it with their children and we still
did it right up till the qaukes call me old fashoin but ti was
the most lovely church i have ever seen

Option 1

7/04/2013 1:52

45 - 54

Mairehau

Christchurch

To me, it shouldn't be about money for our most iconic
This is a better option. If restoration was impossible, which It looks like a boat and is highly unoriginal and completely
abhorrent. Our city deserves better than that piece of
building. If San Francisco can restore their history through it isn't.
rubbish.
some of the worst earthquakes, why can't we? We know
that it is possible to strengthen the old structure, so why
wouldn't we do that? This building represents the efforts
of Christchurch's founding fathers and should not be
destroyed. It's nearly all we have left of our history. DONT
DEMOLISH IT!

Option 1

7/04/2013 2:09

25 - 34

Hamilton east

Hamilton

Boring

Option 3

6/04/2013 22:12

35 - 44

Raumanga

Whangarei

6/04/2013 22:17

25 - 34

europe

italy

6/04/2013 22:25

75 +

Woodend.
Previously
Avonside
before
earthquake.
Lived in city 60
years

6/04/2013 22:26

35 - 44

6/04/2013 22:58
6/04/2013 22:58

While this design is traditional and has sentimental value,
the cost and time to build this design would be
contradictory to what Jesus would do with 220million

For more than a century, the Anglican cathedral in
Cathedral Square has been the symbol of the city of
Christchurch. (My home town, and a place always in my
heart, despite my place of residence.) A Neo-Gothic
masterpiece, the cathedral has been a constant reminder
of fact that Christchurch was founded by the C of E, the
Anglican Church. Now, if the Anglican Church wants to
depart the city centre, then I find that to be something of
a negative statement as to the church's intent for the
city... By and large, I find that people do not like having
their heritage, their history, trashed.

Option 1
Option 1
Been there, done that.

Nice, but too close to the original

Christchurch

Christchurch

Option 2

A beautiful new design that reflects a new beginning!

Option 3

I prefer the contemporary option as a new,exciting option. Option 3
A retaining of a cathedral significant to the emotional and
historical heart of the city but with a modern design to
move the city forward.
Option 1
High risk option that will be divisive now and into the
future. Choosing this option will mean ongoing dispute
over the decision and design, and doubtless ridicule when a
'contemporary' design has become dated. Think how little
architecture of the past 30 years is now highly regarded.
Te Papa, for example, is a terrible mish-mash of styles and
ideas.

Trashy, glitzy, not at all what Christchurch is about.

This is definitely the best option. Looking forward and
improving the design of our spiritual centre while
remembering the past. With all the changes that are
happening and will happen in the next 2 decades, I really
think we need something to stay the same... Or at least
appear to do so.

Option 1

Option 2

Nothing can take the place of our original cathedral, we
must restore it
Please please restore...where's your respect for our
forefathers that bequeathed us all theses beautiful building

Option 1

I think that the option to fully restore the cathedral should I feel this option is almost an insult to the original as it is an If the decision was taken to not restore the original then I
would prefer a contemporary replacement.
be the preferred option. The cathedral is such an integral attempt to build an inferior copy of the original.
part of the Christchurch psyche and its restoration would
go a long way to helping heal Christchurch and mve on.
We have lost so much heritage that I believe if we have
the opportunity to restore such an iconic building that it
should be done.

Option 1

Select Option

It is more traditional, with more connectedness both to the
square and between the cathderal itself and the tower.

Option 2

you can build any design of a cathedral but its the one we Option 1
have now that we want to see saved.

Option 1

As much as it is a beautiful replacement, the time and cost A good combination of new and old - my second choice
involved is a huge factor in my not supporting this option.

This is 'alive' and welcoming for people worshiping and also Option 3
for visitors.
I think this looks amazing - it's spectacular, beautiful, bright Option 3
and airy, and also it's designed by New Zealanders for New
Zealanders - Christchurch is now a multicultural city, not a
city built by English for English (my ancestors were
English, so I mean no disrespect). I love both the outside
and the inside.
Option 1

We have the first opportunity in the world in the 21st
Boring, wasteful, going through the motions. To repeat the
century to build a new Anglican Cathedral. If we build it to concept above: We have the first opportunity in the world
anything other than representing what God means to
in the 21st century to build a new Anglican Cathedral.
modern day New Zealand then we are worshiping the idol
that was the old building, NOT the glory of God.

The best of the 3... and obviously what you're pushing for Option 3
since the price tag and timeline are blatently smaller than
the other two... Please remember we're worshiping the
risen Jesus... the image of Mary holding the baby on the
back wall is clearly a Catholic icon, and misses the point of
God's message to humankind.
Option 1
Option 2

Ok

The re build is costing so much already. Go with the
cheapest option but it is the best too.
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7/04/2013 2:34

55 -64

Papanui

Christchurch

Why resuscitate? Fond memories of a lifetime of
association with this cathedral remain-but we long
outgrown its inadequacies...straining to see and hear
around Giant Redwood sized stone pillars hardly conducive
to full participation in worship or civic events.Shocking
acoustics, not enough seats-cramped and uncomfortable,
and on the whole not a cohesively beautiful or welcoming
building-dwarfed by the bell tower-the other options
preserve the best,beautiful elements so that heritage is not
lost.

The only improvements on the original are size,seating
capacity and the timbered ceiling. Exterior aspect may be
imposing but clumsy , daunting, and a strange mix of
styles.Rose window deserves to hold an end wall all by
itself not to be cramped by the others.

Stunningly beautiful-light,open,uplifting-love the soft
Option 3
curvature of the building balanced by transparent cloud
piercing spire, and the way Rose window is sensitively
integrated. Not sure about huge gilded Madonna and Child
Altar wall-too garish and 'Hollywood' or-no disrespect
intended-Buddhist- for an Anglican cathedral? Would
prefer a contemporary painting or soft hanging rather than
hard metal alternative to stained glass.This option - or an
equally stunning contemporary structure-it would be nice
to have some comparisons,ie 'in the round' models- would
see the church appropria

7/04/2013 2:43

45 - 54

Sydenham

Yes of course I love this

Really think this is nice

OK

Option 2

7/04/2013 2:44

65 - 74

Cashmere

Christchurch
8023
8022

Love the forward looking idea of this. A great space and a
building that I can hope to see finished in my lifetime.

Option 3

7/04/2013 3:07

45 - 54

Burnside

Burnside

7/04/2013 3:37

Select
ISLINGTON
Age range

HORNBY

7/04/2013 3:41

55 -64

Shirley

Christchurch

7/04/2013 3:48

45 - 54

St Albans

Christchurch

7/04/2013 3:59

35 - 44

mount pleasant christchurch

7/04/2013 4:27

25 - 34

riccarton

christchurch

7/04/2013 4:39

65 - 74

Waltham 8011

Christchurch
New Zealand

While it is admirable to want to restore what was
important in many ways to a variety of people in
Christchurch, and had deep meaning to people of faith
who worshiped there, not only recently but in the past, the
higher financial costs and the many years to rebuild to
restore the Cathedral to stringent safety requirements,
make this the most uneconomical option for both time and
money. For these reasons, I believe it is not the correct
choice even though those who never darken the doorway
of a church here in Christchurch and beyond NZ's borders
have been vocal in wanting to save it. I do

7/04/2013 5:00

55 -64

Little River

Christchurch

The cathedral is not just a church, not just a religious
house, but the very icon of our city. You cannot find any
advertising, local or international, for the city that doesn't
have the cathedral as the logo. My first choice is to restore
it to close to original, but the wooden copy would also be
acceptable.

7/04/2013 5:08

35 - 44

Halswell

Christchurch

Yes, please restore it. My ancestors came over on the
Randolph (Charles Bourn) and the Cathedral, as well as St.
John's Latimer Sq. has been an important part of the
history and fabric of our family.

7/04/2013 5:10

Select
Halswell
Age range

Chch

7/04/2013 5:10

45 - 54

burnside

christchurch

7/04/2013 5:16

35 - 44

Christchurch

Christchurch

7/04/2013 5:17

35 - 44

New Brighton

Christchurch

I am not a Christian, nor have belief in any particular
religion. However I have been to services at Christchurch
Cathedral mainly because I believe my culture was founded
on the tenants of the Christian faith; and in the Cathedral
I have experienced the closest feelings towards a possible
spiritual being that I believe I shall ever have. I should like
to have the pleasure of experiencing this again, and of my
children experiencing this (however they choose to
interpret it).

7/04/2013 5:21

65 - 74

Sumner

Christchurch

7/04/2013 5:35

35 - 44

Sumner

Christchurch

no need to perpetuate a rather mediocre English town
design.
As a (relative) newcomer to Christchurch, one of the first
things I did was to visit the square and the cathedral. I
appreciate that there are many people in Christchurch who
have a very strong affiliation and love for the old cathedral.
However I was lucky enough to grow up in an ancient
priory church (built 1188) and to visit and worship in such
amazing cathedrals like York minster or Durham cathedral. I
was frankly underwhelmed by the old traditional cathedral,
my impression was of a not particularly good attempt to
mimic European architecture. So I am not in favour of
restoring the old cat

7/04/2013 5:39

35 - 44

Christchurch

Christchurch

7/04/2013 5:45

15 - 24

Casebrook,
Christchurch

Casebrook,
Christchurch

7/04/2013 6:06

15 - 24

Novokuznetsk Novokuznetsk

7/04/2013 6:12

35 - 44

West Eyreton

North
Canterbury

7/04/2013 6:14

Up to 15

Diamond
Harbour

Lyttelton

7/04/2013 6:39

65 - 74

A small town
Californian
(USA)

Eureka,
California

Feels dark

7/04/2013 6:42

35 - 44

Central

Christchurch

Considering that the Cathedral still stands, largely intact,
Bland and unworthy of the site and City. Few people
this is the only option that should be considered. It is a
would fund or visit it.
perfectly respectable piece of architecture, of which most
nations would be proud, and unique in NZ. It is THE icon of
the City, and should be THE icon of its rebuild,
representing our resilience, determination, and respect for
our heritage. If only one building is saved in Christchurch,
then this must be it. It has been central to the City virtually
since its establishment, in either conception or reality, and
represents an almost unparalleled link from the earliest
times of

Too expensive , take too long to build. Concerned that it S ame comments as option 1.
would look old fashioned and out of place in a new modern
square. I do not want my children and grandchildren left
with the burden of paying for this.
would prefer this option most because this building is so in If number one could not be achieved, this would be my
my heart. The quakes took our friends and city ,please
second choice , because it resembles what we had.
dont let it take our cathedral .

WOULD BE WONDERFUL IF IT COULD BE RESTORED

I think the city could use the money in a much better
way...it is a waste to spend so much on a cathedral.
we should restore the iconic christchurch church, if berlin
and london can be rebuilt so to can christchurch!
Too long to expensive

Only way to go, enough christchurch (nz) history (not
english) has been lost. Draw the line here!!

I disliked this building at first sight.It immediately reminded Option 1
me of Sydney Opera house, and I never liked that to this
day. The thing I also think about when youngo modern , is
that it does not stay modern long. Then it becomes 'just
another building'

IF IT CAN'T BE RESTORED THIS IS MY 2ND OPTION

People are still living in cars lets look after the people first

Option 2

The most affordable but looking to the future while
reflecting the past
Terrible to put a religion before schools, food and
accommodation

Option 3
Select Option
Option 1

Bit burning and very expensive

Nice but maybe too " modern" may looked aged in a few
Option 3
years"
My first choice when seeing the 3 options in the media this With this being the least costly option in both time to build Option 3
week was for this option, because it has the feel of the
and financially to pay for, and with this design's appeal of
Cathedral as it was originally constructed. However, after newness and the need for re-birth which is so badly
seeing the interior of the contemporary option, which we needed in Christchurch, this is my first preference. I
viewed today after the service at Christ's College, and
believe it's somewhat radical design will attract enormous
that it's proposed interior design is sensitive to the layout overseas interest which is important for drawing people to
Christchurch and all NZ, while creating interest in and to, a
of a traditional church interior, this is now my second
21st century church in a city now viewed as one of the 10
choice.
best cities in the world to visit by Lonely Planet. As much
as we want to relive the past, I believe it is time to look
forw
Option 1

Cheap alternative to the real thing

That thing is hideous. As is the Cardboard Cathedral in
Latimer Sq.

Option 1

My choice

Option 3

Its just disgusting. No clarity in spire design, whole thing
open to interpretation

Option 1
Option 3
Option 1

This will be a genuine attraction for the city centre

Option 3

In the context of what I have written above, I love the
Option 3
design of the contemporary cathedral. I think it is an
innovative design which makes great use of light and
space. It is a fitting tribute to Christchurch and everything
we have been through. We need to develop a cathedral
which reflects on Christchurch moving forward while
being a place to truly worship God and find reflection and
peace. From what I have seen of the contemporary design
I think this reflects these needs excellently.

Option 2
too expensive ans will take too long

I really like the mix of the old and the new its shows where too contemporary
we have come from but also the hope we have for the
future.

Option 2

Restore it as we have lost to much of our old building
already. The Cathedral is the heart of the city and
Canterbury. There is stone from the other old building
which can be used for the restore and make her stronger
and make the Cathedral the heart and sore of
Christchurch again and show the world that christchurch
will rise again.

it's nice but it not the Cathedral.

Option 1

Option 2

It looks very nice and amazing in the evenings. It doesn't
hit the budget too bad and it brings back memories of the
orginal cathedral.
I like the lightness but it is 'same /old""

don't go there. Its not for our city.

Option 2

It strikes me as two hands in prayer and reflects the
Option 3
architectural times in which it is being designed and built. I
realize that I am a visitor to your site and not a "local" so
please do not take offense at my being caught up in the
important decision you need to make. God be with you."
Derivative, tiresome and laughable. People will pray for
Option 1
earthquakes in years to come so that it can be demolished
and a worthy cathedral rebuilt.
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7/04/2013 6:48

45 - 54

Opawa

Christchurch

I would like to see the Cathedral restored, but
acknowledge that this is an expensive option. It will not be
a quick fix, but we have skilled people here in NZ who can
undertake this work. It will be something for us all to be
proud of, that a much-loved building has been restored to
life.

I like this option very much. It looks both forward to the
future and acknowledges the past. The interior looks
roomy and light, and the beams are beautiful. This design
understands Victorian Gothic and respects it, reframing it
in a safe modern way.

I truly dislike this with all my heart. It reminds me of a
Option 2
sinking boat, (not a good metaphor for the Anglican
Church) or worse, the rear end of a duck as it searches for
food in the river. The inside looks poky and overly ornate.
It's like a very poor relation of the Sydney Opera House.
Please, no.

7/04/2013 7:42

55 -64

Avonhead

Christchurch

Way too expensive, not in my lifetime, and so many things
that a modern building needs are unobtainable in a strict
rebuild. Pointless anyway. The 'traditional' Gothic style
was a historically inept mock-up of a vanished era at the
time it was built, and restoring it would merely legitimise
that. The overseas critics who say we are naive and have
no sense of history are wide of the mark. Mock-Gothic is
not of such enduring historic worth as they attribute to it.
As long as Christchurch has a certain number of its wellloved stone buildings left, eg the Arts Centre, the memory
is

What is that peculiar-looking cladding on the building?
Just plain old weatherboard would be fine. It's OK. It
might be a necessary compromise, in that it does look
pretty much like the cathedral as we knew it but has a
number of practical improvements. It's what we might
have built there, given the chance and the money, before
the quakes made us rethink the whole thing from scratch.

I'm not sure about this particular design - I think it needs
Option 3
more international designers of the highest calibre
submitting ideas. But in principle, I think something like
this is certainly the way to go. It must be a really top-ofthe-line architectural piece of work, so that we can offer it
with pride to future generations as saying who we were in
12013. That's what the Victorians did in their time - they
gave us something that was an honest statement, done
with love and labour, of what they saw as important. The
relationship with European antiquity was genuine in their
case, b

7/04/2013 7:50

55 -64

Avonhead

Christchurch

This would be my third choice. It is not totally safe, is the
most expensive and would take longest. Also appears to
offer the fewest facilities and useful, flexible spaces for
modern ministry. Whilst it is nice to have a cathedral, the
church is really about the spiritual and temporal needs of
the people, not providing an outdated building for tourists
to look at.

This 'middle ground' design is interesting but is betwixt and
between, neither one thing nor the other - it is 'confused'.
I like the lovely wooden interior but the exterior is rather
traditional & boring. This would be my second choice.

This is my choice. This design is spectacular, uplifting and
beautiful, light and airy. Because it is a new build there is
the opportunity to create new spaces that will meet the
needs of the church and its ministry in the city. It is the
safest, most economical (thus leaving more money left
over to help people) and can be achieved in the shortest
time frame.

7/04/2013 7:51

25 - 34

Cape Town

South Africa

Option 3

7/04/2013 8:00

65 - 74

Rangiora

Option 3

7/04/2013 8:06

55 -64

Burwood

North
Canterbury
8083

7/04/2013 8:13

65 - 74

Burnside

Christchurch

Restore church to former glory: a) This will provide a link
with our heritage b) Iconic building that is known
throughout the world c) Few historic buildings left in Chch
and this is perhaps among the most important d) Historic
buildings provide a sense of peace and tranquillity

7/04/2013 8:14

15 - 24

Linwood

Christchurch

While it's a good idea to bring back what we had - It's
good to have a change.

7/04/2013 8:23

15 - 24

Riccarton

Christchurch
8011

7/04/2013 8:27

55 -64

City Rise

Dunedin

7/04/2013 8:49

45 - 54

Christchurch

Christchurch

7/04/2013 9:05

65 - 74

Russley

Christchurch

7/04/2013 9:23

35 - 44

Papanui

Chrsitchurch

Option 1

7/04/2013 10:00

35 - 44

Bishopdale

Christchurch

7/04/2013 10:02

35 - 44

Hillmorton

Christchurch

Although having been through the Cathedral on numerous Option 3
occasions previously, I believe it's time to move on and
position ourselves for the future.
Option 1

7/04/2013 10:15

15 - 24

Mission Bay

Auckland

7/04/2013 10:27

45 - 54

MERIVALE

7/04/2013 10:57

45 - 54

My impression is that the main reason for this option is to This option is a cheaper,safer? version of the above
give the city an iconic building, a kind of living museum, but
an impractical building for use by it's owners.

Option 3

At first glance this building will impress, and maybe even
Option 3
become iconic over time. I believe it should primarily serve
the owners though. Imagine,a modern design that
challenges the sometimes public perception of an old and
dying church, and an old and dying faith.
Option 1

Just a different color really. But I do like this one.

My favorite. Looks more modern than the others and I
Option 3
really like this.
This option best reflects Cantabrians' vision as
Option 3
communicated through the Share an Idea campaign of late
2011: a contemporary city that respects our heritage, while
providing more positive community interaction with fresh
designs and 'people spaces.' This option also nurtures the
best of the damaged cathedral, especially inclusion of the
rose window. Let's do this, it will be fantastic!

The cathedral should be restored. It's emblematic of
Christchurch.

Option 1
Option 3

While I played for Anzac services here over 5 years, and
appreciated the building I believe it has to go: sight lines
and sound problems ;feeling of being shut off from the
surrounding community

Yes the more I think about it the more I just think. That is
the Christchurch cathedral. It is know the world over so
let's not change it. It's a classic. If not why build anything
like it ?
Too expensive, not looking ahead.

Does not appeal to me

This looks like what we need--indoor-outdoor flow; spaces Select Option
that draw the public into the cathedralprecinct; a
beckoning feeling that reaches out; a place where one can
envisage faithand secular community interacting; forward
rather than backward looking

Too expensive and not aesthetically pleasing. The design
contributes neither here nor there architecturally.

This or nothing. Christchurch needs to look to the future!

CHRISTCHURC FULL RESTORATION WOULD RESTORE OUR CITIES
H
HEART AND SOUL WITH OUR MOST BELOVED
BUILDING GRACING OUR CITY AGAIN. OF COURSE IT
NEEDS TO BE EARTHQUAKE SAFE . THE ANGLICAN
CHURCH LEADERSHIP COULD BY REBUILDING
RECOGNISE OF OUR LOVE FOR OUR CITIES CENTRAL
CATHEDRAL . THE MONEY WOULD BE RAISED FROM
THE PEOPLE

ITS GORGEOUS AND IN SOME WAYS MORE
PROPORTIONAL THAN THE ORIGINAL. I LOVE THE
GLASS SPIRE AND A DEFINITE SECOND BET

A NICE ENOUGH BUILDING, CERTAINLY NOT WORLD
Option 1
CLASS. VERY AMERICAN WHICH IS FINE . NOTHING
WRONG WITH IT. NOTHING ON THE ORIGINAL
THOUGH . KNOCKING DOWN WHATS LEFT OF THE
ORIGINAL AND REPLACING IT WITH THIS WOULD BE A
CRIME

Westmorland

Christchurch

This option is the only option that should be considered
since the building has a category one historic rating. The
restoration of the cathedral will be a very important piece
of our history kept for future generations and we

the current generation

are only "caretakers" of such treasures for the future
generations. I do not mind how long it takes - this should
not even be a consideration - a few extra years of work is
nothing in the scale of things."

Option 1

7/04/2013 11:27

Select
Christchurch
Age range

Christchurch

This is the most sympathetic approach to the preservation
of the spiritual centre to our city. It was built to the glory
of God and all lengths should be gone to to preserve it. It is
culturally offensive to me personally, to many of our
current generations, to past generations and to future
generations to destroy what is an iconic building to so
many Christians and non-Christians alike. The cathedral is
a toanga to the city of Christchurch. The linkage to and
honouring of our past is so critical to the future health of
the city and its people. The cathedral helps define our
turangawaewae..

A disappointing option which would be a shadow of the
original. There is an element of this option being included
to "split" the opposition vote against the contemporary
option. It plays on the unfounded supposition that the
current cathedral could not be restored to suitable safety
requirements

a fallacy promoted by Bishop Victoria and the Church
Trustees."

Option 1

7/04/2013 12:43

35 - 44

USA

Kansas

I think that restoring the building to its original look will be I really respond negatively to this option. To me it feels like it really feels watered down to me. This is an opportunity Option 3
"Restoration Lite!" In other words
to do something great and magnificent. Either be bold and
a monumental task that will result in simply trying to rebuild option 3 in a new and exciting direction
establish ideas/thoughts/directions that have already
taken place. While the option is certainly a realistic one,
simply improving on seismic resistance as opposed to new
construction could prove to be foolish for the long term.
The real question with this design is: Does sentimental
attachment to the past outweigh celebrating the human
spirit of endurance, invention and evolution into the 21st
century?

7/04/2013 13:08

25 - 34

moygashel

Dungannon

preserving history is great

preserving some of the original structure is while updating looks fantastic however it longevity would be in question
the the church is the best option. The new design will help and zero preservation of original structure it bad as you
cement the earthquake in the churches history
lose so much history.

Option 2

7/04/2013 14:18

35 - 44

Edgeware

Christchurch

Too much effort

Lacks originality

Option 3

7/04/2013 15:52

25 - 34

Christchurch
Clapham
Junction (From (London)
Bryndwr )

Beautiful option

Option 3

Being a Designer, typically I would be very progressive
Option 1
towards a new structure however both concepts are a
creative let down. The spire has no aesthetic relationship
to the main building, which is a really under resolved form.
There hasn't been the creative critical thinking go into
these building concepts, that is required of when designing
icons. FYI Design decision making by committee is
inherently the worst method any governing body can do
for design of such icons. Hire a trusted creative director,
pick an architect after the bid who shows the most
creative aptitude for the commis
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7/04/2013 16:15

25 - 34

London

London - UK

7/04/2013 17:31

15 - 24

Woolston

Christchurch

7/04/2013 18:35

35 - 44

Dulwich Hill

Australia

7/04/2013 18:49

65 - 74

Wilbarston,
Northamptons
hire UK BY
profession I am
a building
conservationist
concerned with
the repair
maintainance
and alterations
of heritage
beuildings and
the historic
cores of
settlements

I visited
Christchurch a
few years ago
and was
entranced by
the city with the
cathedral. I rang
the bells on that
Christmas Eve,
a very special
moment.

7/04/2013 19:25

35 - 44

Kohimarama

Auckland

7/04/2013 19:29

65 - 74

7/04/2013 19:39
7/04/2013 19:39

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:
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OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Having visited Christchurch a few months ago, and then
Option 3
seen Napier afterwards it seems the best way to rebuild
after an earthquake is to move foreward with the times.
The history of the church can always be remembered, but
by making a modern, efficient structure (and perhaps
including a museum nearby) you can help lead the
redevelopment and push the community forward like the
church should.
It's beautiful, and historic a landmark of the city.

very ugly
Least favoured of the options. It's time to make a bold
statement and this doesn't do it. This is the safe option.

It's cool but looks like it will be regretted in 20 years. will
Option 1
not stand the test of time.
A true statement for a modern city which Christchurch will Option 3
become. The facade draws you in, enticing you to enter
its doors.
THe option of something totally new is the choice made by Option 3
Coventry UK after its 15th cathedral was destroyed by
bombs in 1940 ( compared with Dresden which utterely
reinstated.)The new cathedral grew our of the ruins of the
old and is still after 50 years since its dedication , a wow of
a design and of the finest artistic works of the time. SOme
of its revolutionaly ideas in 1962 were followed by
churches all over the world. I have seen designs with light
coming in from wimdows at an anlge and hidden from the
outside form as far apart as thAs Arcti c norway and
equatorial east Africa. THe idea

after the devestation and loss of the cathedral there is an
arguement to restore it as it was, but although that
worked in Dresden where the great fraukirche was
destroyed in 1945 as was the rest of the city, that may not
be the solution for Christchurch. I visited Dresden in 1965
when the great church in the centre of the city was a heap
of rubble, then 40 years later I went back and the church
and other buildngs had been re-instated totally ( but with
very minor changes ) Dresden was the flower of European
Baroque. But is total restoration the solution for
Christchurch? Is it looking back to

The rebuilding of the cathedral to the same massing has its
merits. It becomes a bridge between the past and the
future. I liked the glazed entrances visually linking the
interior with the market place outside and trying to make
the two one. A heavy (closed ) door on a church can be
repelling. This option gives the opportunity of retaining
some of the features of the old - the rose window and the
mosaics and dados . But even within a traditional massing
there is much opportunity for new artwork and not to have
pastiches of 19th art and glass. Such a building will make a
statement about the pas

South Brighton Christchurch

In my opinion this is far to expensive to restore and the
time frame is much too long. The existing building was
always hughly expensive to maintain,heat etc, and and on a
world scale it was never the best example of this design .

This building is too traditional,I think its time to move right
away from this concept and look to the future with a
innovated design that will fit in with the new surroundings
well.

15 - 24

hristianin

Tambov

only

45 - 54

Sydenham

Christchurch

7/04/2013 19:53

65 - 74

Russley

Christchurch

7/04/2013 20:07

55 -64

Huntsbury

Christchurch

Brave new design which will define the new city . I also like Option 3
the inclusion of the old features in the contemporary
design
Option 2
Ideally I would like this option but it would be far too costly. This is my preferred option as it has the look of the original This is a nice option but not for Christchurch
Also it had been strengthened before and obviously that
didn't work.
Much better option as our city will be a new place looking Option 3
forward into the future. We have enough Gothic reminders
of the past with the Arts Centre and museum. Also
economically it makes far more sense. The millions saved
could be used to help out all those unfortunate folk still
awaiting decent housing post quake. Get realistic.
Onwards and upwards!

7/04/2013 20:18

45 - 54

Strowan

Christchurch

7/04/2013 20:20

45 - 54

Bishopdale

Christchurch

7/04/2013 20:27

45 - 54

Aberystwyth

Ceredigion,
Wales, United
Kingdom
(formerly New
Zealand)

This is my preferred option. It means preservation of a
major gothic building, but also a statement about the
durability of Christchurch and its ability to rise triumphant
in the face of adversity

This would be my second preference. It would enable the
cathedral to incorporate more modern liturgical and
pastoral spaces. But combining styles does not always
work - though indeed it is very common in cathedrals in
the UK (where I am living at present) and was done
successfully in Auckland.

I would not be in favour of this option.

Option 1

7/04/2013 20:32

Select
Riccarton
Age range

ChCh

Like it because it is the ' old familiar,' but it may be
prohibitively expensive

My personal favourite

Not so keen.

Option 2

7/04/2013 20:32

45 - 54

London

United Kingdom

7/04/2013 20:35

15 - 24

Auckland City
Centre

Auckland

7/04/2013 20:38

35 - 44

Opawa

Christchurch

7/04/2013 21:02

35 - 44

Prebbleton

Christchurch

In my opinion restoring to as close as possible to the
original look would be ideal. We are losing so much of our
city and the cathedral is the one icon of Christchurch
which is so well known worldwide - it would be fantastic to
have it remain as our 'logo'. If we make the decision based
on cost I think we will regret it in the long term. Restoring
the cathedral is an investment in our city that our children
will enjoy in years to come. I am not a religious person at
all, but have great memories of growing up in Christchurch
and child climbing the cathedral etc. Lets have the
cathedral r

Option 1

7/04/2013 21:19

55 -64

England

London

I would like to see it restored. I feel far too many buildings
just get knocked down in Christchurch which is I believe
the easier option.

Select Option

7/04/2013 21:23

35 - 44

Gleniti

Timaru

7/04/2013 21:50

45 - 54

Cashmere

Christchurch

7/04/2013 21:56

65 - 74

formerly
Merivale now
of Winchester
England

Merivale
christchurch

I would love the Cathedral to be restored--such a part of Perhaps the answer lies in an interpretation of the
my childhood and an important part of the city See option restoration of Coventry Cathedral,England, after the
2
Second World War destruction This seems to have
captured the original and the new and is a wonderful
building visually and spiritually

I am unsure that such a contemporary building really fits
the Square

7/04/2013 22:00

65 - 74

North New
Brighton

Christchurch

The idea of complete restoration is great but like so many
ideas in ChCh at the moment we cannot afford to do this

I really like the look of this option - light, open, beautiful,
worshipful Not sure if we can afford this either but would
be good if we could. Hopefully this could be a suitable
commpromise between the opposing current factions.

This was my first choice due to cost and time of ability to Option 2
build it on time and maybe it would appeal to young and
future generations and would be easier to enter than more
traditional options.

7/04/2013 22:12

55 -64

Rangiora

North
Canterbury

Too expensive and would take too long to be fully
operational. I suspect continuing fears of its safety would
deter many from entering.

OK but looks like a 'copy' and looks backward.

7/04/2013 22:43

45 - 54

Belfast

Christchurch

This one looks exciting. It has echoes of the past (and I
Option 3
hope as much of the present Cathedral can be
incorporated in some way) but is a modern design that will
move us forward into the future.
Love this!
Option 3

7/04/2013 22:46

55 -64

richmond

chch

Option 3
This is exactly what we need,a completly new approach.
Option 3
This attractive design would go well in a re-built
Christchurch , it is also costed competively and has a
reasonably short building time. We need a building that will
uplift us and help us move forward with a new vision.
Option 1

Why do you not have "None" as a preferred design option Do not proceed!
(below)?"

I like the general 'look' of the building, appreciating the
Select Option
curves, wood and glass envisaged. I think the design meets
the request of Synod that a new building be 'inspiring.' (1)
Why, when as a diocese for diocesan occasions, we
appreciated the intimacy of the former St Margaret's
College chapel seating (round, not railway carriage), are
we proposing a 'railway carriage' style seating for the new
cathedral? (2) Baptism is central to our life as church. The
font should be 'front and centre' and not 'rear and to the
side.' (3) Hospitality is crucial to modern
I like this option because it brings the Anglican church into Option 3
the 21st century with a new cathedral to be proud of.

Option 3
Considering the seismic risk of the region, it's a ridiculous Regarding the seismic risk noted above, the timber option
idea to restore the brick. Nevermind the cost involved with is fantastic! It'll retain to a vast extent the history and the
doing this!
look of the old structure, but will perform vastly better
under seismic loading. BEST OPTION!

This idea would give most heritage experts a heart
attack/brain aneurysm.

Option 2

Option 3

Option 2
My preference would be for a contemporay design but I
Option 3
agree with the letter in the Press from Rev David Pickering
that a more radical auditorium style desiign would be
preferable if it is possible to configure on that site.
Option 2

I like number 3 the best.We've had the old,now its time for Option 3
the new and exciting to have their turn!As well as the
cardboard cathedral,this looks great.

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

7/04/2013 22:56

55 -64

7/04/2013 23:42

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Christchurch

15 - 24

SomerfieldSpreydon
Phillipstown

7/04/2013 23:55

65 - 74

Halswell

Christchurch

8/04/2013 0:00

Select
porirua
Age range

wellington

expensive and it will never "be the same" "

Nice but too attached to the past

8/04/2013 0:14

65 - 74

St. Peter\\\'s
Episcopal
Church

Cheshire,
Connecticut,
US

Restore in general, but improve.

I hope that as an American I may be allowed to comment.
The Traditional speaks to me as an Anglican. It feels
"right". Here is a chance to rebuild the way the original
builders would have done it if they had more funds back
then."

8/04/2013 0:16

65 - 74

Kingston

Wellington

Sadly, while the old cathedral had its place in history I feel
rebuilding it block by block would be counterproductive.
Knowing what had happened to it I could imagine people
never feeling relaxed and uplifted when being inside it.

While the use of new materials makes sense

making a sort of artificial old cathedral doesn't appeal to
me. I think it would feel "sad"."

8/04/2013 0:23

45 - 54

Cashmere

Christchurch

No.

No - it is a compromise.

I am the parent of an ex-chorister and am presently
Option 3
worshiping at St Michael and All Angels. I far prefer this
modern cathedral and like the fact that it will also use
parts/objects from the old. It seems more female-friendly!
We still have St Michael's as an example of a traditional
church.

8/04/2013 0:31

25 - 34

Phillipstown

Christchurch

8/04/2013 0:36

55 -64

Crofton Downs Wellington

The old cathedral is beautiful, and would that, for very
This merely an expensive ersatz option.
many human reasons, there had been no Christchurch
earthquakes. But the quakes happened and the cathedral
has been destroyed. Historically, cathedrals would not
have been restored if there was structural collapse –
cathedrals evolved, albeit the change of style was
historically very gradual. Sure. the old Cathedral itself was
a revival of a then long-past Gothic style, like so many
settler church buildings, structures foreign to Aotearoa.
But, paradoxically, those who wish to restore that revivalist
building are being historically invali

This contemporary, transformative, option is beautiful, and Option 3
authentically preserves the historical fact of the death of
the old cathedral. This option does not fly in face of the
finitude of humanity and all human works, and therefore
this option stands in proper continuity and proper
discontinuity with the old cathedral that has died and
become dust. Therefore, contemporary design, in marking
both the death of the old structure and yet clearly
referencing it in its new structure, is an authentic faith
statement. This mooted contemporary design is wholly
appropriate for the Church; the design,

8/04/2013 1:04

55 -64

Russley

Christchurch

I can't imagine why one would do this. The church (and
This option seems to me to fall between two stools.
the city) is not a museum. Important as it is to preserve
and cherish our historical heritage, it seems a waste of
money and a waste of opportunity to try to artificially
recreate it after it has been effectively destroyed. A choice
to restore is also significant theologically: it implies that the
gospel too is a 19th century artifact, that we look to the
past, that the church is a museum piece, interesting only
for its historical and heritage value. Whatever their other
(doubtless worthy) motivations, how committed are those
who seek t

I unhesitatingly endorse this option. Those who designed Option 3
and built the original cathedral chose a design that was
appropriate to their historical and cultural situation in a new
land. We should do the same - creating the heritage and
history that future generations will look back to with pride.
How will future generations think of us for recreating a
19th century artifact? We have a living God and a living
community and a contemporary gospel to proclaim and we
need to have a building that declares that. I think the
contemporary design is as a whole splendid: the main
building it self, but also

8/04/2013 1:11

35 - 44

Avonhead

Christchurch

I feel that we need to move forward to something new
rather than hang onto the past which involves too much
pain and wonder if people will have the confidence to
return to a stone structure. Too expensive and not safe
enough.

Love this design except a bit too grey maybe if it was a
Great design although I feel it would date in years to come Option 2
different colour like the grey/beige colour it looks like at
and maybe look a bit tacky in future.
night for more warmth. More stained glass windows to add
colour would be of benefit especially in the daytime. I feel
this design is moving on but also still retaining as much of
the old heritage as possible and safer. It gets my no 1 vote.

8/04/2013 1:12

55 -64

Spreydon

Christchurch
8024

My family have been involved with the cathedral in the
choir so I have often been there for services. I think it is
too dark and too heavy. The dark grey is too somber. Also
if the earthquake strengthening sdone previously wasn't
enough it would need a lot of work, cost a lot of money
and won't be fully protective against quakes.- what is the
point? Have the ground checks been cleared for such a
heavy building?

I like this option best. It needs to glorify God; point people
to Him and be open to the community. It looks nice and
light and open and safe, it shows the original form and the
arches are lovely. I wonder if the bell tower would work
well though- eg enough resonance? This is my first
choice. The cost factor is very important as it is not the
only building that needs replacing.

8/04/2013 1:16

35 - 44

Yaldhurst

Christchurch

Only option is to restore the Cathedral to its original form.
So many experts have offered their opinion on how to
restore it, listen to the experts, and look into this option!!!

8/04/2013 1:21

35 - 44

Pukekohe

Auckland

This option harks to the past, and to a spituality and style
of worship that no longer exists or has merit. This option
would make the worship of the church redundant and
divorced from the context of modern Aotearoa New
Zealand.

This option tries, yes, to claim the past so as to become
the noe, but offers no hope for the future. Both Option 1
and 2 seek tpo be time capsules, but the church is not a
mechanism but is organic and must always evolve.

8/04/2013 1:46

65 - 74

Mairehau

Christchurch

While I quite like the old cathedral I do not believe we
should spend the amount of money that this is likely to
cost, if indeed we can raise that sort of money. Then
there is the question of what else in the way of ministry
would be adversely affected due to a lack of monetary
resources because so much being channelled into a total
restoration.

This doesn't grab me and I think it would always be seen as This is bold and light and makes a statement for the 21st Option 3
a poor relation to the original cathedral because of it's
Century and it will be able to be used before the century is
half over. I'm not too keen on the Mary & Child
gothic like design.
background but apart from that could happily live with this
design.

8/04/2013 1:48

45 - 54

Cashmere

Christchurch

Too expensive

8/04/2013 1:49

45 - 54

Papanui

Christchurch

8/04/2013 1:58

65 - 74

Te Atatu
Peninsula,

Auckland

8/04/2013 1:59

65 - 74

Fendalton

Fendalton

8/04/2013 2:07

65 - 74

RD4

Christchurch

8/04/2013 2:10

65 - 74

Redcliffs

Christchurch

Christchurch

It's the Cathedral

An well-thought out, creative new building would be a
Option 3
great addition to the central city.
it's beautiful... but I think now is the time to amp things up I prefer this option over the other two. It's still holding the Option 2
original design but is bringing it a little bit further to the
a bit and make some changes (although not too large!).
This is unacceptable: "Can be designed to achieve Building future, without ruining the original gothic look (which is
Code compliant levels of safety but will not be as
gorgeous). I also like the fact that altering the original
seismically resilient as a new building." If you are able to
design can lead to improvements for usability. The high
achieve higher levels of seismic resilience... then do so.
levels of seismic resilience is very important and I am
Christchurch residents need the peace of mind that their happy this design will be able to incorporate it into the
new buildings are designed to be the safest they possibly building.
can be. I would personally feel cheated if this issue was
put aside so freely."
Option 3
beatiful - new , refreshing , spiritually uplifting - bringing Option 3
spirituality into to today This could be a remarkable
statement for ChCh recovery
Please, no. It is striking, and certainly grabs one's attention, Option 2
but I don't get any spiritual feedback from the design.

Option 3

Option 2

This is my second option but I find the bell tower very
futuristic and don't really like that part of it. Also it seem
to be smaller than the other towers so would it
accomodate all the bells and the ringers? How would it
sound? Maybe it would be electronic? The central part
looks good.

Option 2

This is the most horrible looking Cathedral. This should not Option 1
be built. This does not represent Christchurch at all, would
look good in Dubi!

Preferred option as a balance between the heritage and
the costs
looks dark and hard and a bit threatening compared to the looks cold and hard (a bit like a prison) in the grey stone,
other options
but the interior wood is warm and beautifully designed
I'm a 67 yr old Auckland Anglican who suffers from a dislike I built a 45' yacht over 10 years and know the beauty of
of our own mish-mash cathedral. For tenyears I came
wood especially kauri but his does not chang my choice of
down to Christchurch to fulfil childcare obligations and
Option 1
regularly attended services in the cathedral feeling a great
sense of peace and grew to love your Cathedral. I also had
lunch alternately at the cathedral and Dux de Lux. I also
went to one concert featuring Handel's Messiah. I took
great delight in featuring the Cathedral as my central focus
when in christchurch and have alsu been up the bell tower
a few times. I have also visited cathedrals around the world
so am not b

This option offers hope

Option 3

Too out there for Christchurch and loss of original identity Option 2
light and welcoming - it makes the Square look more
friendly and a more comfortable place to be. It gets my
vote, even though I usually prefer traditional style!
Please No, looks like a half- hearted Sydney Opera House

Option 3

Option 1

I would have preferred to have more options and ideas to Option 3
consider within the 'contemporary' field. I hope this
process is just an early stage of the consultation, to gain an
understanding of the most favoured broad category, ie
traditional etc.
This is my favoured option as there are such strong links
with the original cathedral. I don't think we should lose that
history. I think the international community will help with
the funding, as I will, in a small way.

This is my next favourite option, if it is built to the original This is my third favourite option. In different
Option 1
wooden design. I am not too sure about the patteren of
circumstances I might like it, but not to replace something
wood on the exterior. Can't it just be basic wood
already there that has great significance.
contruction as found in the many local wooden churches?
Modern, contemporary, yet contains hints of the past.
Would appreciate more 'worship in the round' style rather
than a long nave with its attendant difficulties of seeing
and fully participating.

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

8/04/2013 2:19

75 +

Kingston

Wellington

I don't live in Christchurch but I am originally a South
My least preferred option. It could be nearly as costly as a
Islander and a frequent visitor there. While some may say rebuild, yet would always be regarded as a second- rate
imitation of the original.
this option would be the ideal result I disagree. The
cathedral was destroyed by an act of Nature . (An act of
God?) It is not the same as when Cathedrals were
destroyed by an act of War, ie by man. In that case the
rebuildings that took place, for example the Frauenkirch in
Dresden, were very much an act of defiance . In the
present case a rebirth - a NEW beginning - is more
appropriate. Much of the new Christchurch will also be a
rebirth. Why not the Cathedral?

The contemporary option, aside of its much more
Option 3
favourable construction in cost and timescale, has a big
advantage in allowing its design to accommodate other
public functions alongside the prime on of a place of
worship. I strongly support the general principles of the
proposed design as set out by the architects, but while it is
a very good start I would expect to see further inputs and
developments of these ideas by others. There is
opportunity here for something really stunning that would
attract world-wide attention. The new Cathedral would
bring more visitors to Christchurch, and th

8/04/2013 2:25

65 - 74

Church Bay

Lyttelton
Harbour

The new Cathedral shape is pleasing uplifting and fitting. I Option 3
still can't get my head around the $$$ though I would
support this option.

8/04/2013 2:39

55 -64

Redwood

CHCH

I believe it is totally unrealistic to restore the Christchurch The reinterpretation of the Cathedral is excellent but far
too expensive.
Cathedral and should not be even contemplated. A
miniature replica could be placed on display within the new
cathedral.
Far too expensive and too long in construction
Ditto

8/04/2013 2:55

75 +

Khandallah

Wellington

I think we should keep photos, maby even a model of the
old Cathedral. Then tear down the structure and sell the
stones to Christchurch citisons who love it so much, and
get on with building a new Cathedral.

YES something like this would be great. Great for the city, Option 3
tourists, and to the glory of God.

8/04/2013 3:00

35 - 44

Kennedys Bush Chch

8/04/2013 3:19

55 -64

Sumner

Christchurch

8/04/2013 3:36

35 - 44

Titahi Bay

Wellington

8/04/2013 3:39

15 - 24

Burnside

Christchurch

8/04/2013 3:49

65 - 74

Central City

Christchurch

8/04/2013 4:09

45 - 54

Birkenhead

Auckland

8/04/2013 4:14

65 - 74

Cheviot

North
Canterbury

8/04/2013 4:43

55 -64

Currently living Not applicable
in Picton but a
long-time
parishioner of
St Michael &
All Angels

8/04/2013 4:45

55 -64

Devonport

Auckland

8/04/2013 4:53

65 - 74

St heliers

8/04/2013 4:54

55 -64

casebrook

Auckland
but born in
Christchurch
christchurch

8/04/2013 4:58

55 -64

Burwood

Christchurch

8/04/2013 5:22

35 - 44

St Albans

Christchurch

8/04/2013 5:23

65 - 74

Cashmere

Christchurch

8/04/2013 5:33

35 - 44

massey

auckland

8/04/2013 5:35

75 +

Casebrook

Christchurch

8/04/2013 5:43

65 - 74

8/04/2013 5:46

55 -64

London/Javea London UK and
Costa Blanca
Spain
papanui
christchurch

8/04/2013 7:03

65 - 74

Live in the UK
(New
Zealander)

Live in the Uk

8/04/2013 7:18

45 - 54

wainoni

wainoini

8/04/2013 7:26

25 - 34

NaeNae

Lower Hutt

8/04/2013 7:39

55 -64

Rangiora

North
Canterbury

Not an option

This is my preferred option, although I don't like the spire- Option 3
can this be reworked to fit more with the overall concept?

Retain as much as possible the exterior design and look of
Option 2
the original cathedral, but improve the internal structure
and functionality of it.
1/ Too much money involved which could be spent on
Looks like the ghost of the last one.
Time to move on to something, lighter, stronger, cheaper. Option 3
Who are we trying to impress anyway? Not God I
people which is what God is more interested in. 2/Still
don't think I would be comfortable inside all that masonary,
hope...He doesn't need it. (Isaiah 66:1-2).
probably wouldn't go inside. 3/ Might not see it finished!
Great but lets move forward. The old was destroyed lets
do something different

Hideous

Like so long as the original gets a nod

Option 3
Option 2

It preserves the heritage, but does not acknowledge the
Good use of wood, acknowledges a lesson learned from
earthquake events, too much looking back to the past. The the earthquakes but the exterior lacks grace, too chunky.
time and expense are against it.
Neither heritage nor looking forward .

Great to use the opportunity to have something wonderful Option 3
and modern, an acknowledgement of the earthquake
events and forward-looking. Less time and expense is
important too. This design is very 'Salt Lake City', no NZ
feel to it. I think we could do much better with an
international design competition.
One of the few positives to come out of the Christchurch Option 3
earthquake is the opportunity for the city to rebuild and
improve on what it has. The Contemporary option of
rebuilding the Cathedral is a perfect example of this. The
Cathedral is an icon in the square and now has the
opportunity to become so again.

Too expensive. Will take too long for the build.

Although I love tradition it is time to let this go. Heritage
values are important but the sensible use of money is as
well. It was never one of the great architectural gems
compared with many from Britain and elsewhere in the
world including New Zealand.

Didnt like the dark ceiling

Not really inspiring .

could be iconic in the future. Looked at the Sydney Opera Option 3
house - it looked way out when it was built. This design
would stand out and compliment other modern, light and
user friendly buildings and surroundings,
Has some appeal for me in that it retains some of the
This has some real appeal and makes a statement that
Option 3
heritage but why replicate what was there even if it is in
looks forward whilst still being architecturally of now and
timber which makes more sense? Preferable to
the future. Surprisingly elegant, rather than ugly and will
restoration but what statement does it make about the
help to ensure that the other new buildings have a
city. Can't we look to build something that will be revered standard to match. Hopefully this will encourage modern
in a hundred years time and that represents this time
buildings that have flair and character. We need to see
rather than something that was built 150 years ago. Hardly more detail but this appeals most by far and is wise in that
asserts the Anglican church as wanting to reinforce our
it does not cost anywhere near as much as the others.
relevance through the ages. Buildings should reflect the
communities that change over time whilst the presence of
this place of God in the city should be

Liked the colour

A more timely reminder when things in Christchurch
changed.
Second preference-liked the simplicity of it but much
prefer the option 2

Option 3
Option 2

we need to move forward not look back and this design is Option 3
our future. We will not be around in the years to come and
in 150 years this cathedral would be an icon for our city. As
a red zoner i have horrific memories of what we have
lived through during the past 2 years. It is time to move on
not look back

Stone pillars often blocked the view. Resoration is the
most expensive option and needs to be taken in
consideration. Many people consider it as an icon and have
no religious following. We must consider what the prime
purpose is.

good compromise of the original (which can never be
recreated) and the modern.
To me this seems rather a hochpoch design. To me it is
not very inspiring.

Lets get something modern and contemporary for what
will be our new and modern city.
This is my preferred option. I feel that restoring the
damaged Cathedral to it's original state is financially
irresponsible in the present economic climate. I would
prefer a modern building that looks to the future, while
honoring the past.

Option 3

Great to embody "today" design and technology with a
less intimidating building."

Option 3

Option 3

Option 2
Having experienced a conducted tour of the "Crystal
Option 3
Cathedral" near Los Angeles where the emphasis in design
is to get peopke to look upwards (towards heaven) I feel
that this option far superior. Also the cost and time frame
is more attractive. I also favour the use of wood - the
visual effect and the safety factor. "
This is absolutely beautiful, open, light, welcoming, ... a
new beginning and very appropriate. I hope option 3 is
what you wil choose!
I choose this one because it is the least expensive. No
matter what you build, it will not be the original cathedral.
Rather than pouring all the resources into building
something which cannot be replaced, use them for more
humane and practical purposes.

Option 3

I think Coventry Cathedral should be looked at for ideas use some of the remains of the traditional cathedral and
of course have the modern too. I will select this option as
the contemporty one is too modern. It could be toned
down a bit.

I worry about this design becoming dated. Lots of very
contemporary ideas don't stand the test of time and if
concrete is used on the exterior, it will look unsightly in
years to come. The material has to be a resiliant and
attractive material.

Option 2

This maybe a good alternative as it will still be traditional
but make it more earthquake resistant
Too much like the old - we need a "Cathedral of the
Resurrection" for Christchurch."

Not a good option New Zealand does not have enough
Option 1
History to destroy such an important part of it.
I love the look of the outside and the use of wood. Very
Option 3
disappointed about the cruciform shape. Please please do
not lock us into an ancient unusable worship space. We
don't use this shape anymore!!!! We clergy who lead
worship don't want it like that!!! Put out a questionaire to
the clergy about liturgical use today. It's like a bus when
worship is now about community. Look at catholic
architecture it's been light years ahead. A gathered
community in the round or semi circle. Where would a
worship band go. Have you thought about data projection no one under 50 uses book for w

Select Option

Option 3
This would be the best option as it has stood this way ever
since it was built.
Definitely not. It didn't meet our needs as clergy then and
doesn't now. I haven't heard one clergy person in the
whole diocese say they want the Cathedral restored - only
those who look at it but don't use it want their icon back.
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8/04/2013 8:06

55 -64

8/04/2013 8:21

35 - 44

8/04/2013 8:24

35 - 44

8/04/2013 8:24

65 - 74

8/04/2013 8:34

SUBURB:
London, UK

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

originally from
Wanganui, NZ

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

It's fine if the people of Christchurch want to maintain the LOVE this one - traditional but with a modern twist. In
status quo.
keeping with the original (Option 1), as I believe it should
be, but an opportunity to give it a bit of oomph.
London
London
My preference, a great mix of modern and traditional. I
grew up in Christchurch and would love to see the look of
the old building retained.
Sydenham
Christchurch
This option represents a good compromise between the
old and the new. Perhaps any elements which have been
salvaged from the original cathedral could be incorporated
into this replica.
Waimairi Beach CHRISTCHURC It would be lovely to have this building back in its preThis is my 1st preference but again realise that the
H East
earthquake form but I fully realise that this is not realistic, finances may make this difficult. I fully realise that the Lord
either financially or from a seismic point of view (I would is present in any gathering where 2 or 3 are gathered
together in His name but I see Him as a stately, majestic,
not like to be in the repaired building in any sort of ½
decent earthquake - one would always wonder - will it or being (hard to express this in just a few words) & this
building design best reflects (in my opinion) that image.
won't it? ...) I guess part of its attraction was that there
was nothing else even comparable in the town in terms of Whether we end up with this option or any other, the Lord
WILL be with us, ie: Whatever happens, Satan will NOT
atmosphere & for its sense of awe & dignity.
prevail!

A bit too modern for my liking and the interior a bit too
busy decor-wise.

Option 2

Please God no.

Option 2

45 - 54

Saint Albans

Christchurch

outside looks nice and familiar but inside is dark and it
would be better at this time to improve the facility.

inside looks light and improved. Outside the tower looks a
little odd.

outside looks ok and modern and inside light and spacious Option 2
but I don't like the large copper picture. Some nice
coloured wall hangings or stained glass showing pictures of
significant Biblical events where people look like people not
some artists stylized depiction would be nice. I like things
to look real especially when it comes to relating the
Christian message. If things are made to look too arty the
seem like the figment of someone's imagination rather
than the truth. These thoughts apply to all church
buildings.

8/04/2013 8:35

35 - 44

Woodend

North
Canterbury

While many would love to see the cathedral restored, I
would have concerns about it's safety compared to the
traditional or modern designs. Very expensive too!

Nice design, but safe. Looks backwards rather than to the I really like this design and think it's quite stunning. It's a
future.
fresh interpretation of the cathedral, has echoes of the
past and looks to the future. The building would be easily
identifiable and looks like a modern, exciting place of
worship. I believe it has the potential to become a well
loved and iconic building.

Option 3

8/04/2013 8:39

15 - 24

Opawa

Christchurch

I would be disappointed if we elected to restore the
existing cathedral or create an exact replica partially
because of the compromised audience configurations and
sightlines and acoustic qualities, but also because of other
basic amenities that were so seriously deficient that didn't
get mentioned on this website such as location of toilets,
poor heating and the location of the visitor centre. This is
an opportunity to improve on what we had, and option 1
does not grasp this opportunity. However I do not believe
the criticism of the building for not being fully engaged in
the life of the s

I think this is the best option because it provides the best
balance between offering continuity from the old building
and incorporating modern materials and architectural
knowledge. In essence, it allows is to create a vastly
improved version of what was already there. I think the
wooden interior is absolutely stunning and also value the
fact this design will allow us to reuse many elements from
the old building like the windows and possibly some of the
façade. However, I think the image of the facade shown
on the website looks very unrealistic and therefore it is
harder to imagine what this

Option 2

8/04/2013 8:53

Select
Addington
Age range

Christchurch

Sadly, cost and time involved in restoration wouldrule out
this option.

I would not be unhappy with this option.. but not inspiring. Opinions are of course subjective.. The dark frame around Option 3
the sanctuarydraws attention to itself and detracts from
what is seen beyond. We are not shown whether there is
a vestibule or whether there can be meeting rooms.

London

Could use slight update

Obviously looks clearer and brighter

Option 2

While this is not my 1st choice, it has much going for it & Option 2
may well be the design adopted - if so, I will love it just the
same. The Lord will be there regardless & it will soon
develop its own prayed in atmosphere that will survive &
withstand secular use of the building - that indefinable
sense that 1st & foremost, this is a place where people
gather to worship the Lord.

I am strongly opposed to this design for a number of
reasons. Generally speaking I see it as a throwback to a
1970's A-Frame style of architecture that has since been
so thoroughly rejected, and the east end pastiche of Han
Solo frozen in carbonite is particularly aesthetically
unappealing. I am particularly concerned that a lot of the
people in favour of this design focus not on the actual
design, but instead hide behind the clichéd rhetoric that
we have to 'move forward' or 'look to the future and not
the past,' but fail to produce a coherent argument
explaining what these cli

8/04/2013 9:28

55 -64

Tooting Bec

Looks interesting, but the old style more preferable

Option 2

8/04/2013 9:46

45 - 54

51 Wakeman St Pahiatua

Too much time, too much money and will only ever give us Still looks like the old and will only ever be a replica.
the past.

Takes us into the future. The design has a beauty that is
forward thinking. Love it. Jesus was only ever walking
forward no matter what the consequences, please know
that we pray for you all and the challenges you face. God
bless you all.

Option 3

8/04/2013 10:13

55 -64

Bishopdale

Christchurch

Too inflexible for inside worship space. Too expensive and I like the mixture of continuity, lighter weight and flexibility
would take too long. In my view, this option would be
in worship space. Also the internal woodwork. I would
going backwards rather than looking forwards
hope the pillars would not inhibit lines of sight. It would be
enhanced by incorporating as much of original stonework
in appropriate places as possible. I am not impressed by the
2-stage spire. Continuity of design in one piece is more
appealing. Leave the lattice work for the chalice!

While visually appealing in isolation, I believe this is too
Option 2
'futuristic' for Christchurch, is not 'in keeping with our
cultural heritage, and has an insufficient level of continuity
with the past one, compared to option 2. It is too 'glassy'
and the rose window is not as visible and striking as in
option 2. Again, the spire is too 'glassy' and not in keeping
with the rest of the building. - I do like the cross on top
though!

8/04/2013 10:47

45 - 54

Singapore

Singapore

What is the cost comparing to the other 2 options.

The colour is a little pale relative to damaged Cathedral.
The building itself does replicate the damaged Cathedral
too. Will there be more seating? Will the interior be the
same or all new?

It does not draw me to it. It does not stand out and
Select Option
welcome or invite. Maybe one should keep what can be
kept of the current building and strengthen it and integrate
it with the new to remind us of the past yet bring us into
the future with hope. I know one can't put new wine into
old skin but Jesus from the past is still relevant today and
as such the current building still has history and a lot of
other peoples blood sweat, tears and stories in it to
continue to impact on people who visit the Christchurch
and the Cathedral.

8/04/2013 10:48

55 -64

St.Albans

Christchurch

Too long to wait.

Too long to wait

8/04/2013 10:57

15 - 24

Ilam

Christchurch

I think it kind of disrespects what the city has been
It's a bit bland. Nothing special... Really, I can't think of
through the last 2 1/2 years. We can't erase history. It was anything to say about it.
beautiful ... but now we need to move on and make this
new city great.

Moving forward in the right positive direction.. People in
Option 3
the future will love it!
Wow! Arching, radical, expressive, amazing .... Just what Option 3
the city needs. I love the timber interior and the skylight
reaching down the length of the cathedral. Not sure about
the tower though, to be fair. Incorporating original
materials and the rose window is the way to go - it
appropriately respects our heritage while taking a step
forward and creating a new icon. It's also an opportunity to
make the acoustics really good.

8/04/2013 11:04

25 - 34

Cumbria

UK

So little of the past remains so what does should be
preserved. Based on the photo in the article much of the
original building exterior remains and is still in beautiful
condition. However for the purpose of modern day usage
I could understand losing some of the internal historic
fabric to improve on acoustics, accessibility, and circulation
as suggested in option 2.

Other than the savings cost and internal improvements, I
don't see the point of this option. By changing the
outside, which still appears to be in good condition you are
creating a poorer version of the original, not a better or
more interesting building.

8/04/2013 11:50

45 - 54

Avonhead

Christchurch

I think the traditional form would be best honoured and
remembered if left alone.

This option has - in my view - the least personality. It is the A worthy landmark and city centerpiece.
favourite of many for the wrong reason, i.e. a compromise.

8/04/2013 11:52

Select
CASHMERE
Age range

CASHMERE

8/04/2013 12:04

45 - 54

Avonhead

Christchurch

8/04/2013 14:28

55 -64

Sharpstown

Houston

8/04/2013 15:27

45 - 54

Originally from originally from
Fendalton,
Christchurch
Christchurch now living in
the UK

It will always be compared to the original and I don't know
if that is such a good idea

Think having to chose would opt for a more modern design Option 3
- a "phoenix rising from the ashes" to remind us of what
we had but enjoy it for its own merits"

8/04/2013 16:53

65 - 74

Charleston, SC Charleston, SC
USA
USA

Have you considered a hybred scheme of 1 and 3? The
The tower is unresolved and entirely too ephemeral. It is
historic tower has much to commend it architecturally entirely too commercial in style.
and as an urban icon. The three aisle nave is one design
idea that needs to never be repeated. No one in the future
will want to sit behind a column.

Internally there is much to recommend here

There seems little point in keeping any of the original
Option 1
facade if option 3 is constructed as the historic cathedral is
covered up and the new building has no reflection of the
original except in the basic layout. The building seems
rather 'futuristic' and may feel rather dominating to visitors
on the ground, I am unsure it will stand the test of time.
Looking at the setting of the cathedral this option might fit
in with the modern buildings surrounding it, but would lose
the charm that is produced by the few remaining historic
buildings.
Option 3

THIS IS BY FAR THE BEST CHOICE, IN TERMS OF
ATTRACTING NEW PEOPLE IN TO THE CHURCH,
ESPECIALLY YOUNG PEOPLE. THIS IS AN EXCITING
DESIGN AND IT GETS MY VOTE!

Option 3

least favorite. keep the original...

Option 1

Option 3
Keep the historical architecture

good, but not as good as the original....

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

8/04/2013 17:21

25 - 34

Towson

Baltimore, MD - The great cathedrals of Europe were constructed over
USA
hundreds of years and choosing the quickest option should
not be a deciding factor. This great church has served as
an anchor for this neighborhood and the city itself. I live
in a place where our greatest architectural gems are left to
rot or be pulled down. I cannot advocate the bastardization
of this church's original design. Let the vision of the
original architects be put back into place and may a
restored, stronger cathedral serve the community for
centuries to come.

8/04/2013 17:27

35 - 44

Te Aro

Wellington

Stupidity spending that much. In the context of a new city going to the original design will make the cathedral a
museum piece. The church struggles enough with the
image of only being for the elderly and a thing of the past
as it is. The cathedral bell tower falling is "the" image of
the February earthquake. I would fear for everyone's
safety

8/04/2013 18:02

25 - 34

Boulder

Colorado, USA

I'm not sure if I am allowed to vote, but I just want to say
that as a US Antarctic Participant, I dearly love
Christchurch as a second home. It's just not the same
without the heart of the city, which is this cathedral. I
know it's the most expensive, but I can't imagine anything
else in its place.

Option 1

8/04/2013 18:27

65 - 74

Saskatvhewan Canada

The Cathedral has been a Christchurch landmark for me
since I first saw it in 1968. On my trips to New Zealand
over the years I always visited the square and while some
things changed, the Cathedral remained as a constant. It is
more than a religious icon. The Cathedral is an
internationally known landmark that requires restoration to
its original beauty. No new design concept can match the
timeless beauty of the building that once stood, and what
it stood for.

Select Option

8/04/2013 19:14

25 - 34

Montpellier

Hérault, France

8/04/2013 19:43

35 - 44

Didsbury

Manchester/UK While I loved the Cathedral and spent much of my
childhood in the building and was married in it, it is not a
unique internationally significant building and the cost to
rebuild an icon does not justify the good that could be
done with that money elsewhere in the city for the
parishioners and community at large.

A compromise that won't really satisfy anyone.

The Church and city have the opportunity to create a
Option 3
phoenix from the ashes and give another reason to visit
my home town. People will be drawn to the centre of the
city anyway lets give a world a building that shows what a
modern progressive city we are and is built for the current
needs of the community that use it

8/04/2013 19:56

65 - 74

Halswell

City

This design has served us very well for +150 years but is
very heavy and limits possibilities for use...... sometimes
cold, and expensive to run

This design would be a lot lighter (in weight) but to my
mind does not stretch into the 21st century and beyond.

To me this is the most sensible... cost wise and time wise, Option 3
and although I hope I am still around to see it and worship
in it, we are building for future generations. We have an
opportunity now to do something wonderful, and we also
need to be mindful of seismic possibilities. We need to be
visionary!!! I would like to see more meet and greet
space at the west end, a conversation area............

8/04/2013 20:45

65 - 74

Cashmere

Christchurch

As members of the cathedral congregation we have a
great love for the original building and are devastated at
it's loss. But, we believe that , in terms of practical
function the existing design makes it very difficult to be
able to fulfil all the practical requirements of the staff and
cathedral community. The restoration would need to be
modified quite considerably to allow for this.

8/04/2013 20:53

65 - 74

Methven

Canterbury

Although it is very sad to see the Cathedral in its present
state, I feel the option of restoration is too expensive.

8/04/2013 20:55

35 - 44

Chastre

Belgium

8/04/2013 22:38

65 - 74

Ashhurst

8/04/2013 23:22

15 - 24

Palmerston
North
Cannons Creek Porirua

8/04/2013 23:55

65 - 74

Avondale 0600 Auckland

8/04/2013 23:58

65 - 74

Avonhead

Christchurch

I strongly favour a contemporary design. Christchurch
Option 3
needs something new and uplifting for our cathedral, full of
light and interest. We don't need to go back to the
traditional gloomy style of cathedral. A contemporary
cathedral can also be built to meet all modern strength
requirements.

9/04/2013 0:00

65 - 74

St Heliers

Auckland

I believe that the needs of modern society and worshiping Option 3
communities have changed. Old churches are cold and
often have limited visibility and acoustic problems. Let's
celebrate the talents and skills of today by building a
contemporary structure to the glory of God and as a
memorial to those who perished in the earthquake. It is
time to move on and let go of the past.

9/04/2013 0:05

55 -64

Inner City

Hereford Street No, unrealistic option to put on any generation to finance
and support.

Has some redeeming features but is cost prohibitive.

Option 3
The contemporary design is what I support. The cost is
reasonable considering the economic tmes in which we
live. It will be in keeping with the revived city design.
Bishop Matthew's has indicated a decision is not going to
be based on this poll or any other such poll. The Bishop
should remember ratepayers are not all Anglican but all are
forced to contribute so a listening ear and a bit of humility
would not be amiss here.

9/04/2013 0:28

25 - 34

Parnell

Auckland

This is the best option according to me. I think the
historical building heritage is very important in a country
and New Zealand

as a recent one

doesn't show its tradition enough through its architecture. Option 1
I live in Parnell and love seeing old anglican churches or
traditional houses (english tradition or maori tradition). To
restore the church instead of "uprading" it or "change" it

9/04/2013 0:48

45 - 54

Ilam

Christchurch

D'omi, Gudd...

Nice, but it's not the Christchurch Cathedral.

9/04/2013 0:55

Select
Auckland
Age range

Auckland

There's only one original cathedral. Put it back the way it
was. And don't lie about how much it will cost. I think
you'll find once you move in that direction funds will come
pouring in from donations.
This is a very limited forum for discussion - why allow the
three options to be voted on? Why is there not even a box
for further comment? These are not the only possibilities
available for the cathedral - this is not an attempt at
genuine feedback. Why not consider the possibilities, for
instance offered by Unitec architecture students - see NZ
Herald Friday
http://www.nzherald.co.nz/lifestyle/news/article.cfm?c_
id=6&objectid=10875485

This is a very limited forum for discussion - why allow the
three options to be voted on? Why is there not even a box
for further comment? These are not the only possibilities
available for the cathedral - this is not an attempt at
genuine feedback. Why not consider the possibilities, for
instance offered by Unitec architecture students - see NZ
Herald Friday
http://www.nzherald.co.nz/lifestyle/news/article.cfm?c_
id=6&objectid=10875485

his is a very limited forum for discussion - why allow the
Option 1
three options to be voted on? Why is there not even a box
for further comment? These are not the only possibilities
available for the cathedral - this is not an attempt at
genuine feedback. Why not consider the possibilities, for
instance offered by Unitec architecture students - see NZ
Herald Friday
http://www.nzherald.co.nz/lifestyle/news/article.cfm?c_
id=6&objectid=10875485

9/04/2013 0:57

25 - 34

Christchurch

I would be disgusted if the church decided to waste its
money and, more importantly, this opportunity, by making
a replica of the old Neo-Gothic colonial cathedral.

Better than the Restore option, but not much.

This is the only good option, but it doesn't go far enough. Option 3
We have the opportunity to do whatever we want with
this new cathedral, creating a legacy that will impact on
the church, Christchurch, and their people for hundreds of
years. It is inappropriate to constrain our dreaming to the
whims of a vocal minority (mostly) outside the church,
concerned not with the church or its mission but with old
buildings. But this is what you are doing by making all
three suggestions somehow continuous and evocative of
the old cathedral. Their voices are loud now, and their
concerns seem relevant

Bryndwr

Option 1

just because of the memories of the tv footage. A
cathedral needs to be a haven

Option 3

Option 2

Option 3
This design has an excellent 'feel' of the original
cathedral. It is welcoming with good use of light and
space. We feel it will not only be a place of inspirational
worship , but the overall design will have the potential to
fulfil the functional requirements of the staff and cathedral
community in the 21 st century
This would be a very sensible option safeguarding the
building for future generations.

A wonderful place to worship - truly inspirational! I feel
this building would be an exciting place to gather in
worship. Awesome!
S'il vous plaît écrivez vos commentaires ici

Option 3

Option 3

It should be the decision of the Anglican community and its Select Option
bishop
Why through away something with such history for yet
Option 1
another shiny, glazed building. The entire city is going to
reflect this style - this is our opportunity to honor and
respect the events that have happened by rebuilding such
an icon of strength.

YES! The history of the church has such a huge impact on
the persona of place in Christchurch. It is an icon of their
strength. Rebuild!

Option 1

Option 1

REF
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9/04/2013 1:06

65 - 74

Christchurch
Somerfield /
later Linwood
close to central
city

9/04/2013 1:43

55 -64

Sydenham

Christchurch

9/04/2013 2:47

55 -64

Fairfield

Lower Hutt

9/04/2013 4:16

45 - 54

Fendalton

Christchurch

9/04/2013 4:33

65 - 74

Merivale

8014

9/04/2013 5:17

25 - 34

Addington

Chch

9/04/2013 5:29

65 - 74

Darfield 7510

9/04/2013 5:35

65 - 74

Hillsborough

Christchurch

9/04/2013 5:38

65 - 74

darfield

canterbury

9/04/2013 5:38

35 - 44

Riccarton

Christchurch

9/04/2013 6:07

15 - 24

Mairehau

Christchurch

9/04/2013 6:39

25 - 34

Carlton

Melbourne,
Australia

9/04/2013 7:00

25 - 34

St albans

Christchurch

9/04/2013 7:20

25 - 34

Cashmere

Christchurch

9/04/2013 8:24

35 - 44

Titirangi

Auckland

I don't think you should restore. It would be more costly. I
feel a new design with similarities to the old cathedral
would be more uplifting and symbolize a new phase,
moving on from the damage caused by the quakes.

9/04/2013 8:43

55 -64

Kelburn

Wellington

9/04/2013 8:44

25 - 34

Titahi Bay

Porirua

A terribly mediocre building in the first place; expensive,
ugly Victoriana. The rest of teh country yawns... not very
functional as a church either.
Although its an iconic image for everyone who has visited
the city, this design doesn't take advantage of the
opportunity provided by the earthquakes, which is to rebuild better and brighter than before. Money would be
better spent on other church activities.

9/04/2013 8:46

25 - 34

Italy

Bologna

9/04/2013 8:56

35 - 44

Mairehau

Christchurch

Too expensive - cost range indicated is far too wide
Indicated cost range is also too wide and will take a very
suggesting not enough investigation has been done and
long time to implement. Great interior but exterior looks a
option is fraught with risk. Will take too long to implement. bit bland.

9/04/2013 9:13

75 +

Maitai

Nelson

Reflects idolatry of old building

9/04/2013 9:20

35 - 44

N/A

Kaiapoi

I feel this option should be considered but, if option two
See above for comments.
proves to be by far the structurally safest of Option 1 and
2, then Option 2 should prevail. Christchurch needs to
have this icon restored or rebuilt in Cathedral Square. This
is what our city is known nationally and internationally for.
We have lost so much and I want to see (even if it does
takes years as predicted) this beautiful building back in its
place and resembling something of what stood originally.

Too much glass, too modern. If this is built our entire
Select Option
central city will no longer resemble the former
Christchurch as there seems to be lots of modern and not
a lot of old. Our history is also our future.

9/04/2013 9:28

45 - 54

Pt Chevalier

Auckland

Least appealing and most expensive option. It was a nice Second favourite option
enough cathedral but I never felt that connected to it,
even though I studied for 4 years in Chch and have since
written about the city (and cathedral) several times for an
international travel guidebook.

I really like the modern design which still provided
Option 3
adequate connection to the original cathedral while adding
safety, functionality and style.

9/04/2013 10:37

55 -64

Darfield

Canterbury

I have wanted this all along but now I am not so sure. So
much has changed in then city, so much will never be the
same again, it would be somehow strange to have the
cathedral back as it was as if nothing had happened.

Don't like the look of the exterior. What became of Sir
I don't like this one at all - although I am not against the
Miles Warren's suggestion to use the original design for a idea of a completely modern cathedral - I seriously dislike
wooden cathedral which was foolishly rejected by our fore- the overall shape, the transparent tower, hate it.
fathers in preference for stone? That's the cathedral I
want - wood and a beautiful, classic design made for us
but not yet used. It must be wood to look and feel safe.
With modern techniques this design would be stunning and
earthquake resistant.

9/04/2013 10:40

45 - 54

Woolston

Christchurch

The city has lost so much, it would be a tremendous
morale boost to see our beautiful cathedral being restored.
It is something virtually the whole city would rejoice in
seeing. Seeing pictures of the cathedral in ruins since
Feb2011 has been agony, and symbolises what our city has
gone through. Wanting a full restoration is no mere
impulse. Regarding expense, I would think there are
sources of fundraising overseas, particularly UK, that could
be tapped. I could cope with a few small shortcuts taken,
not necessarily a restoration to the last inch.

This does at least still look like the city's cathedral from the
outside. Two issues I have: The cathedral must first and
foremost be a church, not some vaguely religious multi-use
space. Civic use can adapt to the constrictions of a
church. The cathedral should be a place where the city's
people can - if they choose - come to meet with God, but
not the church trying to look like the world around it.

darfield

I believe it will be too expensive, and time consuming to
build.

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

Making this option would be like "the dead looking after
their dead". It would be a monument
Why recreate the cathedral as if nothing has happened
over the past 2 1/2 years. This is a chance to move on.

A little bit better than the original cathedral but
Christchurch is ready for a change. Having travelled
extensively I have seen new and innovative new cathedrals
built. hence option 3 is my preference. Believe costs and
time to buid could be an issue.

Looks great. Time for a change. Make sure that it is
designed for not just church services but a building that
could cater for a wide range of activities with good
viewing facilities. Separate tower looks great. Adds a new
dimension to the complex. In the complex ensure public
can wander, enjoy cafe facilities, be used part of any
'square activities.' IT IS IMPORTANT TO KEEP
REMNANTS OF THE 'OLD' CATHEDRAL - incorporate it
into the new cathedral as a reminder / memorial of the
past. eg Coventry Cathedral England.

Could somebody please explain to what extent the second
option differs from that described as "Sir Miles Warren's
vision for Christ Church Cathedral is to rebuild it as it was
supposed to be

but never was." in the Press (www.stuff.co.nz/theSelect Option
press/news/8422316/Warrens-wooden-gothic-vision). In
particular: 1. How closely will it follow the original design
(close enough for those who have pledged large sums for
restoartion to be happy enough to stll help fund this?). 2.
To what extent is this using local modern technology (and
so boost local employmant and engineering reputation)?
3."

not a new wineskin

in which to carry out today's mission for the church."

Neither new nor old.

Love the vision for this contemporary building. It has the
Option 3
feel of a welcoming building, welcoming to all of
Christchurch and beyond. Both my mother and mother-inlaw surprisingly choose this option as well. They are both
Anglican Church goers and they say that the vision is
about the future generations and would be excited to see
this happen.

I think it important to restore the old cathedral with a safe
spire mainly because I don't think much of the other
options. I am very interested in modern architecture but I
think the suggested one here is not exciting enough.
Anyway the cardboard one may be used for years and
become a favourite! Another suggestion is to go back to
St Michael's - it's large, safe and a beautiful heritage
building.

too expensive and too long to complete

Option 2

Option 1

Quite like it. It would be my 2nd choice.

To select this option is to retain the status quo and burden I love the gothic style timber of the ceiling. The exterior
future generations with an enormous debt which will only cladding reminds me of aluminium sheathing giving the
grow and grow.
impression of being very light-weight.

This would be my second choice. Although expensive I
prefer this to the contemporary option.

Option 3

This is my preference. It is a beautiful traditional design,
but is made from earthquake safe materials. I love also
that it is similar in design to the original cathedral.

Awesome design that looks towards the future whilst
Option 3
celebrating what makes Chch unique.
Love it . vibrant and forward looking and with wood being Option 3
used I feel it would be safer.
The frontal view of this style reminds me of the prow of a Option 3
boat or the jawbones of a whale. I can remember a little
Maori church at Raukokore, south of Opotiki in the North
Island, which had whale jawbones at its entry. My mother
(deceased) used to talk about this church and the whale
bones and I have also seen them.
I like the look of this and the price plus the long term view Select Option
would be more suitable to our city.
This is my least favourite design. Although I do like some
Option 2
aspects of it I think I would tire of the design and that it
would date considerably.
Option 1
I support this option as it represents a sensitive design that Option 3
respects the past culture of Christchurch (Maori, white
settlement, etc.), provides for an inspirational religious
building and does not mimic a past that does not 'speak' of
today.

Time to look to the future. If one person is injured, then
It's ok, but lets be bold in our new city.
that is too many to try and restore such a broken building.

New church for a new city. Lets make a positive step to
put the city on the map.

Looks nice but considering the majority of the buildings in
the CBD are going to be new it would be great to have the
restored version as a reminder of what our city used to be
like.
I like this design, it reminds me of what was there but feels
more contemporary, lighter and the timber gives it more
warmth.

Ditto - Backward looking

Option 3

Option 1

Option 2

Brilliant! Build it.

Option 3

A nice design, but I think if you're going to rebuild it should Love the light and openness of this design, it would make Option 3
be a design for the future
me want to go to church! Plus it would sit well next to the
millennium chalice next to the site.

Option 3
Cheaper and narrower cost range and least time to
implement. Like the design both inside and out.

Option 3

A compromise which appears not to satisfy either (a) the A modern and attractive but traditional building which may Option 3
public want for the old familiar building, or (b) the need for satisfy a public wish for a building that "looks like a
flexible multiple-use spaces for the expected future
cathedral". However
requirements of different worshipping congregations and
for other needs of Christchurch Diocese and city

Option 2

I'm not as shocked as I originally expected, but is this really Option 1
as big as the original cathedral? So, it's the 'Coventry'
option rather than 'Dresden'. I'd much prefer the Dresden
way, full restoration. Please, our cathedral is a church, not
a multi-use space. Do not like the way it is so open to the
outside. The beauty of our cathedral was that it is was in
the city, but also a refuge from the hustle, busyness,
commercialism, etc. all around it.

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

9/04/2013 11:03

55 -64

Sockburn

Sockburn

9/04/2013 11:32

25 - 34

Burnside

Christchurch

Option 1

9/04/2013 13:01

35 - 44

Ranui

Auckland

although i sympathise with those who are supporters of
heritage, i can't see past the economics of this option.

9/04/2013 14:50

15 - 24

Lafayette

Lafayette

There a enough contemporary buildings, preserve the
past!

9/04/2013 16:46

35 - 44

Herne bay

Auckland

9/04/2013 19:58

35 - 44

Clifton

Christchurch

9/04/2013 20:19

35 - 44

Ponsonby

Auckland

9/04/2013 20:28

Select
Piha
Age range

Auckland

9/04/2013 20:55

55 -64

St Marys Bay

Auckland

9/04/2013 21:55

65 - 74

Burnside

Christchurch
8053

This building reflects the foresight and energy of the early
European settlers who made the settlement of
Christchurch. The presence of this cathedral and its bishop
allowed Christchurch to be called a city. To destroy this
landmark building, a potent symbol of our city, would be to
dishonour those who enabled it to be built, the architects
who designed it and the many tradesmen who laboured to
build it at a time when the work would have been much
more difficult than now. Also, the citizens of Christchurch,
through their rates and by private donation, have over
many years contributed financial

10/04/2013 0:04

65 - 74

Redwood

christchurch

Too expensive, too dangerous. I loved that old cathedral
but have decided we must move on

Don't like it at all

10/04/2013 0:16

35 - 44

Frimley

Hastings

Would be fantastic but the cost is too high.

10/04/2013 0:23

55 -64

Waitomo
Caves

Waitomo

Too much cost and too much time involved. Cathedrals
change with time - what was serviceable when this was
built has changed with time. Look to the future.

My preferred choice as it's more cost effective while
retaining the traditional look of inner Christchurch.
Too much cost, too much time. Not suitable for the
modern era.

10/04/2013 0:25

45 - 54

Albany

Auckland

Restore is my preference. This is the Cathedral that has
always been in CHCH, it is well known all over the world.

Not as good as the original

10/04/2013 0:43

55 -64

Bryndwr

Christchurch

This was my original (2011) choice - with the proviso that
we explore the use of alternative materials e.g. Lookalike
light weight concrete 'stones' and an open, perhaps
wooden, spire to make it more earthquake resilient

Option 3
This appears to address most of my concerns, though in a Before viewing this option I really had no interest in a
different way, and I am particularly impressed with the fan modern design - I have seen very few modern designs
vaulting, otherwise it feels a little disappointing
which I like - but I was very impressed with what I see, and
the sense of looking forward as expressed at Sunday'
Regulars meeting resonated with me. My biggest concern
with this choice is on going maintenance. No information is
given, but I hope to be around in 10 - 20 years time, and i
don't want to be fund raising for it's upkeep!

10/04/2013 1:03

35 - 44

Carlingford

Sydney.
Australia

10/04/2013 1:55

35 - 44

Auckland

Auckland

10/04/2013 3:41

25 - 34

Riccarton

Christchurch

10/04/2013 3:41

75 +

Westown

New Plymouth

The contemporary option looks amazing, and would be a
marvellous addition to a more modern looking cityscape

10/04/2013 3:54

65 - 74

sydenham

south

as i am 66 and my health is not the best i will hopefully get Option 3
to see the finished cathedal and as half the city has to be
rebuilt it will proberly fit in plus cost and time ..

Option 2
A facsimile of the original church is just not a great option. A new Christchurch, a totally modern city which makes the Option 3
most of current technology to create a sustainable, ecofriendly, exciting city I believe this option fits that model
and it represents an opportunity that is extremely rare and
one that should not be ignored..
Option 1
Option 3
Too retrospective, we need to move into the future

Too expensive, too tied into the past, we need to move
on.

perfect, beautiful, a legacy

Option 3

This is the way forward for the Anglican Diocese and for
Select Option
the City
It should have a new life after being destroyed and this
Option 3
design reflects something of the past whilst moving it a
contemporary structure.
As an ex-Cantabrian I feel Christchurch has a chance here Select Option
to show that a contemporary design would be a fantastic
option. It looks inviting, open and can incorporate some of
the old Cathedral. This to me is the best design I've seen!
Option 1

The whole CBD is going to be new buildings and we as an Option 3
Anglican church should follow suit. This desighn will attract
people from all over the worls.
It's ugly.
Option 2
Just what you need in Christchurch. A building for the
Option 3
future. Designed with the future generations in mind. Look
at Coventry and Darwin for ideas as to keep a little bit of
the past as well. A chance to build something innovative
and attention grabbing - a building that is comfortable to
sit in and worship, unlike the cathedrals of old which,
although impressive architecturally, are cold,
uncomfortable, with poor views of the altar. Perhaps a
building in the round. A building for the worshippers of
Christchurch, not based on some English idea of what the
building should be like.
AWFUL!

Option 1

Great idea - need to be looking forward and taking the
Option 3
opportunity to do something totoally new and exciting and
innovative. Be like Napier was in the 1930s - which has
become a real architectural destination now.
Select Option
I support restoration. Christchurch will be a modern city
with modern buildings. But we also need to save what
heritage we have as a reminder and link to the past. If it
takes longer to build and more money, so be it.

Option 1

Option 3

10/04/2013 4:14

25 - 34

Milwaukee

Milwaukee

Maybe

NO

Yes

10/04/2013 4:18

25 - 34

Somerfield

Christchurch

It would be strange to have the cathedral looking as if the
earthquake never happened. I am strongly against this
option due to the expense - it seems to go against basic
Christian values to spend so much money to indulge the
nostalgia of some. I also seriously question why anyone
outside the Anglican community should have any say on
this proposal.

This option is the least preferable of the three.

A truly exciting design, a modern version of a grand
Option 3
Christian building. The lines of the building lift your eyes to
God, just like older architecture was intended to. The
modern shape looks more truly reflective of Christchurch's
location as a city in the South Pacific (not England).

10/04/2013 5:02

55 -64

Spreydon

Christchurch

While the photos bring a strong feeling of loss and a desire The outside surface is strange and disconcerting, although
to recover this - I don't see this as practical.
I think it may look better in reality. I do like the inside roof
beams The floor plan shows a cafe in front of the War
Memorial. This is bad as it will interfere with ANZAC
activities as the memorial faces towards this area. I would
have thought the existing treasures along the existing walls
would have been incorporated within this design. I like the
spire although it seems rather squat

Option 3
I like it although the image of Mary and child is a little
strange. I assume that the image is merly a placeholder for
a future 'feature' artifact. Maybe you could provide other
images for this part as I would not like people to reject the
concept because of this image I an uncertain about the
spire... there is insufficient detail

10/04/2013 5:25

45 - 54

St Albans

Christchurch

While I have always loved the originakl cathedral, I feel
that a total replacedment will not necessarily reflect or
acknowledge the recent events that have sdhaped the
cathedrals histroy.

The bell tower for this option looks awful. It looks like ti is Option 2
only half finished and just an afterthought. While I like the
shape of this option, I feel it is too modern and not an
iconic building (like the original cathedral) and in a city
being rebuild with modern, glass structures, it will not
stand out.

10/04/2013 5:33

75 +

Westown

New Plymouth

10/04/2013 5:55

65 - 74

Ilam

West

10/04/2013 6:00

65 - 74

Amberley

North
Canterbury

10/04/2013 6:59

55 -64

Barrington

Christchurch

10/04/2013 7:39

35 - 44

Halswell

Christchurch

I absolutely love this design. It is tradtitional as well as
modern. The use of wood to mimic the gothic arches look
amazing and the lattice bell tower looks very elegant. It
echos the past as well as looking to the future with a
better. open, light-filled layout inside.

Option 3

Option 3

I would love to see the Cathedral restored back to her
former glory.

This design is also appealing but prefer the restoration of
the original.
Traditional,a lot of our heritage is lost...the church needs
to be a beacon of light, to be an icon. Anglican faith has a
deep history why not have a tridtional place of worship?
To me it makes more sense than too modern.

I like the modern contemporary design that should suit the Option 3
Anglican Church well in as we look to the future in
Christchurch. Paul Straubel
Prefer this modern one, though definitely not the
Option 3
Madonna and Child as the main focus. Christianity's focus
is a plain cross, reflecting the Risen Christ.
Definately not appealing, doesn't have the right look
Option 1
........not English enough.
Select Option

REF

CATHEDRAL
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ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

Upper Riccarton It is poor use of resources to rebuild a building that will not It's okay- quite like the lattice effect on the spire
be strong enough to withstand future quakes. The
Cathedral needs to be built to serve the people of the
future- to be a multi use building that will be warm and
welcoming at all times of the year- that works for both
small groups and large numbers and has a place for
meeting and mingling outside of the worship service space.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

10/04/2013 7:41

45 - 54

Upper
Riccarton

10/04/2013 7:50

65 - 74

Frankleigh Park New Plymouth

10/04/2013 7:56

35 - 44

Kennedys Bush Christchurch

10/04/2013 8:32

25 - 34

Strowan

Strowan

I don't support any. Spend it on people who need the
money. Serve the poor as instructed in the Bible. Realize
that religion no longer has a centre point with the
upcoming generation. I am at the meeting and those from
my generation are lacking. Joe Bennett's idea about a
memorial is the best idea. A ruin and garden in the city
centre and money left over can be used for the rest of the
Anglican churches in Christchurch.

10/04/2013 8:48

55 -64

Halswell

Christchurch

too costly and old fashioned Cannot bring back the past.
The spire has fallen 3 time in its 150 year life surely
Someone is telling us something about the design

Something distinctive and will fit in with the new modern Option 3
No colour A plain replica of the old and similar to many
other churches around the world The inside is bright and center of our city The colour of the shells and the stained
glass windows make a bright modern building Would like
is 2nd option for me
to see the inside more of an oval shape with the altar at
the centre to emphasis that the building will not only be
used as a church but as a space for music and meetings
where all can be involved

10/04/2013 8:49

45 - 54

Hamilton East

Hamilton East

I love the old building and respect its heritage. As a former
Christchurch resident it has special meaning for me. My
sister was married there. However, it has been shown to
be unsafe and we do not want to ever repeat the risk of
what the cathedral community has been through. This time
we were fortunate the building did not incur a death - it
may be less fortunate next time if rebuilt the same way.

I like the incorporation of the old into the new and I love
the stained glass windows. As this would be safer being
wooden I think thats good however it is so costly and will
take too long. It is important that a cathedral be
restablished as soon as practicable or its role will be
diminished in the city. Those of us who are my age who
may vote for the traditional may not live long after it is
finished if it takes 22 years to build

10/04/2013 8:52

25 - 34

Hillsborough

Christchurch

Should have retained some or part of the original cathedral Definitely not
but its too late now.

10/04/2013 9:08

25 - 34

St Albans

Christchurch

10/04/2013 9:11

45 - 54

Rangiora

Waimakariri

Cathedral should be restored, we have very few historical
buildings left, it is worth the time and effort. If this was in
any other country overseas they would be restoring it no
questions.
To me this is the best option, and I can't see why it should Second preference, as long as carried out well and
cost so much to restore. You are at risk of losing the
sympathetically. Better to use the 'original' traditional
promised donations from overseas if you don't do this, and wood design, though! See final sentence above.
so would bear the greater cost for another option. That
said, it is your building - just don't ask Christchurch or
other Canterbury residents to support replacing your
building and its running costs!

10/04/2013 9:23

55 -64

Ilam

Christchurch

Although it would be lovely - I loved that building - I
question whether people would really feel safe there. It is
irrelevant to compare this cathedral to Dresden or other
European buildings which were bombed: they are not built
on land with the ongoing problems and risks faced here.
However, the interior pictures show those beautiful
mosaics and tile designs on wall and floor. It would be
lovely if these could be restored to feature in whatever
design is finally adopted.

I like the idea of a safer building, retaining much of the
original design and using timber. The modified, more
welcoming porch design is appealing, and I like the
unbroken row of arched windows above it. The wooden
pillars have beautiful lines, and I like the light gold wood.
Sight lines seem better where the original pillars blocked
the view from many seats. The resonance of the wood
would add to the acoustic quality. As noted above, I would
like to see the original mosaics restored. In the picture it's
hard to tell what the top of the spire is made of, but it
looks attractive. Overall, t

10/04/2013 9:27

35 - 44

Opawa

Christchurch

I am concerned about the cost and the time this option
would take. Also the views to the front from the sides of
the aisles is not great in this design because of the heavy
masonry arches.

I like this option, although the cost to build it concerns me. I like the outside, the inside would be vastly improved in my Option 3
opinion by removing the large screen so that the stained
I particularly like the ceiling and arches internally.
glass is visible behind the altar, I don't like the screen at all.
I like the fact that it is true to the age it is going to be built
in rather than emulating a style that is historical. I also like
the fact this is the cheapest option and frees money for
the Anglican Church to use to serve the wider Anglican
community.

10/04/2013 9:40

25 - 34

Riccarton

Christchurch

Far too expensive. And can you really make it earthquake
resilient? You have this once in a lifetime opportunity to
create something new and great as a symbol that
Christchurch can get over the past and move forward not hold on to it desperately.

Option 3
It's not bad, but a wooden version of the old cathedral will A great concept. Love the prominent rose window; this
most likely end up being just 'not as good as the old one'. should definitely feature in the final design. The glass looks
great and the idea of a more 'open' church is a very
modern concept and a powerful statement of the church
of today.

10/04/2013 9:56

35 - 44

Burwood

Christchurch

It appears to be a faithful restoration option and is the
cathedral that I have grown up with, meet friends next to,
seen friends get married in, and others pass on. It has alot
of memories but I don't feel inspired by it.

I really like this option. It has mememories and this is an
impotant thing for me as it helps me feel connected to my
home town. I guess thats probably not so important to
those people who are new to ChCh but for those who
have been hear all their lives it is very important. The old
building is part of my roots, BUT I like the new traditional
one even more... it's open, inspiring, reaching to the sky,
safe, and somehow transcendant feeling in away that feels
spiritual and envisions a connection between our earthly
existent and God. The community spaces are a great idea
and it keeps a con

This one feels all wrong to me. I like the back drop behind Option 2
the altar but other than that I am very put off by it. The
inside feels opressive and the exterior is gauche. The
design seems to be focused on the artifacts of a bishopric
rather than the artifacts of God.

10/04/2013 9:58

45 - 54

Strowan

Christchurch

I would be happy to see this option if the funds were able
to be raised.

I see this as a good compromise option, unlikely to upset
anyone greatly, and affordable. I think the use of the
wood trusses will look beautiful and I always found the
grey stones of the old Cathedral a little dour anyway. I like
the idea that stones and possibly walls will be used where
they can be retained, as well as the belfry and organ etc,
and I think this would fit best in a traditional design. I like
the idea of retaining a light silhouette of the old, a nice
ghostlike reminder of what was lost.

I am not against a contemporary building, I just don't like
this one, and there is a very real risk that many people will
hate it, polarising the community as the debate already
has. Even where it appeals, it may date terribly in a
decade. It looks like a concert hall to me,which is how it
was used for many Cantabrians, but as a Christian I would
like to see a Church of the old style.

10/04/2013 10:14

65 - 74

St Albans

Christchurch

The cathedral is more than just the Anglican church

it is a symbol and icon of Christhcurch and a major
element in its history since European colonisation in 1850.
It took 40 + years to complete the first time

10/04/2013 10:25

55 -64

Kaiapoi

Christchurch

so what's the rush in having an "instant " rebuild. I don't
Option 1
believe the stated costs are accurate for restore - there
are smarter
Option 3
I like this proposed concept as it will give our City a very
different Cathedral that could be an attraction to our City.
I have visited the Le Corbusier designed church in
Ronchamp, France where the original church was
destroyed in WW2. This now famous church attracts
thousands of visitors per year whilst still retaining its
purpose in a serene and spiritual way. We have an
opportunity here in Christchurch to try and achieve a very
stunning Cathedral that reflects the vibrant city that will
emerge within a few years. The city has some very
talented and visionary people working hard to mak

While this was a beautiful building, it reflected the skill and
love of the people of long ago. The restoration would be
very slow, costly and difficult to bring it up to modern
earthquake safety standards. My personal view is that we
need to move on and honour the people of our day and
age who also have talents and skill and are ready to share
their gifting in building something to the glory of God and
which offers space for present day church life and
communication.

Some of the above comments would also apply here. The
city has lost much of the old heritage buildings and great
effort is being made to use the opportunity of new
beginnings. The community will rebuild with modern
designs, create space, openness and beauty, why look the
new cathedral building in an old fashion design, when we
have the opportunity to move forward and design another
iconic building for the future and for the glory of God.

I really like this design. It's funky, it's functional- it
celebrates the past while maximizing usability for the
future.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 3

The two above comments explains why my choice for this Option 3
option, and I believe this is the only right choice. Modern
materials, present day technology, using present day
artists.

Option 2
Select Option

If the rose window and other features can be incorporated Option 3
to link the heritage of the old cathedral into the new this
would be my preferred option. It gives the opportunity a
contemporary design gives in terms of being forward
looking and also can take advantage of many building
developments which will make it a sustainable project and
safer than the other 2 options may be. the fact that it will
be less costly and take less time are worthy features in my
opinion
My preferred option as it has a similar form to the original
but with a modern take using contemporary materials. Its
funky!

Option 3

Option 1

Last choice for me, sorry, although I generally prefer wood Option 1
to concrete as a building material. Prefer a more traditional
church - soaring roofs do nothing for me, and create a
cold, echoing environment, not I imagine what you'd want
in a church? See final sentence for Option 1.

I could live with this one, though it would not be my
Option 2
choice. The design is attractive and dramatic. I like the
spire, and the overall upward curving lines. However, from
the view given, there seem to be arches that don't meet at
the top. At least two of the front arches do meet at the
top, but because there are echo shapes, there is the
impression of arches not meeting, and that is unfortunate,
given a lot of the symbolism that has been associated with
arches in church architecture. Then again, there is a
suggestion of an unfolding bud. That same arch/curving
diamond shape is echoed throu

Option 2

REF

CATHEDRAL
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CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:
If it could be done for a reasonable price, then I would
quite like to see this done.

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:
I like the look of the main structure, but I am not so keen
on the look of the tower. It might look Ok in practice, but
looks somewhat weak or something. Cannot quite describe
what I do not like about it. The children's chapel concept
and shape appeals.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Overall I like the contemporary design. I think the tower
needs a bit more work - it doesn't seem quite in keeping
with the rest of the building and doesn't look substantial
enough. I am very unhappy though with the large mother
and child image. It is an Anglican church and not a Roman
Catholic one. A simple cross would be much better.
Otherwise I like the internal look.

Option 3

I like it a lot. For the most beautiful option also to be the
least expensive

Option 3

10/04/2013 10:26

35 - 44

Bishopdale

Christchurch

10/04/2013 11:06

45 - 54

Russley

10/04/2013 12:04

55 -64

Springston

10/04/2013 14:12

55 -64

Karrinyup

Christchurch/C Unsafe, too expensive, too long to complete, gloomy and Unimaginative, neither one style or another, looks cheap.
anterbury
derivative Gothic revival style. Future generations will not
thank us for restoring so limited a building.
chch
definately restore to its former glory.If we only save one
stone building the cathedral should be it
Make it authentic old or new - halfway / neo doesn't work
Perth, Western I loved the cathedral where my father was a canon for
many years...I have very fond memories and it was truly an for me
Australia
iconic building. I'm not convinced that replicating the past
is the best way forward though, as I believe there is a
great opportunity to rebuild a beautiful worship centre
which is more equipped to today's and future society!!!
Perhaps replicating the chapel may satisfy the nostalgia
but an opportunity to move on I believe

10/04/2013 19:39

65 - 74

St Albans

ChCh

10/04/2013 20:14

45 - 54

Harewood

Christchurch

The exorbitant costs would not justify this option.
This would be a half-hearted and expensive compromise,
Christchurch Cathedral was not unique: there are other
neither recreating what is lost, nor representing
wonderful examples of Victorian Gothic around the world. contemporary Christianity.
It is sad that Christchurch has lost the cathedral, but it was
not such a great building that it should be restored
regardless of any other considerations. The old cathedral
also represented the mindset of Pakeha at the time - that
they were trying to impose the culture of their home
country in New Zealand. A copycat rebuild might be
interpreted as harking back to colonial attitudes that are (I
hope) no longer relevant.

This would be a great opportunity to build something that Option 3
uniquely represents 21st century New Zealand in all its
diversity. It would continue the tradition of creating
worship and meeting buildings from timber; it would
showcase New Zealand technology, design and materials;
and it would be so beautiful that people would flock to see
it. Above all, it would be conducive to worship.

10/04/2013 20:42

55 -64

of Hartford,
CT, USA

Enfield, CT,
USA

Of course, it is tempting to want to restore the iconic
Christchurch Cathedral building. It was such a wonderful
and glorious structure and worship space. To do so will
absorb an enormous amount of funds which might be used
in other ways to build the people of God in New Zealand,
the mission and ministry of that Church, and tend to the
needs of people there and throughout the world.

Option 3
I really like the contemporary treatment offered in this
option. there appear to be some very classical elements to
this design

10/04/2013 21:06

65 - 74

Halswell

Christchurch

10/04/2013 21:17

65 - 74

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

Too expensive. Too long a time frame. Not in keeping with
our new city rebuild. Old design restrictive. Barely
earthquake proof.
Neo Gothic was in vogue (voguish?) 150 years ago. It is
Neo Gothic was a copy of the architecture of an earlier era
not now.
(much earlier!). So when a copied architecture falls down
why would one replace it with a copy of the copy?

10/04/2013 21:28

65 - 74

Raumati South Kapiti

It is my strong opinion that those who make the decisions See my comments for Option 1
should be those who are going to be regular worshipers in
whatever building eventuates. Those will also be the
people who dig the deepest into their pockets & will put in
the effort needed to raise the funds. I do not consider that
anyone else is entitled to decide.

10/04/2013 22:07

45 - 54

Newlands

Wellington

Not favoured. Expensive and return to the past.

10/04/2013 22:18

55 -64

Levin

Levin

No thank you. A big mistake!! Too expensive, unsafe and
backward looking. The secular society would love to keep
the church in the quaint old primitive irrelevant bracket
and repairing the Cathedral would just confirm all their
expectations of having nothing to say for the present and
future generations. Conserving the past is not our job as
the church and our flagship architecture should reflect
that worldview. It would be a big mistake

10/04/2013 23:40

55 -64

Whangarei

Northland

10/04/2013 23:46

55 -64

Avonside

Christchurch

11/04/2013 0:12

65 - 74

Redwood

11/04/2013 0:38

35 - 44

Burnside

Christchurch,Ca This has to be the best and only option. It is the ONLY way
nterbury
to bring healing to Christchurch. The Cathedral was and is
Christchurch
Chch
The old cathedral is beautiful, but I do wonder how easy it
will be to restore

11/04/2013 0:58

35 - 44

Bryndwr

Christchurch

WOW! I like this one

Option 3

11/04/2013 1:03

55 -64

Petone

Wellington

Looks great. Go for it

Option 3

11/04/2013 1:17

55 -64

BISHOPDALE

It was great for its time but increasingly inflexible in
The same criticism as for Option 1
meeting some modern needs for worship. Holy Trinity
Cathedral in Auckland has been designed in a way which
allows for modern needs for worship
CHRISTCHURC THOUGH I LOVED THE OLD CATHEDRAL THE COST OF I LIKE THE IDEA OF THIS WITH A MORE USER FRIENDLY
H 8053
BUILDING IT AGAIN IS TOO MUCH, AND THE LAYOUT IS SPACE INSIDE THAN IN THE ORIGINAL ON.
NOT AS USEFUL NOWADAYS AS IT COULD BE.

I AM SURPRISED AT MYSELF, BUT THIS IS MY
FAVOURITE ONE. HOWEVER, I THINK THE TOWER
COULD BE IMPROVED!

Select Option

11/04/2013 1:40

25 - 34

Redwood

Christchurch

Option 3

11/04/2013 2:44

65 - 74

Darfield,
Malvern

Darfield
,Canterbury

Option 1
Option 3
If contemporary is the choice make it spectacular, iconic
and practical. Use technology and make it relevant, future
proof as much as possible and give the building more
flexibility and multipurpose functionality. It should be a
venue for worship, for peace and solace, for drama and
musical productions with the capability to be intimate
when desired or expansive when required. The old
cathedral was a much loved focal point for the city; the
city has changed please use the opportunity to build
something at least as iconic and perhaps even more focal
for the new city. Respect the past, ack
Option 3

The Cathedral should be restored. It is NOT a ruin

This option preserves the general appearance of the
original cathedral, but gives a more modern aspect both
inside and out. I think it is good periodically to give our
buildings a more up-to-date feel and utility. I have similar
concerns about the costs which seem to be nearly as
great as Option 1.

Design in keeping with new rebuild around square. User
friendly. Light and bright. Inspiring and welcoming.
Reasonable time frame. Affordable price.
The early pictures of the proposed contemporary building
are stunningly good. This could be a building which in 100
years will be regarded as an historic building of which we
are proud.
See my comments for Option 1

Option 3

Option 3

Option 3

Not favoured. Fails to move us forward.

Has some good points but disappointing. Still basically the Option 3
same approach to a cathedral as the other two
No thank you. An even bigger mistake!!! for the very same Yes please!!! A modern flag ship building declaring that the Option 3
reasons as option 1.
church does have something to say today and for the
future, while also reflecting some heritage designs themes
such as a cross shaped building, tall modern Gothic style
lines reaching for the heavens, but also full of modern
design, colour, light, hope and relevance. This should not
be a cost issue or a treasured past issue but a confident
future issue. In my opinion we have no choice but to take
hold of the future. If anything this design still panders too
much to the past, though I have not seen the details of the
design exteri

although the church authorities continue to do their best
to promulgate this lie. Overseas experts have repeatedly
shown that it is feasible to fix it and this could be done at a
cost far below what has been proposed. At the forum last
night

Option 3 is a stunning statement of the hope and potential Option 3
of the future./
finally
Option 1

This option would do more harm than good and do nothing Select Option
This would be my second choice if it proved impractical
for the healing of Christchurch.
and too costly to restore which I don,t think has been
proven at all!
I would choose this option but I am concerned with
Do not like this option
Option 2
lightness of the brickwork. It would be too bright and
glaring on a sunny day. Therefore a darker brick would be
nicer. We have already noticed this with the light tiles that
replaced the old cobbles around the square; how glarie it
became.

Nothing particularly special, even though we like to think it
is.
While the Christ Church Cathedral played an important
part in my life from childhood until the quake it is not the
same building now. I see this as a good opportunity to
provide a building designed for modern worship and using
safe materials. It is not a monument, it is a place of worship
and belongs to the Anglican church so I do not agree with
suggestions that it should be a memorial. The Church is a
living community, not a damaged building. Also the cost
and time frame to rebuild is too big.

Interior roof lets it down

Particularly like the interior roof. Also like the 'spire'

This was my original choice as a replacement but having
seen and heard more about this option I think there are
several things which do not enhance possibilities for
worship in this plan. The floor plan, which is very similar to
the old Cathedral, limits opportunities for full use of the
total space. If we are to spend a lot of money we should
take the plunge and build for the next 200 years, not adapt
an old plan to try and get a modern building.

Option 3
I assume any new building will have good lighting, a
modern sound system, stained glass windows, organ,
double glazing, insulation, etc. That goes without saying,
though people did ask at the forum last night. Adequate
toilets, the green courts, choir room, education centre, etc
will all be an improvement. However I am not sure why
there is a Children's Chapel set away from the main
building. I thought children were an integral part of our
worship and should be included, not sent off from the the
Body of Christ worshiping in the main building. Another
aspect which I have not heard discusse

neither fish nor fowl.

Looks very bright and light

11/04/2013 2:46

45 - 54

Clouston park

Upper Hutt

very expensive

11/04/2013 3:40

35 - 44

Sydenham

Christchurch

11/04/2013 4:48

55 -64

Opawa

Christchurch

I have seen St Lawrance Church in Rotterdam, a church
restored over hundreds of years. Our church is our city's
main icon and i feel it desrves to be restored for
Christchurch and it's people.
Too expensive

too much of a compromise solution

11/04/2013 6:07

55 -64

Burwood

christchurch

time to accept is has gone

has potential but trying to hold on to a past

11/04/2013 6:08

55 -64

Ohoka

Kaiapoi

Option 3
Option 1

Great. Moving forward whilst incorporation the 'feel' of
the old
Seems more functional for a cqathedral drawing people
inside be letting them see in from the outside.

Option 3
Option 3
Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

75 +

Frankleigh park New Plymouth

Too Expensive

11/04/2013 8:13

75 +

Bryndwr

The longer the delays continue the more of our heritage is
being destroyed inside the damaged cathedral. Those
clamouring for restoration are therefore being inconsistent
in their reasoning!

We are now a multi-cultural city so, now that we have the Option 3
opportunity, I feel it is important to reflect that in the new
Cathedral. Have some memorabillia from the past ibcluded.
If a traditional English design is built or the original restored
no wonder people could say that Christianity is a Western
religion. Also the cost & time frame make much more
sense for this option.

11/04/2013 8:17

35 - 44

north brighton christchurch

i know this option will cost the most, but i have lived in
christchurch all my life, and after the earthquakes and
everything that we have been throuth, if we can save one
thing that represents us as cantabrians it has to be the
cathedral.

Option 1

11/04/2013 8:28

45 - 54

Ilam

Christchurch

Restoration of a very average cathedral seems to be a
wasted opportunity

11/04/2013 9:01

25 - 34

Redwood

Christchurch

11/04/2013 10:49

55 -64

Burnside

No!
CHRISTCHURC Preferred, but can we use lighter weight 'stone' - as
suggested for the Octagon building. Or even the wooden
H
version which was originally planned. It's a timeless,
reverent design which anchors The Square and
complements the Arts Centre and Museum. I'm Chch born
and bred, and I feel very strongly that we should honour
the dedication of our early settlers who put so much effort
into this city. Surely those costs aren't true?

Brash - while I like the idea of something 'up to date' I
don't think it incorporates enough of the original building
and so could be seen anywhere in the world. It won't tell
us enough about the prior building. The 'Cardboard
Cathedral' will surely be a wonderful modern
interpretation.

11/04/2013 18:18

65 - 74

Crofton

Maryland USA

Best option of the 3 presented - at least it's honest.

1950's modern - if you're going to go modern, make it truly Option 1
(and excitingly) contemporary. This option would mean a
serious study of the function of a cathedral and of the
theology of worship. None of that is evident in this plan.
Simply wrapping a traditional floorplan in pseudocontemporary architecture would be a tragic waste of
resources. Even thoroughly traditional worship can be
done well in a boldly contemporary space, but
contemporary worship in a traditional space can often fail
miserably.

11/04/2013 18:32

45 - 54

Crofton
Downs. St
Luke\\\'s
Church
Wadetown

Wellington

I was I Christchurch person.my family still live there. It was This would be great for a In between both options. Still no.
a great Cathedral. Looking but church is more than a
building. We need to spend our money where God work
will be bested. So no.

I think that this is Gods work going forward. Great use of Option 3
space. Love the spire. Look welcoming. It's a centre point
for the city. Christchurch city centre will all be new. I think
is the the one to build.

11/04/2013 19:22

55 -64

Burnside

Christchurch

11/04/2013 20:15

55 -64

Papanui

Christchurch

Not desirable to spend so much money on trying to restore
the cathedral. Would not be enamoured by the prospect of
being in structure that had previously collapsed even
though it may have been reinforced and brought up to
current building standards.

I am strongly in favour of the Contemporary Design. It will
give Christchurch a new focus.
A beautiful design that reflects the modern era and looks
to the future. This space would encourage worship and
prayer and serve as a worthy seat for the bishop's chair.
The high entrance arch appears to reflect the prow of a
boat (image for church) and should prove a vital place for
both the worshipping Anglican community and as a focus
for the people of Christchurch.

11/04/2013 21:31

25 - 34

-

Weißenburg i.
Bay, Germany

I have seen the old cathedral on many photos and have
seen its remains. I certainly like the stone architecture,
especially under the light that this grey/white stone
architecture is characteristic (and special) for this city and
used to connect the church with other buildings like f.e.
the Canterbury Museum. I acknowledge however, that it is
far from optimal for a seismically active area. This option
surely is the most pricey one, but it is this precious
craftsmanship of former days which attracted (and would
again attract) visitors to this historical church. This
craftsmanship is much re

11/04/2013 22:23

65 - 74

Waikanae

Waikanae

11/04/2013 22:45

25 - 34

Burnside

Christchurch

I think that the contemporary option has the potential to
Option 3
make a statement in Christchurch, that the Church is not
not stuck in the past and is willing to grow and change. But
whats the point of a contemporary building, if our ideology
is not contemporary? This is a great opportunity to make a
statement that all peoples and faiths are welcome in
Christchurch, and that the cathedral is a place where
everyone can express themselves. I know Christchurch
has always been a very conservative place, and prefers to
follow rather than lead, but wouldn't this be the perfect
moment to consider a mult

11/04/2013 23:05

75 +

Ilam

Christchurch

Option 3

11/04/2013 23:21

15 - 24

Avonhead

Christchurch

12/04/2013 0:23

15 - 24

Bishopdale

Christchurch

12/04/2013 0:32

15 - 24

Rangiora

Christchurch

12/04/2013 0:43

15 - 24

Avonhead

Christchurch

12/04/2013 0:55

45 - 54

Papanui

Christchurch

Better than the third at least holds the shadow of the old
I know that money is important, as it has to come from
somewhere, but have we really been resorted to it being
the only consideration. Surely we can save one building, as
we have pretty much lost everything else, a building loved
by Christian and passerby alike which gives such charm
and peace to the square which is the centre of our city
spire seen for miles up all the main roads. The talk of a new
city upsets me there are opportunities here and that is
exciting but why must it come at the expense of all we
loved and have the right for our children to love, this
building had the feeling of pe

No atmosphere just a talking piece no peace no feeling of Option 1
God in these modern builddings, the money is not the most
important thing in life, it cant be if we are to survive
morally and with humanity.

12/04/2013 1:36

45 - 54

Beckenham

Christchurch

Too expensive, will take too long and will never be truly
'safe'. I was born in the UK, the old cathedral while iconic
for Christchurch was not strikingly different from many
churches in the UK. Let's move on from the past to
something new and striking; that represents a bi0cultural,
modern Christchurch

Still too like the old. Let's move on from the past to
something new and striking; that represents a bi0cultural,
modern Christchurch

This is the way to go. We need something new and
different. Personally I'd prefer to see a stronger Maori
influence in the design.

12/04/2013 1:42

25 - 34

Parklands

Christchurch

Love the old cathedral

I think this is the best option, looks like the old cathedral
yet more modern

My least favourite, however I woundn't mind if this is what Select Option
people choose.

Seems to be the best option taking the traditional shape
and elements but fusing it with modern materials, shapes
and ideas

Much preferable, challenging,more in touch with the 21st
Century and aesthetically pleasing. Also less expensive.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

11/04/2013 7:06

Christchurch
8053

Just a copy

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

Rather too contemporary with no link to the past or
heritage

Option 3

Option 2

Option 3

Faux, faux, faux! Neither fish nor fowl. A thin veneer of
traditionalism doth not a cathedral make.

When it comes to a look onto the church from the square,
I very much prefer a traditional sight over a modern one,
so I strongly prefer option 2 over option 3. I very much like
how the renewed rose window is incorporated in this
design. I also like the idea of glass doors towards the
square. There are three things that I don't like in this
specific design: a) The cheap/transitional look of the
wooden ceiling specifically over the aisles (The nave is fine
imho.) There's too much plain (unstructured, uncarved)
wood for my liking, and the bright color of the wood also
adds to the impres

Option 1

Option 3
Option 3

While I cannot warm up to the outside look of this modern Select Option
design approach, I find the interior rather inspiring. The
wooden patterns/lines used on the inner ceiling make the
wood look more valuable and inspired than in option 2. I
very much dislike the needle-like tower of this option. It
looks as if it stands near the cathedral just by coincidence,
not as a part of it. Imho a tower should continue the design
of the cathedral at least in parts.

Option 3

Option 3
I feel this design over tired. Sure it is part of our city's
history and has been the face of it for a very long time.
But it is time for us to stop looking into the past and turn
our heads to the future.
Leave the cathedral. I don't want a cardboard one.
Rebuild!

I think it's time for Christchurch to reinvent itself, and this Option 3
I feel this design is too safe, it is not old and yet it is not
quite modern either. All and all it's boring. A church should is where we start. This design is beautiful, with all it's stain
never be boring.
glass windows. It takes the old tired design of the old
Cathedral and transforms it.
Rebuild! It doesn't get anymore traditional then that.
Just give us the old cathedral back. We don't want another Select Option
one.
The design is new edgy and exciting, yet there is still
Option 3
acknowledgement of the past design within it. I feel it
would give new life to the city creating a fresh modern
vibe. In addition it feels more open and inviting which is
also important

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

12/04/2013 1:43

55 -64

Cashmere

Christchurch

Don't go back to the 1800s. Have a building helpful to the A rather boring compromise
mission of the church in the 21st century. Don't be bullied
by people who think they can buy their choice by money
and position.

I had favoured a 'Coventry' option so, at the public forum Option 3
on 10/04, I was pleased to hear the architect say that
option had been examined during the design process but
didn't work well - cost a lot to preserve and make safe the
ruins while leaving the church people with a poorly
functional building - from the study tour visit to Coventry.
The contemporary option is the hardest option to do
truthful presentation drawings as it does not yet exist hasn't actually been designed yet. With that reservation I
prefer the contemporary design. I also prefer that less
money is spent

12/04/2013 1:55

65 - 74

Papanui

Christchurch

Absolutely. My ancestors saw it rise from the ground and
would be spinning in their graves at the thought of not
restoring it as it was. If it's not, what have visitors got to
photograph. It must be the most photographed building in
the country. If not, the ownership of the square should be
forfeit to the people.

Absolutely NOT

12/04/2013 2:11

55 -64

Bromley

ChCh

12/04/2013 2:19

35 - 44

Papanui

Christchurch

This is undoubtedly the best option. In Europe buildings
have been restored in this way after war damage and
earthquake damage. The ChristChurch cathedral is too
important as a symbol of the city, an icon, a visitor
attraction, architecturally and as the heart of the city to
loose. It can be restored to 150 percent compliance if done
correctly and as a national treasure, that is what should be
done, even if it means getting help internationally both for
technical / engineering expertise and funding.

12/04/2013 4:20

35 - 44

St Albans

Christchurch

It seems irresponsible to me to restore a building that falls
down without taking the opportunity to improve it, the old
building while iconic was hardly a masterpiece and the
newer interpretations seem to capture the best elements
of the old, the rose window, the spire and the proportions.
But if this option is selected please, please, please don't
put that awful erection on the side - it looked like a cheap
conservatory, in fact restore the purity of the original and
contain everything within the footprint of the main
building.

12/04/2013 4:29

75 +

Ilam

Christchurch

12/04/2013 4:58

55 -64

Burwood

Christchurch

12/04/2013 5:03

55 -64

Bryndwr

Christchurch

12/04/2013 6:38

35 - 44

Sakamoto

Otsu, Japan

Born and raised in Christchurch, the Cathedral was always
the symbolic centre of the city. Now living in Japan, more
earthquake-prone than Christchurch, there are hundreds
of temples (some centuries old, some even older) which
have been destroyed by fire, typhoons, and earthquakes in
the past and all have been restored to their ORIGINAL
form. Having these buildings remain in their original state,
while being surrounded by other buildings more
representative of modern times, gives these temples an
atmosphere fitting of the history they house. Yes, the
Cathedral may be a place of worship, and y

12/04/2013 6:38

45 - 54

Masterton

Wairarapa

The old Cathedral was amazing but time moves on.

12/04/2013 6:40

55 -64

fendalton

christchurch

12/04/2013 7:02

55 -64

Wahroonga

SYDNEY

This is my choice as it makes a statement of past and
future options
While not the most preferred option and looking like a
cheap replica it is the second best option.

This seems to be a pragmatic approach to replacing the old
- without significant change, I would reserve my opinion on
this because I think it will depend on the quality of the
materials used and how they age that will define this as a
success or shocking failure.

Option 2
This option may serve the Anglican community as a
Option 1
church, but lacks the identity, sense of grandure and the
connection with the entire city that a restored cathedral
would have. It would not take the place of the Cathedral as
an internationally recognised landmark or symbol of the
city and in doing so cuts the heart out of the city.

I really like the Western elevation, interior view of the roof, Option 3
light filled spaces and approach to the spire (The spire
seems to represent the idea of raising up to the heavens even to me as a non believer). In fact my only concern
with the new building is the mass of outbuildings - what
are these for? A cafe (there are plenty around the square
already), The large number of toilets (Cathedral square
already has toilets for public use), Choir practice building
(Does this need it's own building??) Honestly respect the
site, Honour the Square build this cathedral without the
entourage of bu
The money will be best spent on a contemporary building
PROVIDED it is of impressive design and enough is spent
on it to ensure that it enhances that central Square area.

I dont support this option as it is too expensive and I have I dont like this option either as I feel it is just a compromise
never found the existing building very interesting or
between the other two options. It lacks any depth or vision
welcoming. I dont think this building is a particularly good and is not inspiring at all.
example of this style of church. I think if this is chosen it is
a waste of money and it remains an unsafe building in an
earthquake.

Option 1

Option 3

I support this option as I find the design very uplifting and Option 3
inspiring. I love the way the crucifix appears to be
suspended in the sky. The building also conveys a sense of
awe and majesty which should be paramount in a city's
main cathedral. I feel this option reflects the spirit of
worship which is very appealing. It is modern and gives me
as a Cantabrian a sense of 'moving on' and putting the
past behind us. Very nice design.
Option 2

iT IS WONDERFUL TO SEE THAT OPTION 1 IS THE
RESTORATION OF THE ORIGINAL

Option 1

Looks quite good but prefer the contemporary style.

Contemporary looks great. Moving forward. Is a much
cheaper option and therefore more responsible approach.

Option 3

younger people in my family all expressed a reluctance to
enter a stone structure, despite full engineering clearance.
They carry a legacy of living through the earthquakes and
such a building will not attract their desire to be part of.

younger people in my family, to feel engaged in the future Option 3
direction of the church need a symbol of new design.It is
something they would feel ownership of. They all would
like to see the modern and possibly to them ,more
relevant design. I whole-heartedly agree with their
sentiment and this contemporary design embodies that
future.

HISTORIC BUILDING. HISSTORY HAS PROVED MANY
TIMES IN MANY COUNTRIES THROUGHOUT THE
WORLD THAT THIS APPROACH

Option 1
COMPARED TO THE INTRODUCTION OF MODERN
REPLACEMENT STRUCTURES IS THE PROVEN WAY TO
PROTECT THE "HEART' OF A CITY. iT KEEPS AND
VALUES ONE OF THE MAIN REASONS VISITORS COME
TO A CITY. iT IS ALSO A VERY SIGNIFICANT PART OF A
CITY'S ECONOMIC PROSPERITY. THE VALUE OF
KEEPING THE ORIGINAL CATHEDRAL WILL FAR
OUTWEIGH THE COST OF THE WORKS

12/04/2013 7:47

45 - 54

Westmorland

Christchurch

restore is my first preference

if we cant restore then I would build contemporary

Option 1

12/04/2013 8:01

35 - 44

Hillmorton

Christchurch

Hideous

Option 1

12/04/2013 9:34

75 +

Parklands

Christchurch

I want our beautiful old cathedral back please. It means so
much to us
The cathedral should be rebuilt as it was. Christchurch is
known for its cathedral. But I don't know where they get
the price from or the time it is going to take. It seems a bit
far fetched. But it is a job for a stone mason and I'm
pretty sure you wont find one in NZ. You would have to
find one in UK and bring one out to have a look. He would
then be able to give a price and a time frame. To me some
of the cathedral hasn't got much dammage. It is mainly
where the spire came down and went through the roof.

12/04/2013 15:46

35 - 44

Zürich

12/04/2013 21:49

65 - 74

Foxton

Zürich,
Swtizerland
Horowhenua

12/04/2013 23:15

45 - 54

Ilam

Christchurch

12/04/2013 23:22

65 - 74

Pigeon Bay

near Akaroa

12/04/2013 23:45

25 - 34

South New
Brighton

Christchurch

This building is too important in NZ to consider any other
architectural solution.
Too heavy and dark and expensive

Option 1

horrific

horrific

Option 1

Looks Good.

Moving forward from the earthquake to new horizons.

Option 3

While I appreciate such a choice costs more and will take
longer than the Contemporary, I think the lines - both
upward to the ceiling, and in the front of the
building/behind the altar area - are much more attractive.,
and more conducive to peace and tranquility when in the
space. If the same uninterrupted lines could be achieved
in the contemporary structure, then I would be for that.

One has a sense of soaring, without doubt, in this
Option 2
structure. But there are too many line inerruptions which
make it not fluid and easy on/peaceful to the eyes. My
primary objection to this structure is the Madonna and
Child frontpiece : it's overly huge, and reminds me of a
gold-plated garish form in an ornate Spanish Catholic
Church. It's just dreadful. Why not a simple-but-elegant
wooden cross, made from any of New Zealand's wonderful
woods, with a simple background/surround, and stained
glass surrounding that? I'm not convinced a free-standing
spire/steeple is such a great

Option 3

Without a doubt the most inspirational beautiful option. We Option 3
have changed as a city, we have changed as people and as
an icon of our city it is important that we look forward and
this iconic building needs to be the figure head of the
growth, change and modernisation our our new city. We
will always remember what is but we must look forward to
what we can and will be.
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OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

Too expensive. I'm not even sure if it's possible. There are This design is ok but is really just a revamp of the old
varying opinions from expert engineers. Unfortunately, I
cathedral.
think that cathedral has had its time . It has served the city
well but we need to move into the future with a building
for the next several hundred years.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

13/04/2013 0:17

55 -64

Burnside

Christchurch

I love this design. It is stunningly beautiful. I can see this
Option 3
design becoming an icon of the city in the future. I can see
it becoming world reknown, as a spectular building. I think
it will draw people into the square. It signals a new
beginning for Christchurch and would be indicative of the
bright future Christchurch has. In time it will become
synonomous with the city as the present cathedral has
been. Most importantly, it will be a safe building and a
wonderful place for people to worship.

13/04/2013 2:00

65 - 74

St Heliers

Auckland

13/04/2013 2:28

25 - 34

cashmere

christchurch

13/04/2013 2:53

15 - 24

Merivale

Christchurch

13/04/2013 2:58

55 -64

Little Akaloa

This is a bland exercise in nothingness. It is a cheap
Banks Peninsula We are members of the Banks Peninsula and Bays
Anglican Parish. Kylie was a Peoples Warden for approx 15 reminder of our lovely building that we once had.
years. We are most perturbed at the CPT's handling of this
issue and the Bishop's stance. The Cathedral must be
restored at all cost. Our forefathers built this building at
great cost and effort and we must in good faith rebuild it .
We concur with all the arguments put forward by
Anderson/Burdon/Wizard et al. The costing and time put
forward for consultation by the CPT for the restore option
is disingenuous and an obvious attempt to slant the field in
favour of demolition. In the

13/04/2013 3:24

35 - 44

Parklands

Christchurch

Restoration is the only heritage conservation response of
the three options under consideration. This involves
maximum retention of heritage form, fabric and values of
the most significant heritage building associated with the
Anglican settlement of Christchurch. The Cathedral's
restoration is all the more critical given the devastating
losses of heritage in the Canterbury Earthquakes and the
particular contribution of heritage buildings to our sense of
local, regional and national identity. Substantial
international contributions to fundraising for restoration of
this iconic building wi

13/04/2013 4:02

45 - 54

Burnside

Christchurch

Cathedral had been a symbol of Christchurch as well as an I think this is the last option when we would not be able to
important place for tourism industry. That means it would reach the conclusion between Restore and Contemporary.
be expected to earn more money once restored. We
should estimate an economical effect between three
options as well.

13/04/2013 5:06

65 - 74

Mairehau

Christchurch

Too expensive and we need to move on

13/04/2013 5:16

65 - 74

Sumner

Christchurch

13/04/2013 5:53

25 - 34

merivale

christchurch

Option 1

13/04/2013 7:27

25 - 34

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

Option 3

13/04/2013 8:14

65 - 74

Bishopdale

Christchurch

Option 3

13/04/2013 9:52

45 - 54

Woolston

Christchurch

13/04/2013 10:11

45 - 54

Darfield

Darfield

Main reason: I don't want to sit inside a large stone building I really love the Gothic vaulting on the ceiling represented
ever again. It would be as if the earthquake had never
by the laminated wood.
happened if we put it back together again. I simply could
not justify spending that amount of money on a cathedral
when there are better options financially and
architecturally.

The entrance is what sells it for me. Of all the three, this is Option 3
the most inviting and draws one in. I particularly like the
inclusion of the rose window into the entrance-way, and
will be the main echo of a memory of the old building that
we need. I like the separate chapel behind the sanctuary
for the smaller services but would like to see some
alternatives to the current place holder. I don't have
anything specific in mind, but interested to see some other
way of accomplishing this.

13/04/2013 10:39

45 - 54

Halswell

Christchurch

This is the best option for meeting the requirements of
growing forward

Option 3

13/04/2013 11:09

35 - 44

Burwood

Christchurch

I would not want to see a restoration as it would be bad
I feel this option is also too expensive
stewardship given the lack of funds & high amount to be
raised
This is the only option for such an icon. Deconstruct and
May as well have option 1
then reconstruct using old and new processes to provide a
better build but the same product. The symbol of the
Christchurch Cathedral is on so many logo's (including
CCC) and part of so many businesses in Christchurch - it
is iconic! and must remain.

Looks like a boat fell out of the sky

Option 1

13/04/2013 11:26

45 - 54

Lyttelton

Lyttelton

13/04/2013 15:59

55 -64

Beckenham

Christchurch

This is my preferred option. The original building took over Too bland
40 years to build so why is their a rush now? If it takes
another 40 years now to restore it to its original condition
but with additional strengthening is that really a problem?
The new cardboard church provides an adequate space for
worshippers in the meantime and at the end of its
projected lifetime our fully restored cathedral will be ready
for use. The longer timeframe involved with restoration
also provides a longer time to raise funding for it. This may
sound very simplistic but in my opinion it is a "no brainer"
option."

13/04/2013 20:49

75 +

R$iccarton

Christchurch

No - time to move on - we are not a city in GB or Europe.
Our forefathers built to this design because this is what
they new - it was what they had left behind and it was
there to remind people that home was still there.

13/04/2013 22:16

65 - 74

Cashmere

Christchurch

A 21st century building for the future. It is being built in
Option 3
the 21st century and needs t reflect that. A modern
structure with enough of the neo-Gothic architectural to
connect with the former Cathedral. Definitely time to
move forward into the future. This building will serve well
the people who worship there and the city of
Christchurch. It will be beautiful, welcoming and SAFE.

13/04/2013 22:30

35 - 44

Redcliffs

Christchurch

Lets be iconic and move forward! Love it

13/04/2013 22:37

65 - 74

Akaroa

Rural

We have a wonderful opportunity to build a contemporary Option 3
structure with all the technological advances now available
to us, and furthermore, to have a building that will sit
comfortably in what will be its modern surroundings.

13/04/2013 22:42

45 - 54

Ilam

Christchurch

It is now time to move on. The freshness of this option
Option 3
suggests a new beginning, which is what is happening, and
will continue to happen in Christchurch for the next 20
years. Listen to the 50year olds and younger especially.
They are the future. I lived in Canterbury/Christchurch
until 3 years ago.
its nice, it will be good to keep some history in
christchurch
It's a nice thought but it would never truly be the original
cathedral. I think as a city we have to accept what has
happened and move on, looking to create a new
Christchurch that is better than what was there before.
This option is not really in keeping with this.

great looking, looks like the old one but still modern

no

Option 2

Ugly, serves no real purpose. A cheap imitation of the past. Fantastic, just what we need. Put out an international call Option 3
for possible designs and choose one from there (don't just
rely on Christchurch architects) - I bet we'll end up with
something fantastic. My suggestion though is to build it
on a different site within the square, and leave some
remains of the old cathedral standing as a monument to
the earthquake. That's what they did in Conventry after
the old cathedral was destroyed in world war 2, and the
result is superb.
Reminiscent of a woman's private parts it will always have Option 1
that tag. It will be looked at as a non inspirational modern
building of it's time with no lasting heritage. If you were to
rebuild [which we would oppose] an international
competition should be held to get an inspirational design.
Bob Parker's glass over idea was way better than this
option.

Option 1

If we chose this option at this time, we should start
building up all new Christchurch for the next century,
considering both people life and economical power. Low
cost is very important however, I believe, new
contemporary constructions could be depended on any
other buildings, anywhere in the city.

Looks silly and fake

Love the soaring aspect that engenders a feeling of
inspiration and uplifting from the everyday world. A
cathedral Christchurch would be proud of.
Too expensive and reinstates the limitations of the original. it was of the 19th century and was not people friendly and This is a half-way compromise.
While the old cathedral was a widely recognised
was particularly bad for those with hearing impairment. "
"monument" in Cathedral Square

Option 1

Option 3

Option 3

Option 3

More planning needed to finalise some aspects but the
Option 3
best choice
If you added another arch similar to the one proposed you Option 1
would almost certainly get funding from McDonalds
hamburgers.The present design looks like half of a
Mcdonalds twin golden arch.

No - whilst preferable to option 1 it is still very reminiscent YES
of the old Gothic style which is not very New Zealand.

May be of interest to visitors and perhaps locals who don't Same as comments for option1. Nothing to help Chch to
have to use the same, but this does little for the people of look forward here. We need a symbol of hope and
ChCh, who were pretty disengaged from the original
newness.
version with the decentralisation of ChCh occurring prior
to the Earthquakes. (I refer especially to the shopping mall
hubs).

This design is by far the most optimistic but needs
tweaking.

Option 3

Option 3

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:
Can't go back. Who, having lived through Feb. 22 2011,
would want to sit in a stone building?? Not good
stewardship of available money to spend so much on a
building.
Cost is the problem.

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

13/04/2013 22:43

65 - 74

Avonhead

Christchurch

13/04/2013 22:58

75 +

Somerfield

Christchurch

13/04/2013 23:00

75 +

Redwood

Christchurch

13/04/2013 23:07

65 - 74

Rangiora

13/04/2013 23:12

75 +

Avonhead

North
Canterbury
Chch

13/04/2013 23:14

65 - 74

Rangiora

Waimakariri
District

13/04/2013 23:30

65 - 74

Halswell

Christchurch

13/04/2013 23:36

55 -64

Papanui

Christchurch

13/04/2013 23:42

75 +

Kaiapoi North

Kaiapoi

13/04/2013 23:44

65 - 74

Cashmere

Christchurch

14/04/2013 0:03

65 - 74

OPAWA

Christchurch

14/04/2013 0:06

55 -64

Burnside

Christchurch

Although I loved the old stone Cathedral, I do not wish to I would be reasonably happy with this option if it is chosen. traditional" look with the building being of the same design Option 3
see it restored. The cost is horrendous and although I wish I do like the "gothic
as the previous stone Cathedral. Again the cost is
it was still there it is time to move on to a more modern
horrendous. However
design. Also there would still be the concern about what
would happen if there was another major earthquake.

14/04/2013 0:09

55 -64

Moncks Bay

Christchurch

I would love this to be done but realistically it would take
too long and costs too much. After all it's just a building
and the people (Christ's body) are what is important.

14/04/2013 0:10

75 +

Riccarton

Christchurch

The Christchurch I grew up in is gone forever and it is time This option retains much of the appearance of the familiar Lacks appeal except to those attracted by every thing
to accept this and move on, including letting go of some
building, keeping memories alive, while the use of modern trendy. The only good things I can see in this design are
much loved buildings in the name of safety.
materials increases its seismic safety and the modified
that it has some curves and is not another concrete slab.
interior layout is better for contemporary uses of the
building

14/04/2013 0:12

65 - 74

St Albans

Christchurch

OK but still too much money to spend on bricks & mortar. This is a bldg for the 21st century. The design will fit in
with the new city and be suitable for both ministry and
community. I like it!
Best of the three proposals especially if colour could be
changed to look more like the old cathedral.

Option 3

Have no objection to a contemporary cathedral but not
Option 2
this design - its awful.
Some doubts about the appearance of the tower/spire. It Option 3
appears too insubstantial and doesn't fit well with the main
building
Option 3
Option 3

I think there is still a high risk factor. I remember that the Looks like a mish mash
cathedral was earthquake strengthened years ago and it
did not work. If anybody was up the tower on Feb 22nd
there would have been multiple fatalities
Best option. The church appears to have deliberately over
costed this option, experts estimate much less. A pity the
church doesn't listen.
Looks to dated now.
It gives the building a heritage look plus the new look as
well. Would like to see this built with a view to making the
inside look more like option 3. This option would still look
great in 100 years time.

We have seen the Coventry cathedral and although we
had initial reservations when we read about it, on being
there we found it fantastic.

Option 3

Option 1

I love the inside concept but not the outside. I would hate
to think what it would look like in 50 to 100 years time.

Option 2

Looks appealing and will fit in with the new environment in Option 3
the square
(1) It's time to move on. Christchurch is being rebuilt for Option 3
future generations. My grandchildren (presently 5 and 8)
will be teenagers when the city is fully rebuilt. It will be
their city and their Cathedral. They will not remember the
'old' Cathedral in the square - but they will I am sure
remember and respect what this city has lost . (2) It will
be a completely safe building (3) Completion costs and
completion time.
I think we need a new statement of faith in our city and I
think this new design would give us an interior where our
spirits would soar to God. I would like to see some pieces
of the old incorporated. This would be a new icon.

I like all 3 options but this perhaps less than the others as
it's trying to be the 'restored' one but not as good.

Option 3

Good to have something uptodate. Cheapest and quickest Option 3
option so I vote for this.

Option 2

Ultimately this is my preferred option BUT in the meantime Select Option
I.e. over the next 10 yrs the cardboard Cathedral should be
used, the present Cathedral site made safe and attractive
and as a place to remember the cost of the earthquakes.
The cost of repairing the Cathedral is staggering and that
money can and should be used for what the church is
meant to do - reach out, build up, and send out Christian
people into our very needy world.

14/04/2013 0:13

65 - 74

Dallington

Christchurch

Too expensive. Let it go.

I love it - open and airy and gorgeous. Outstanding.

Option 3

14/04/2013 0:14

65 - 74

Casebrook

Christchurch

We are totally against the restoration option. Not only does We are against this option because it does not move
it show backward thinking, but also it is very expensive,
significantly away from the previous traditional 19th
and a dangerous choice from a safety point of view. [No
century building
matter much money would be spent on reinforcing, the
completed building could be a death trap for hundreds of
people in the event of another major earthquake.]

A copy of the old one - wouldn't be the same.

THIS IS OUR CHOICE. People in Christchurch have the
exciting opportunity to build something beautiful and
inspirational for people in the 21st Century and beyond. In
our international travels we have been privileged to visit
many sacred cathedrals that represent the past and
different religious cultures. Even though a modern
cathedral can serve many functions in society, the
foremost reason for its existence is to provide a sacred
space for us all.

Option 3

14/04/2013 0:18

55 -64

Oxford/Cust
parish

North
Canterbury

This is rather nice, but again is harking back to the old.

This is a bright

Option 3

14/04/2013 0:20

65 - 74

Bishopdale

Christchurch

I am over the discussions about the "old" cathedral and
feel it is now time to move on. I am not that fussed about
replacing the old with the same."
Never, never, never.

Its ok, but we can do better

I love this design...it firmly points us towards the future in a Option 3
uniquely NZ context without looking backwards to an older
irrelevant English culture. I would like to see aspects of
the older Cathedral used, even maybe as a memorial
garden with enclosures for meditation and seating. I would
also love to see beautiful landscaping with greener spaces
and trees around the building. I love the timber used...we
do not use this enough in our buildings. The Auckland Art
Gallery is a lovely example of new timber architecture and
has a wonderful warm welcoming aspect to it.

14/04/2013 0:21

65 - 74

Papanui

Christchurch
8053

We cannot afford this option Safety is a concern

I like the concept. Once again cost is prohibitive This is a
safe option.

This is affordable. Inspirational. Has the WOW!!!!!!!!!!!!!
factor Size and time to construct are big positives.

Option 3

14/04/2013 0:21

75 +

Oxford

Oxford

Don't want that one.

Like that one.

This one is OK but I dislike the tower.

Option 2

14/04/2013 0:22

Select
City
Age range

ChCh

We have listened and sung in both the chancel and nave of We fear that while this will present opportunities to
the old building and found it was not user friendly, and in
remedy the defects of the old building
particular the acoustics were poor, which is not good for
proclaiming God's word.

it may not be able to do so completely. We must now
look to build for the generations to come

Option 3

14/04/2013 0:32

75 +

Westmorland

Christchurch

While we prefer this option, we wish to question the
depiction of the Holy Mother and Child as the main image
above the Sanctuary area. This suggests a Roman
Catholic image rather than The Anglican tradition that
gives prominence to Jesus and the Resurrection. By all
means include the image of the Madonna and Child in the
Cathedral, perhaps in a stained glass window, but not as
the main image seen upon entry to the Building. This
should feature Jesus Christ our Lord.

Option 3

14/04/2013 0:34

65 - 74

Yaldhurst

Christchurch

14/04/2013 0:41

15 - 24

highfield

timaru

14/04/2013 0:43

45 - 54

highfield

timaru

14/04/2013 0:47

Up to 15

Parklands

Christchurch

14/04/2013 0:53

15 - 24

Christchurch

Christchurch

Cost & safety is a concern

Seems to be pretending to be something that it's not. A
traditional style in modern materials just does not fit
together. Looks cold and concrete-like.

I am not prepared to enter this as it might not be safe
enough anymore. I know that we have all loved this
building for years, but now it is time to move on.

This doesn't really interest me.

Love the beautiful wooden structure of the vaulted ceiling Option 3
and the idea that it would connect more to the outside
world. We need to be looking outwards to others, not
inwards to ourselves.
Option 2
i like the light and the airyness of it

Option 3

I love this design because it is modern, light, refreshing and Option 3
beautiful. It is more cost effective and will be able to be
used sooner than any other option. I look forward to many
years appreciating this building as I grow into adulthood
Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

14/04/2013 1:00

55 -64

Brookhaven

Christchurch
8023

I don't think there is any point in restoring the old cathedral This has some merit i.e. keeping the "iconic look" but I
at great cost, particularly if it will not be as safe as a new think with much of the city being reconstructed
structure. I'm not sure I'd feel safe entering it.

and a new city arising from the ashes

Option 3

14/04/2013 1:10

65 - 74

Northwood

Christchurch
8051

Neither one thing nor the other! Not a great look I don't
think....a bit wishy washy.Not worth the expense.

Yes! I love the idea of hands in prayer! This is what we
need for an inspirational, meaningful representation in a
beautiful city with Christ's name foremost!

Option 3

14/04/2013 1:14

55 -64

St
Christchurch.
Albans/Shirley

What a huge expense! Can we really justify this cost for a
cathedral that was hardly an inspirational design.Also it is
not the building but the people who are the most
important.
This is my emotional preferance, but perhaps it is no longer
practical. Less biased comments and costings would be
helpful.

Lovely!--a mark of respect to the sight and memories of
our dear old Cathedral. but lighter in texture and colour-the past now dark, and the future lighter, but holding the
past dear and sacred.

Why spend millions on something so ugly? It belongs in a Option 2
shopping precinct in Dubai. Praying hands-----???? Why
don't we throw three blobs of paint on a canvas and call it
the Holy Trinity--what rubbish! I am sure that McDonalds
would like to build next door--no need for them to put up
their golden arches.

14/04/2013 1:27

75 +

Central

Christchurch

No

No

Let us look forward to the future with something new - I
am a Cathedral regular, Cathedral Singer and a volunteer
and have lived in Christchurch since 1999.

14/04/2013 1:28

65 - 74

Burwood

Christchurch

14/04/2013 1:31

35 - 44

Akaroa

Christchurch

14/04/2013 1:31

65 - 74

Belfast

Christchurch

14/04/2013 1:34

55 -64

Waimate

South
Canterbury

14/04/2013 1:34

45 - 54

Central City

Christchurch

14/04/2013 1:34

75 +

Brookside, R.D. Leeston

14/04/2013 1:36

15 - 24

St. John\\\'s

Auckland

14/04/2013 1:37

55 -64

Redcliffs

Christchurch

14/04/2013 1:39

65 - 74

Belfast

Christchurch

14/04/2013 1:40

75 +

Papanui

Christchurch

14/04/2013 1:40

55 -64

Merivale

Christchurch

14/04/2013 1:42

75 +

UPPER
RICCARTON

CHRISTCHURC
H 8042

14/04/2013 1:48

65 - 74

Rangiora

14/04/2013 1:52

25 - 34

ex Richmond.
(Red Zone)
Parklands

Christchurch

14/04/2013 1:53

75 +

Redwood

Christchurch

14/04/2013 1:59

75 +

Oxford

North
Canterbury

A natrual disaster ruined Christchurch Cathedral. I knew it Option 3
and loved it. However, I feel we need to move forward and
build something new and fresh, for us and future
generations. I think the contemporary design would look
beautiful and pleased to see how the RoseWindow would
be incorporated in the design.The original Cathedral was
quite dark, the new contemporary one will have much
more light. People will come from all over the world to see
it, and hopefully worship there. Option 3 is my choice.

14/04/2013 2:03

65 - 74

Fendalton

Christchruch

14/04/2013 2:04

55 -64

Fendalton

Christchurch

14/04/2013 2:07

65 - 74

Avonhead

christchurch

Let's build a modern cathedral to suit the times in which
we are living.
A modern design to reflect the environment we are living
in.
the new design looks exciting, warm and inviting.

14/04/2013 2:09

65 - 74

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

Christchurch needs something new. Also this is a very
Neither one thing nor the other, though would not be too
expensive option and wonder if that would be the best use upset if that option was taken
of our money

Definitely my pick. I think of Coventry and how new
Option 3
cathedral was built long side the bomb ruins. I can
remember going in 1964 when it was opened, and how
amazed we all were with the building (and i was not an
anglican at that time). Even going back last year it is still a
wonderful place of worship. i think we should go forward,
not backwards.

14/04/2013 2:09

65 - 74

shirley

christchurch

Many people will not feel comfortable with the idea of a
building which was damaged and has merely been restored
to the best of available ability. There will be no confidence
in the safety of such a building however much they are
reassured by'experts'.

A new building, in modern materials and in a style which is
decided after consultation with architects, engineers and
others, with an eye to future generations who are going
to see it and judge it by their standards of what is good,
will glorify God and be an attraction to tourists and other
visitors to look further into its meaning, as well as being a
place where people can worship and feel the presence of
the Lord..

Let's move on, regardless of if it is rebuilt it will never be
the same.

Option 3

Option 2
I love the etherealness of this one, it looks as though it has
just come out of the mist. It also seems reasonable that
some of the stone from the old Cathedral will be used to
build this one.
I do like the idea behind the bell tower, but it would be
I love the ideas for the cathedral itself. It is light, airy and I Option 3
better to be more contemporary to fit with option 3
love the cross on the ceiling. I do not like the bell tower. It
looks too weird next to the current concept of the
cathedral rebuild. It is too contemporary and it just does
not fit. A blend between the traditional tower of option 2
and the vision of the cathedral in 3 would be better. At
the moment the tower just does not fit. The bell tower
needs to be in keeping with the shape of the cathedral
vision and gothic architectural tradition.
The contemporary design wins in every respect in my
Option 3
opinion. Financially, seismically, aesthetically and in the
time needed to build it. The old Cathedral was built for the
time and we now need to build for this age. The modern
design will serve worshipers and the general community
for years to come.

I guess a lot of us would like the Cathedral restored , but
cost wise Time wise ect would take a lot of money ect .

Love this Traditional Cathedral , would seem right to
replace the damage one with this design , think it fits the
setting perfectly . I grew up in Christchurch & would like to
try & keep the new Cathedral similar to the one thats
there now its the heart of the city .

Option 2

Option 3
Option 3. I love the soaring sense of light and space, as I
Select Option
look at the photo of the proposed design. Throughout the
centuries all new grand buildings gradually evolved in one
way or another as they caught up with and reflected
contempory art, ideas, new materials and the brave, often
criticised, imaginative ideas of architects who were brave
enough to think outside the accepted square, of their time.
Too much time and money- will feel like a hollow and dead
space
Too expensive and not up todate with the forward thinking
Church
I have always admired the Gothic design of the old
European cathedrals. The old Christchurch cathedral
however was a poor Victorian imitation, and, in my opinion,
not worthy of restoration.
This option of a rebuild uses materials that is too heavy for
the state of the land and I do not believe it will be
seismically resilient.

This option is expensive, and it also seems to brush over
our history, which now contains a recent event, a very
serious earthquake. Central Christchurch is going to be
quite different from its pre-earthquake configuration, and I
think the new city needs a cathedral that looks forward
rather than to the past.

Nice, but would be a reminder of what was. Like a very
expensive glorified tombstone.

A quite unrealistic expense to restore a building that
served a period in church and social history that has now
passed.

Great idea but too much money

Beautiful!

Option 3

Not too Hot , not too cold so no good said baby bear!

Looks Great well done!!!

Option 3

The old cathedral was built in the style of the day. We will Option 3
have a new city soon, and the cathedral should be in the
modern style.
Just a copy of the original with it's inhibiting interior
spaces.

I like the design of the contemporary cathedral and I like
Option 3
the idea of reinstating the original rose window and other
special/historical features as appropriate. I do not like the
tower. The shape of the tower does not blend with the
facade facing the Square. A tower in a similar shape to the
facade would look much better. The contemporary design
also offers a better option for worship "in the round"."

In the photo on the card in front of me this looks like a
shadow of the original cathedral. It's pale and ghostly, a
pleasant enough building but not one that grabs my
attention or demands further engagement.

Some details of this design (e.g. The huge golden mother Option 3
and child artwork behind the altar) do not appeal to me,
but the general idea is exciting. I see a 21st century
cathedral as a place of light, with unimpeded access so
that a feeling of welcome and inclusion is conveyed to
both regular worshippers and casual visitors. I'd like the
inner space to be versatile and awe-inspiring. That said,
please include appropriate items from the original building.

To me this is trying to create a replica, but it has gone
wrong.

Misses the mark of the historic building and a totally
modern response to modern needs and expressions of
worship and chieves neither. Falls 'between two stools'.

There seems little point in rebuilding in a byegone style
copied from original gothic architecture. it's erection in
modern materials would give it a peculiar appearance of
being neither one thing nor the other.

NEW BUILDING FOR A NEW CITY HOPE AS MANY
ARTIFACTS FROM THE PRESENT BUILDING CAN BE
INCORPORATED INTO THE NEW
A much more economic and practical building for today
and the future that has a serine ambience.
Looks fine, but most importantly will be useful and best
serve the needs of the community without imposing
unreasonable financial burden.
Fine as far as general shape and design. Would look
elegant yet not brash in a modern city. BUT the interior
decoration and ornamentation need more careful thought
and attention. The mother and child as a central icon is
not suitable in a non-Roman Catholic building. The stained
glass windows are nice in principle but are too fussy in
design.

Option 3

Option 3
Option 3

Option 3

Option 3
Option 3
Option 3

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

14/04/2013 2:10

65 - 74

Merivale

Christchurch
8014

14/04/2013 2:11

75 +

Allenton

Ashburton

14/04/2013 2:24

35 - 44

Halswell

Christchurch

14/04/2013 2:26

35 - 44

Addington

Christchurch

14/04/2013 2:27

55 -64

Casebrook

Christchurch

14/04/2013 2:40

65 - 74

Highfield

Timaru

14/04/2013 2:46

45 - 54

Rangiora

Rangiora

14/04/2013 2:54

65 - 74

Christchurch

14/04/2013 3:23

45 - 54

Upper
Riccarton
Central

14/04/2013 3:48

65 - 74

Christchurch

Christchurch

14/04/2013 3:53

25 - 34

Brynwr

Christchurch

14/04/2013 3:54

65 - 74

Shirley

14/04/2013 3:54

75 +

Redwood

CHRISTCHURC
H
Christchurch
We loved our Cathedral
8051

14/04/2013 3:59

35 - 44

Loburn

Rangiora

14/04/2013 4:07

75 +

Avonhead

Christchurch

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:
The pleasing design gives a better congregation
participation, together with a high level of seismic
resilience. It will be a Cathedral to be proud of for many
generations to come.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 3

Option 3
Too high a cost, too long to achieve, can't be safe.
Everyone will know its not exactly the same, many will
wonder how safe it can be if it failed once already.
This is the only practical option that I can see. While I
wasn't a huge fan of the original cathedral (particularly the
interior) I think that the shape is iconic and the
construction is honest to the history of the city. I don't see
any good reason to avoid reconstruction. If we missed the
chance to preserve the original building we would look
back and see it as a huge mistake.

Why bother? Use the opportunity to improve using 120
plus years of arctitechtual and engineering progress and
build something new.
This option seems too characterless - neither modern nor
historic. It would be a constant shadow of what was lost.

Expensive. Not meeting enough of the contemporary
A compromise. Middle ground.
needs of the building
I am an English migrant. I have been living in Rangiora for
I have looked at this option carefully. I like the fact that it
the past eight years and attending the Anglican church
would be built using wood. Our church in Rangiora is
there but working in Christchurch. I have never
wooden and has stood up remarkedly to the earthquakes
worshipped in a modern building. Since the earthquakes I
have always thought that I would prefer the restoration
because my preference is for the old and historic.
However I now believe this option to be too unsafe, too
expensive, too lengthy a build period and not sufficiently in
connect with the square and the people outside. This is a
complete about turn for me! Times have changed. We live
in a secular world. What happens in Chris

Acknowledges the original, reflects new - new strength,
Option 3
new aspirations, marks the change event. New beginnings!
Option 1
Unfortunately I think a contemporary redesign would
ultimately leave the city feeling rootless. Modern
architecture has no real connection to the original design
and it would very quickly seem dated. It would give the city
a real gut-blow sense of having all its history cut off at the
root. I don't want that and I think neitherdoes anyone else.
We must move forward - learn from the past but don't be Option 3
a slave to it. This building has an etherial quality about it
which envokes prayer and praise.
The best choice going into the future.
Option 3
Option 3
as has our house which is a villa. Modern materials are
often alien to the human condition but natural wood is God
made and everything God has made seems to make us feel
comfortable. The phrase "cladding using modern materials"
scares me. Nelson cathedral looks horrendous on the
outside (like a large public toilet!)

I like this option, as it will meet the needs of the future.

Christcurch

Option 3
Option 3

Although we love the Cathedral, it is going to take too long Looks very nice, and more modern, but once again, too
to restore and too expensive.
long to build and too expensive

but it is time to stop looking back. The expense of the
restoration is against it

I love the Modern look, and hopefully it can be built in our Option 3
lifetime !!! It will be great to have the Cathedral back in the
Square, and it will compliment the cardboard ~Cathedral~
too.
I would much rather have a contemporary cathedral but
Option 2
the current design (especially exterior design) is just not
good enough. Unfortunately Warren and Mahoney seem a
bit stuck in the past. Perhaps a design competition or
wider consultation could come up with some better ideas.
Cheers
My preference is for option 3. A new city needs a new
start and a new cathedral.
as is the timeframe. Restoration is said to be less
seismically safe. Coventry Cathedral is a remarkable
example of "modern" beauty and is much loved. We can
look forward as they did."

Option 3
Option 3

Option 3
It is a pity that toilets have been placed outside the main
building. Can some be incorporated within the main
structure?

Option 3

This looks really good and its good to have the high
earthquake resiliance.

Option 3

14/04/2013 4:15

35 - 44

Saint Albans

Christchurch

14/04/2013 4:27

55 -64

Bishopdale

Christchurch

Option 2

14/04/2013 4:32

65 - 74

Kingswell

Invercargill

14/04/2013 4:32

75 +

Casebrook

CHristchurch

14/04/2013 4:33

65 - 74

Heathcote

Christchurch

14/04/2013 4:37

25 - 34

westend

Timaru

14/04/2013 4:54

65 - 74

Shirley

Christchurch

14/04/2013 4:56

55 -64

Halswell

Christchurch

14/04/2013 4:58

55 -64

Broomfield

Christchchur

14/04/2013 5:00

35 - 44

hornby

christchurch

I really like this design

14/04/2013 5:03

Select
Halswell
Age range

Christchurch

14/04/2013 5:11

65 - 74

Upper
Riccarton

CHRISTCHURC Not a practical idea
H 8042

This design is lovely to look at and the increased safety,
Option 3
reduced cost and shorter construction time make it a very
desirable option.
costing far too much and still not entirely earthquake safe. it wasn't "old" compared with Cathedrals in the UK that
Option 3
The huge pillars blocked many a view if one happened to
have stood the test of time for thousands of years. I do
be stuck behind one. In terms of historic value
not favour this option at all."

14/04/2013 5:14

75 +

Kainga

Christchurch

14/04/2013 5:17

65 - 74

St Albans

Springfield RD

14/04/2013 5:19

55 -64

Seaview

Timaru

14/04/2013 5:27

75 +

st.martins

chch

14/04/2013 5:41

75 +

Sumner

Christchurch

14/04/2013 5:42

Select
CHRISTCHUR CHRISTCHURC
Age range CH
H

14/04/2013 5:50

75 +

14/04/2013 5:51

55 -64

WOODEND
7610
Tuahiwi

14/04/2013 5:53

45 - 54

Halswell

Chch 8025

14/04/2013 5:55

55 -64

Upper
Riccarton

Christchurch
8041

This is the best option. It was a wonderful place to worship A nice idea, but it feels rather phony and very much like an It lack dignity. It looks cheap(because it is).
in. Christchurch desperately needs to retain as much of its imitation.
heritage and history as possible even if it costs more. The
founders of this city were from Christ Church, Oxford and
this must not be forgotten. I am also from that College in
Oxford and would be devastated if this savable building
and icon is obliterated. Much financial aid would come
from Oxford and from the UK if this option was chosen.

Option 1

Too expensive

Option 3

This belongs to a past age. It served it purpose well, but it
time to move on from it.
The original design with the use of modern materials,that
give the same look,maybe cheaper.People have
contributed to the rebuilt, restore of the original design.

Option 1

Be bold with a modern design

Option 3
Option 3
Far too expensive. We should not be saddling future
generations with a monster-size debt. With so many in
need, even in our own city, it would be irresponsible to
over-spend on bricks and mortar.

A safer option, but still a huge sum to pay out.

Option 2

Could still be unsafe espically in another disaster

Prefer the mix of modern and old also its made of timber
would look good with the modern designs of rebuild and
the old that are left

Westend

Timaru

Burnside

Christchurch

14/04/2013 6:40

65 - 74

St Albans

Christchurch

14/04/2013 6:42

15 - 24

West End

Timaru

Option 3
Option 2
Option 2
Option 3

No point going back for this very expensive option. We
Ok option but we need to think about the future
should ask the young people about this - they will be
raising the money for it!
Too much money and although we loved the old cathedral Love this option! This has the profile of the original but
it doesn't seem practical to restore it as it was.
with a new

45 - 54

I feel the contemporary design will take the Cathedral into Option 3
the future with all the memories we have and love of the
original building.
Its to modern does not reflect age of city
Option 2

"For life goes not backward

North
Canterbury

45 - 54

Option 2

yes love this one

Restore as its part of Christchurch & our heritage

14/04/2013 5:59

This building is a statement of where we are at now, not a Option 3
reflection of by-gone days. A much more sensible
approach, both from a safety point of view as well a more
responsible attitude towards the stewardship of funds,
much of which will come from the pockets of God's
people.
Option 3

WAIMAKARIRI

14/04/2013 6:26

Option 3

No way. that was then - this is not. think of St Paul's
London! And I don't want to enter a stone buildiing like
that again.

Select Option

Only ever a replica, will not be seen in it's own right

Great ,we love this option as it does reflect the past but
Option 3
looks to the future. It is inspiring & has to us has the WOW
factor.
fresh look but will still be instantly recognizable as the
Select Option
"Christchurch Cathedral" to people all over the world."

Excellent

A replica of the original but lighter and more user friendly

Option 2

No. Still reflecting the past and not the future or present. yes~! Please incorporate materials ( stone and tiles)from
the "old" cathedral as is possible and enhancing of the
new. please use any treasures

Option 3

Option 2

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

14/04/2013 6:51

55 -64

Russley

Christchurch

I love this cathedral unfortunately we have to be realistic.
We don't have the artisans to build this structure.

I like this option as it takes into account old and new re
materials etc but I realise this is a more expensive option
than option 3.

I like this design but would like as much as possible
windows and other materials from the old cathedral to be
used within the design. Not sure about the alter
background - way too dominant and doesn't have the
beauty of class. But I have to be realistic so this would be
my choice.

Option 3

14/04/2013 6:59

55 -64

Winchester

South
Canterbury

Insecure. We have lost spires before this lot of earth
quakes.

This is the best option. I like it.

Option 3

14/04/2013 7:04

65 - 74

Darfield

Malvern

Would be nice BUT not practical.

Better congregation interaction than option 1. I like the
stain glass window above the altar better than what was
shown in option 3.
Good but too expensive. Look a the Government building
in Wellington to see what can be done with wood, many
people at first sight think it is stone.

14/04/2013 7:06

65 - 74

Waimakariri

Waimakariri

14/04/2013 7:07

55 -64

Swan Hill

Victoria
Australia

It is part of the historical fabric of the city and country.
Many memories are there. It was still a viable buliding
before the earthquake. Something s cannot be priced. I
also have memories of attending services there with my
husband.

It 's a compromise between an original building and a
comtemporary one, assuming the original had been
demolished because of aging and irrepairable structures.

If it was a greenfield site with no previous building of
historical importance and cost was the only
consideration.......yes.

Option 1

14/04/2013 7:07

75 +

Mt Pleasant

Christchurch

14/04/2013 7:08

65 - 74

Too bland

Will witness and relate to the rebirth of Christchurch.

Option 3

55 -64

Too expensive

Going backwards - need to move forward

Brilliant - moving forward

Option 3

14/04/2013 7:13

Select
Age range

Christchurch
8041
Christchurch
8041
North West

Impractical and too expensive

14/04/2013 7:11

Upper
Riccarton
Upper
Riccarton
Harewood

Actually a 17 Century Church has little to do with OUR
Too ugly. A Compromise and will always be seen as such. It "we failed.""
New Zealand heritage and presents difficulties for worship. says
Who wants to sit behind a pillar! Will not be completely
safe or feel safe for many, and therefore has less
fuctionality. Do we want to wait 20 years? Too
expensive.

Option 3

14/04/2013 7:14

65 - 74

Mt Pleasant

Christchurch

I would not want to worship in this stone building.

Option 3

14/04/2013 7:17

75 +

Bishopdale

Christchurch

14/04/2013 7:18

65 - 74

Redcliffs

Christchurch

14/04/2013 7:29

55 -64

Waimate

Waimate

14/04/2013 7:31

35 - 44

mairehau

christchurch

14/04/2013 8:03

75 +

R.D. 1

DARFIELD

14/04/2013 8:30

35 - 44

Linwood

Christchurch

14/04/2013 8:31

55 -64

Waituna

Waimate

14/04/2013 8:37

45 - 54

Avonhead

Christchurch

14/04/2013 8:39

65 - 74

Avonhead

Christchurch

14/04/2013 8:43

65 - 74

Temuka

Timaru

14/04/2013 8:45

45 - 54

St Albans

Christchurch

This is the way to go, although I'm not too sure of the
Option 3
published picture of the spire, but that can change. A new
city, a new start, a new Cathedral.
This would be my preferred option. It looks forward - not Option 3
back. It caters for our more sophisticated means of
communication now which are light years away from forms
available when our first beautiful cathedral was built.
Acoustically it will be more advanced and aesthetically as
well as practically, takes us into the future.

Option 2

This is my preference as I do like the curves of the
cathedral itself. However, I do not like the tower - it looks
very American - like Crystal Cathedral! I would hope that
any tower would still have a peal of bells which is such a
feature of Christchurch eg return of Godwits.

Option 2
Option 2
I am excited by this beautiful design which will reflect a
realivent vibrant church
no way to expensive

Seems silly to go backwards when your building a brand
new city that's why I prefer the new traditional option.

Option 3
Select Option

Option 3

It's all a shame but I think we need to look forward and I
will not agree to anything that isn't thought to be as safe
as an alternative.

Loos lovely and very important that it should be safer.
Looks more open as well which I think is great.

This brings in the new and future and mixes it with the
past. A beautiful and gorgeous design.
As a Canterbury Anglican I say that this design is an
exciting way forward for the church. It is about today not
the past. Time to move on and take the church into the
next millennia
Think it ticks all the boxes. Looks very exciting!!

Option 3
Option 3

Option 3

Option 3

Tried and true. It may cost more and take longer

Option 3

Option 3

14/04/2013 8:46

15 - 24

Ilam

Christchurch

14/04/2013 9:01

55 -64

New Brighton

CHRISTCHURC Time to move on. But deconstruct with respect please, so
that wonderful material can be re used. Such as windows,
H
altar, organ, anything of beauty and great value. Also the
stone work and the roofslates. If it can not be reused in
the new design, then surely it can be used somewhere else
in Canterbury. If not now, then many years later. The old
Cathedral can be shared.

14/04/2013 9:05

35 - 44

Awtea Gardens Christchurch

14/04/2013 9:10

65 - 74

Northwood

Christchurch
8051

14/04/2013 9:12

55 -64

Bryndwr

Chch

This is best choice.

14/04/2013 9:12

75 +

Mt Pleasant

Christchurch

Exciting concept

14/04/2013 9:15

35 - 44

Redwood

Christchurch

Too expensive: and who wants to be in a stone building in
Christchurch anymore?

14/04/2013 9:16

75 +

Balmoral Hill

Too slow. Too expensive

14/04/2013 9:28

65 - 74

Hoon Hay

Christchurch
8081
Christchurch

14/04/2013 9:33

55 -64

Fendalton

Christchurch

14/04/2013 9:38

35 - 44

Sumner

Christchurch

14/04/2013 9:40

55 -64

St Albans

Christchurch

The loss of the previous cathedral gives us an opportunity Option 3
to build a new one that better suits the needs of the
present generation. It also gives us an opportunity to
create a new and different design of even greater beauty
than the previous one.

14/04/2013 9:44

65 - 74

StAlbans

Christchurch

14/04/2013 10:02

45 - 54

Bellevue

Tauranga

I would like to know rough quotes - it is going to be viable
to rebuild the Cathedral using the same stone and how
long will it take.
Too expensive and too long with no guarantee of future
longevity

but

A wonderful opportunity to create something fresh and
new. As a practicing Anglican this is by far my prefered
option
looks impressive. Christhcurch needs a new building that
will be large and safe and beautiful
like Solomon

I love the idea of wood, but we do NOT need to go back to
an old design. And particularly I do not like the looks of it
on the OUTSIDE. It lacks beauty. The front does not look
good with the flanks on either side. And the spire looks
peculiar. It maybe the drawing. But it lacks appeal.

Option 1

It has BIG appeal both inside and from the front. I am not Option 3
sure how it appears from the side. It just may look like a
ships hull. I would like to see a side on version. What
would the outside roof be made of? The appeal for me is,
that it is a statement of the NOW, but done with good
taste. So that it is again an ICON. That was important for
me.

This seems like a more viable and cheaper option (although Not impressed at all. It looks like a spaceship and does not Option 2
I am unsure of the costings). This seems like a good infit with what the rest of the city will look like.
between option.
For the future of our city and to attract our young people Option 3
in to where they may belong and want to worship.It should
be warmer and more personal and for all ages.

Good middle ground between old and new ideas, but might I like this: new ideas for a newly created city centre, yet
be seen as a poor replacement for the Restore option.
still harking back to the original cathedral.

Option 3
Option 3
Option 3

Option 2

Would be nice but too expensive - we need to be good
stewards of God's resources. I understand there will be
those who find it really hard to let go of what was and
embrace change for the future.
While it would be nice to have a fully restored cathedral
the cost is very very high. More importantly is that the
buildings in the Square will be very different from preearthquakes so the new cathedral needs to fit with the
new buildings. I'm not convinced that a restored cathedral
would fit with the 'new'Square.

A compromise I guess but still too expensive.

The best option economically and for moving into the
Option 3
future. The church is more about the people rather than a
building.

This would be my third preference since it is still quite
costly, is not the old building and is not a new building that
would, in my opinion, fit with the new buildings in the
Square.

I like the line of the contempory cathedral but I don't like
Option 3
the tower or the 'mother and child' wall at the front of the
cathedral. Adaptations to the contempory cathedral design
would , in my opinion, be the best option.

"No one puts new wine into old wineskins." I am member
of another parish (St Luke's). From what we now know
about fault-lines and earthquakes in Christchurch

I would not feel safe worshipping in a massive stone
building - no matter what engineers told me. People need
to feel safe to fully relax into solitude and prayerfulness.
Too expensive. Design was the expression of another
generation's identity and storyline. "

Neither here nor there.

14/04/2013 10:11

55 -64

Waimataitai

TIMARU

Much as many would like to see the building restored, It is
simply not possible.
Appears closed off from community, disconnected

14/04/2013 10:25

45 - 54

Fendalton

Christchurch

Too expensive and not functional enough

Option 3

I see this as a compromise. It may end up not pleasing
anyone
Appears closed off from community, disconnected

I like the overall impression that the building gives as a
Option 3
place for worship. It is also the quickest and cheapest to
build.
I think this has the potential to be fantastic! I especially like Option 3
the spire.
Open and inviting engagement
Option 3

Not good archetechture

Great looking design, cost effective and functional

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:
This is the option I'd like to see happen, as although it is
different to the old Cathedral, it still looks much the same
and would be made of a less earthquake prone material,
protecting it from future earthquake events. St. Michael's
Church was originally built from timber due to the damage
previous earthquakes had caused to the stone Cathedral,
and St. Michaels has so far been undamaged, surviving 4
massive earthquakes and numerous large events. The only
danger would be the susceptibility of wood to fire, as there
are many sick people on this planet, I would not be at all
surprised to

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Although this design is vastly different from the old look, I Option 2
would not object to this project going ahead as it would
act as a symbol that we as a city had moved on from the
earthquakes and leave a legacy of 2010s design for the city
to grow in the future. Because of the 1931 earthquake,
many of Napier's buildings are of a 1930s design. Likewise,
Christchurch may become a 2010s architecture icon in
decades to come. I also think that this option looks nice, as
the glass spire will provide breathtaking views over the city
as one climbs the stairs to its lookout point. The only
downside is th

14/04/2013 10:35

15 - 24

Spreydon

Christchurch

As much as I would love to see the Canthedral restored, it
would be a very expensive and time consuming exercise,
only to bring the possibility of it crumbling again in a future
earthquake. Miraculously, there were no deaths associated
with the Cathedral in the February earthquake, however
were another earthquake to strike at a less opportune
time, such as at 11am on a Sunday morning, the loss of life
could be massive. In a perfect World, I'd easily go for a full
restore, but unfortunately the World we live in is far from
perfect...

14/04/2013 11:00

45 - 54

Ilam

Christchurch

I prefer this option. The cathedral is the icon of the city. It Ok but prefer restoration
is an important house of worship but also go much more.
Over the years the public has raised money, volunteered,
supported the cathedral - and their interests as well as the
church goers need to be met. I think the cardboard
cathedral is a huge waste of money. While waiting for the
restored cathedral, church goers can share other spaces in
the city for services. Seems such a waste when cardboard
cathedral money could be put towards the restoration.

Don 't like this at all

Option 1

14/04/2013 11:36

55 -64

Westmorland

No too costly

No looks awful

Yes we need to be a more modern city

Option 3

14/04/2013 12:16

65 - 74

Christchurch
8025
Cannons Creek Porirua

This will take too long. Just finding people with the
necessary skills in stone masonry and hoping they stay
alive to complete the task is fraught. It will also always
carry a higher earthquake risk that the other two designs.

A compromise for those who cannot let go of the past, but It is beautiful, forward-looking and can be built in a
have the sense to realise the inherent dangers of masonry reasonable time. Churches should put their money in to
construction.
helping people, not building monuments to display their
wealth.

14/04/2013 12:21

55 -64

St Albans

Christchurch

The cathedral spire in particular has been restored due to
earthquake damage three times in its first twenty years. An
inflexible stone building is not suitable for Christchurch.
The modern reinforcing and damping mechanisms called
for must push costs to unsustainable levels for the
Anglican Diocese of Christchurch.

Sir George Gilbert Scott presented an original design for
cathedral to be completely constructed of wood in 1851.
After considerable pressure from Bishop Harper this was
revised by Scott in 1862. Although it now was clad in stone
it still had a strongly interlaced wooden structure. It is
salutary to see that the fabric of St Michael and All Angels
barely 500 metres away was relatively unscathed. The
only point of contention is what does it say about the Body
of Christ in Christchurch in 2013 if we choose a design
that was cutting edge over 150 years ago?

14/04/2013 13:51

25 - 34

Rhydfelin

Pontypridd

This is the best option. When the city is rebuilt
If your going to do this you may as well do the job properly Salt lake city, Christchurch. No thank you.
Christchurch will be almost devoid of its history for which and rebuild the cathedral as it was.
the cathedral so proudly represented, thus it needs to
rebuilt as it was. The church in Aotearoa is already full of
modernist cathedrals (Napier, Wellington, Auckland (as
well as Catholic buildings in Hamilton etc)) whereas the
potential demolition of this sacred place reduces the
elegance of one of the few great 19th Century christian
buildings in NZ. A bright side to the demolition is that it
can incorporate modern facilities and be made earthquake
proof unlike before.

14/04/2013 14:16

45 - 54

Cashmere/Hoo Christchurch
n Hay

My first preference: a building that the people of
Christchurch have loved since day 1. A traditional building
to anchor the centre of our beautiful city. A beautiful
classic church with clean lines and the added interest of
the rose window.

14/04/2013 15:44

25 - 34

Erding

Wifling

14/04/2013 19:27

35 - 44

North New
Brighotn

Christchurch

obviously and sadly this option is going to be too expensive this is the obvious winner excellent design slightly modern
and unsafe.time to let go.
and a church needs to be a safe place. the tower is
stunning
This is the option I most like. Or leaving the cathedral as a
ruin in memory of the earthquake.

14/04/2013 19:40

45 - 54

Halswell

ChCh

14/04/2013 20:09

55 -64

St. Albans

Christchurch,
8013

I totally oppose excessive sums of money being spent on a Another huge nod to the past and some of what it
building when a Church's ministry is about people. To
represents and best left behind.
restore the Church is to look backwards and keeps
Christchurch a monument to dead white men, the four
ships and the current deep conservative body of a coterie
of alive white men that seem to have the city in a strangle
hold.

14/04/2013 20:16

55 -64

redcliffs

christchurch

Use wood as much as possible, as was the original intent,
and as has been proved safe (St Michaels)

14/04/2013 20:17

25 - 34

redcliffs

christchurch

14/04/2013 20:18

55 -64

oaklands

christchurch

Option 1

14/04/2013 20:40

Select
Christchurch
Age range

Christchurch

I really like this design as I feel we need to look the future Option 3
generations. I actually worked in the Visitors Centre when
they updated the roof, sound system, lighting etc and its a
shame what has happened but its a natural disaster and as
I said before we need to think about the future
generations.

14/04/2013 20:47

55 -64

St Albans

Christchurch

14/04/2013 20:55

65 - 74

Ilam

Chch 8041

The old cathedral was ours, but otherwise undistinguished. Doesn't move me

14/04/2013 21:03

65 - 74

Ilam

Christchurch

The seismic stability of this would concern me.

14/04/2013 21:17

65 - 74

St Albans

Christchurch

I dont mind this option

???Yuk

Option 1

It's ok

Don't like it at all

Option 1

option 3 feels the best, i love the design and it looks like
we are trying to take a step forward. with the city rebuild
alot of buildings are getting rebuilt and christchurch is
going to be very modern and so should the cathedral.

Option 3

Brilliant.........

Option 3

I like this option because it's very safe. It is also a building
of our time but remembers the past.

Option 3

I'd support this solution - a new Cathedral should be new.
An expressive and unique solution - just as the original
Cathedral would have been when it was built. It's time for
new and fresh expressions.
Ghastly. Belongs in American city.

Option 3

My second preference: simple design with clean lines.
Rose window stays. A good anchor for the city centre.
After the earthquake trials, the people of Christchurch
need a building that we can be proud of and that will be
loved.

Option 3

A contemporary design is the only one that can reflect our Option 3
lived history, not only recent but also more distant. Many
people of European origin have been living under the
Southern Cross in Christchurch for 8 or even 9
generations. In addition, the Anglican Church in Aotearoa,
New Zealand and Polynesia has three Tikanga thus any
design should reflect elements of all three streams yet not
merely be an alphabet soup or mash up. This is a
demanding brief; An substantial design needs to be
timeless perhaps based on the natural world like Jørn
Utzon's Sydney Opera House It should be an evo

As Elizabeth Farrelly describes it ' Salt Lake vulgarity'. I
think it looks cheap and shoddy

Option 1

Option 1

not a good enough design for a modern church. could look Option 2
outdated and cheap after some years.
This looks dangerous too much glass. It is also ugly. If you
can't repair the cathedral come up with another design.

Option 1

Option 3
This option makes my heart lift and represents what this
Option 3
city is beginning to be and more so in the near future innovative, creative, vibrant, quirky, light and smart. This
option reflects all peoples, of all ages and stages; it shows
our contemporary world and all that it offers; it is
attractive and welcoming. It is also less cost than the other
options and that is good - a church's key focus isn't bricks
and mortar, it should be about people and being in the
midst of people. One final word of praise for Bishop
Matthews - you are a remarkable person doing a difficult
job - thank y
Option 1
Option 1

Option 3

14/04/2013 21:24

25 - 34

halswell

christchurch

Have lived lifelong in CHCH, but do not want this
cathedral restored - it always seemed forbidding on the
outside, even though I am an Anglican.
I prefer this as a sign of resilience

14/04/2013 21:25

15 - 24

halswell

christchurch

I like this

14/04/2013 21:29

15 - 24

Hornby

Christchurch

If we go with option 1, for a start it is going to cost far to
much. secondly it feels like we would be taking a steep
backwards. would go in the cathedral if option 1 was
chosen.
Too risky as we may have more seismic activity.

14/04/2013 21:40

55 -64

Harewood

Christchurch

14/04/2013 21:42

Up to 15

Opawa

Christchurch

14/04/2013 21:43

45 - 54

West End

Timaru

14/04/2013 21:44

45 - 54

Linwood

CHRISTCHURC Whilst I am sad to see it go, fact is it was old. To rebuild it
H
as it was seems a nonsense to me. It would be different if
it was a repair, but not a total rebuild.

14/04/2013 21:46

55 -64

Moncks Bay

Christchurch

14/04/2013 22:00

35 - 44

Avonside

Christchurch

A shame that the "wise city fathers" didn't build in wood
originally - but let's move on!"
Too much like what we had

Too costly

Not sure about the need for a spire, but I think the main
structure is what I had hoped might happen
This concept creates the idea of hope for me

Option 3
Option 3

Yes! Something lively looking and full of light.

Option 3

Option 2

Would prefer restore but not if unable to make seismically
safe
The time required to restore this structure is to long and
also too costly.The building as much as we love it did not
meet all the modern requirements in layout for todays
usage and building safety is important.

This feels a stop-gap option. A great interpretation but I
fail to see why make something new to look old

Enables us as a city to keep the history/heritage but still
make necessary changes to enable the cathedral to be
better utilised through some changes as the old original
cathedral layout did not meet all of todays needs as a
building. Not as cost prohibitive is also an advantage.

Option 2

As my 5 and 7 year old pointed out - we like it but this one Option 2
looks more like a rock concert venue than a church.

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:
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OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

14/04/2013 22:10

45 - 54

West Ryde

The choice of materials is as important as the form of a
Sydney Australia Please, please, please do not lose site of what
Christchurch means to the world. I have visited the city on building and anything other than the original fabric choice
a few occasions and have loved the experience of visiting is going to come across as rather cheap.
one of the great colonial landmarks of the world. New
Zealand is blessed with two cultural heritages and has
managed to preserve them both thus far. With the loss the
Time Ball Station and other important icons, there is a real
risk that you will be sending the world a message that you
no longer value your colonial heritage if you allow any other
solution than Option 1 to be adopted.

I do not object to modern church design but would be
Select Option
appalled if this design was adopted to a replacement of the
original cathedral.

14/04/2013 22:13

35 - 44

Huntsbury

Christchurch

Rebuilding 'the same' is trying but it will never look the
same.

The english history of Christchurch is not reflected in this
option. In a different place an option not in the square

14/04/2013 22:14

25 - 34

ex Cashmere

Why bother doing this. Restore or Build new are better
options

Why not COMBINE some restored parts with the new?
Select Option
Why are all of the options 1 or the other? What about a
major option that has been overlooked - keep some of the
old, re-build and restore it. Keep and re-use other pieces
of the building. Combine with new architectural spaces.
For instance why not: a new tower, restore facade,
existing nave ceiling, new apse like this contemporary
option. A cathedral that respects and builds through and
with its history! One that speaks of Christchurch & NZ
past whilst inspiring for the future. I think it is a major
shame a fourth option has not been

14/04/2013 22:15

75 +

shirley

14/04/2013 22:26

65 - 74

Ilam

14/04/2013 22:30

55 -64

waikari

14/04/2013 22:39

45 - 54

Hornby

north
canterbury
Christchurch

14/04/2013 22:43

45 - 54

Clarkville

Kaiapoi

14/04/2013 22:44

75 +

THORNDON

WELLINGTON

TOO EXPENSIVE

14/04/2013 22:49

65 - 74

avonhead

Avonhead

14/04/2013 22:50

65 - 74

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

No, not a suitable building going into the future. too
Good, maybe I like the best
exspensive. Good to think about the future , not only the
past.
This is the ideal option but due to length of time and cost I Given my comments on 1 above, This is a good option
am unsure if the $ are best spent in this way on "bricks
given improvements stated in your coloured card.
and mortar". Please see my comments re Option 3."

14/04/2013 22:51

25 - 34

Addington

Christchurch

I would love this option to go ahead but I think there will be This is the option that I think would be best for Chch. We This is hideous. It looks like they tried to build a veranda on Option 2
too much opposition due to the cost and time frame. This are so well known for our beautiful cathedral and I think
the front and mucked it up. I would be embarrassed for
would be marvellous though
this design looks so much like the original but it would be
this to be Chch's iconic cathedral replacement.
made out of modern, safe materials. Win win I reckon. The
cathedral is part of Chch's identity

14/04/2013 23:23

65 - 74

Waltham

Chch

Dont restore. When restoring too many things unseen can not interested in copys
and will go wrong, adding to the cost etc. In my experience
as a tradesman it is too easy to look at a project and say
we can do this, but behind the walls is totally unknown
untill it is uncovered and then costs can rise dramatically
and time to completion.

This is the only way to go. We must move forward into the Option 3
21st century and beyond and as we are such a new
country this new cathedral will reflect this. We need to
start with a clean slate, put down foundations that will
withstand the largest earthquakes known and build a
cathedral that will be a better icon for Christchurch and
the Anglican congregation.

14/04/2013 23:26

35 - 44

Lyttelton

Christchurch

no - why re-invent the wheel. You have the opportunity
no - why re-invent another version on the wheel. Least
to do something *really* different. The restored cathedral preferred option.
will look out of place in a modern city.

I think you could push the boundaries to make it more
Option 3
modern-looking ...something more architecturally
challenging? Chch residents managed to live with the art
gallery when that was built, despite the contrasting
opinions. Will the bells be included in the sculptural spire?
I'd miss the bells if they were not included somewhere in
the final design. I see there is a bell tower in the plans but
this doesn't specify if bells will be included. Acoustics of
the new cathedral = very important. I have performed
there and attended concerts and I'd like to do so in the
future. Assume t

14/04/2013 23:35

45 - 54

City

Christchurch

14/04/2013 23:45

Select
80
Age range

Aidanfield

We need to take advantage of new building materials in
The traditional option is attractive but it is unlikely to
order to avoid future earthquake damage. The cost factor satisffy either those who would restore or those who
is unreasonable if measured against other pastoral and
favour the contemporary option.
social needs. I suspect my great gradfather who hhad the
first three contracts for building the cathedral wouyld
agree!!!

A contmemporary option is best but I favour a broader
interpretation than is presented in option 3. The spire is
quite unrelated to the remainder of the building. An
international competition would provide more options and
would probably generate more substantial funding in the
long run

14/04/2013 23:49

65 - 74

timaru

South
Canterbury

14/04/2013 23:50

55 -64

St Albans

Christchurch

14/04/2013 23:50

65 - 74

Cashmere

Christchurch

14/04/2013 23:57

25 - 34

Mairehau

Christchurch

Restoring is cherishing the past and the only way this
building should be remembered; it's THE iconic building in
Christchurch.
ex Christchurch, There are some amazing historical pieces to the cathedral.
now Wellington There is also a dialogue in its design as the architect
specified a timber cathedral, with whole Kauri trunks for
columns. But this was rejected by the church. Only the
timber ceiling was done. Keeping some of the original
building maintains and preserves the history of the building,
Christchurch and NZ architectural history.

Christchurch
8061
Christchurch

Option 1

Option 3
I was a volunteer for twenty years and loved every bit of
Option 3
the old cathedral but it is time to move on and create
something beautiful which will speak to all people now and
in the future incorporating renewed ways of inclusive
worship. In my opinion the contemporary cathedral plan
does this.
Option 3
YES!!!! This is what the overseas tourists love.

TOO BLAND AND EXPENSIVE

UGLY!! Looks like the Sydney Opera House

Option 1

Contemporary is a mistake as the CBD will be
contemporary. The Cathedral should be a tribute to our
past. I think the voting is being distorted by having three
options. The overwhelming majority of people want the
Cathedral to look old not new.

Option 2

Option 3
GREAT CONCEPT, AND IN LINE WITH
CHRISTCHURCH'S UNIQUE MODERN ARCHITECTURE.
A NEW FOCAL POINT AT AN IMPORTANT SITE.
Good, I think it is nice to be offered the choice. Thank you Option 2

Whilst the overall design looks OK, Christchurch does not Option 2
need a contemporary cathedral - it needs something which
is recognisable as a traditional cathedral particularly having
lost so much of our heritage buildings. We have to
preserve some of the past because that it part of our
identity.

Option 1
Select Option

Option 3
We are both members of the Anglican Church in this
Diocese and feel that as a Church the people who attend
and run this church should have the last say as to how this
building should be rebuilt. This option would in our opinion
be a worthy replacement and looks to the future of the
Anglican Communion as a whole.
I would prefer to see the original cathedral reinstated to its I like this option also if the original cathedral cannot be
former glory, it was and could be a magnificent building
reinstated then this is the one I would opt for in its place.
once again.
1. The changes to the city centre are so dramatic, there is
such a huge need for the spiritual anchor and landmark of
the city to again standard powerful symbol of recovery.. 2.
We have such memories of being in that Cathedral, in
times of great despair, such as when John Kennedy was
shot and we gathered there in shock and grief and so
many others, in times of great joy and celebration, in
passing through to go to school to work, to meet friends.
It defined our lives and our experience in so very many
ways.. Please restore it, it can be. It belongs to us as do we
belong t the Cathedral. I u

This is digusting, it looks like an upturned row boat. There Option 1
is nothing spiritual or enticing or glamorous about this
building at all. Its a definite no no for me.
Option 1

This is what our city icon is!! please return her to her
This would be great as a new church in a new city just not
former glory so our future can enjoy her and see what all this one it is all wrong as far as adding to the heritage
our fuss was about and why she is such a big part of our
buildings being rebuilt this is the wrong way to go
hearts and memories. Don't take away this beautiful part
of our heritage that christchurch is world wide known for.

All around our city new buildings will be built and I am sure Option 1
many of them will be just as beautiful as this design to
which I think is more suited to a building that was not a
strong part of canterbury's history and memory.

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:
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Option 1

15/04/2013 0:00

35 - 44

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

Our Cathedral is more than a place of worship, it is found
on Christchurch's logo's and many sourvineers and
postcards and you'll find in our photoalbums, we all have a
personal connection with this building in our hearts. I would
love to see it Restored to original. the main reason for this
is, the French would never replace the Eiffel Tower with
anything else, plus the Americans would never consider an
alternative to the original Statue of Liberty, both the
French and Americans would opt to restore their
landmarks. Christchurch doesn't have any other landmarks
that are used in th

15/04/2013 0:03

55 -64

Ilam

Christchurch

15/04/2013 0:08

65 - 74

RANGIORA

NORTH
CANTERBURY

This looks just plain ugly to me!
Option 1
This seems a viable alternative still- and connects us to the
past
it is a shame to see this icon of Christchurch and New
This option will not be the same, and it is a pity to try and To me when erected, this would be the highlight of our Option 3
Zealand disappear from our skyline. I spent many uplifting replicate the original.
new modern post-earthquake city. The basic concept is
and magical moments in this beautiful space.
striking, and I am sure the building will be able to
accommodate everything that a modern cathedral should
be. My hope is that the pipe organ will be rescued from
the ruins of the old cathedral and installed in the new one
to enhance the true worship of God. It is also hoped that
the acoustic of the new building will be designed with the
organ and choir in mind.

15/04/2013 0:10

35 - 44

Edgeware

Christchurch

15/04/2013 0:11

45 - 54

Edgeware

City

15/04/2013 0:11

25 - 34

Bishopdale

15/04/2013 0:14

35 - 44

15/04/2013 0:16

While the original Cathedral was all about the past - it was Love it. Modernise the design. Capture the essence of the
original Cathedral. This is by far the most beautiful design I
sometimes a dreary cold place.
have seen over the last two years.
So much of town has been destroyed by the EQ's that we I didn't live in Christchurch because I wanted to live in a
can't get our old city back again, doesn't matter what we traditional city - I want something interesteing, somthing
do. I therefore don't think we should restore to get the old new, something that can give new inspiration. The old
church was beautiful and original, lets get originality again church back.
ie. not just the trational.

I do not like this design. It is very space-age. We do not
live in the space-age.

Christchurch

Expensive and doesn't make use of the opportunities that
are available from the earthquake, time to move forward

Love the windows and the church feel. Will age well and
remain a iconic both as a church and a landmark

will date quickly and feels more like a piece of architecture Option 2
than a church which is its primary existance

Bromley

Christchurch

This is how it should be because people wanted it saved
not changed...why would you even want to change it
people came from around the world to see it not to see
the rubbish u are proposing to build!

NO!

NO!

35 - 44

Shirley

Christchurch

15/04/2013 0:22

35 - 44

Ferrymead

Christchurch

15/04/2013 0:29

45 - 54

Cashmere, but Chrstchurch
attend an
anglican
Church in
Fendalton

15/04/2013 0:33

25 - 34

Kaiapoi

Kaiapoi

15/04/2013 0:36

15 - 24

avonhead

christchurch

15/04/2013 0:38

75 +

Rangiora

Canterbury

15/04/2013 0:38

45 - 54

Avonhead

Christchurch

15/04/2013 0:47

25 - 34

Bishopdale

Christchurch

15/04/2013 0:49

45 - 54

Strowan

Christchurch

15/04/2013 0:53

25 - 34

Redcliffs

Christchurch

15/04/2013 0:53

45 - 54

Rangiora

15/04/2013 0:58

25 - 34

Woburn

North
Canterbury
Lower Hutt

15/04/2013 0:59

55 -64

Spreydon

South West

The design as presented doesn't immediately appeal to me. Option 3
It is too reminiscent of some older (60s and 70s) church
designs. Perhaps more 'wings' (à la Sydney Opera House)
along the sides of the nave might improve it (n addition to
providing indirect lighting? If there are tapu issues (or
whatever) with the ground impacting on the permissible
footprint, what about a small ground-level footprint but
with a wider construction at a higher level (this could be
an oval or circular shape space for construction at first
floor level. Alternatively, what about a step-down into a
semi subter

15/04/2013 1:02

45 - 54

LOBURN

RANGIORA

This is going to be too costly, too long a time frame and it This is similar to the original, but is not the same. It is going This is a complete new building, but based on the original Option 3
is not going to be as safe as other options so should not be to be costly.
plan and incorporating many of the features. It is
an option.
something new for the City and a way of looking forward
rather than looking back. I loved the old Cathedral, but we
have to take things from and it and move forward. I think
Option 3 is a positive step forward.

15/04/2013 1:04

55 -64

Ellesmere

Southbridge

I like this option because it is safer in the event of another Select Option
earth quake and it's cheaper to build, allowing more money
to be available for other churches in our diocese.

15/04/2013 1:10

65 - 74

Ellesmere

Southbridge

15/04/2013 1:14

35 - 44

Fendalton

Christchurch

I prefer this option as I find it pleasing to look at. I feel it's Option 3
a safer design regarding earth quakes.
Option 3

Option 2

Because of the above, I like this obtion - somthing showing Option 3
the time we went through, that we are living in, that
changed our life. Doesn't matter what we do, then we
can't make it go away, therefore we can just as well get
the best out of it. Let's live life now :-)

Option 1

I believe in Change it will cost less and I think its really nice Option 3
Un-neccesary especially at this cost

I prefer the design of this option

As mentioned above I actually prefer the design of option Option 3
2 however think that the lower cost of option 3 would be
more appropriate. What I really think is that the Anglican
church and its insureres should be able to pick what design
they like and go with that however I appreciate that we
are being asked for feedback :)

While this would be amazing, I have seen the damage up
close and I don't think I would feel safe in the old cathedral
any more, even if it were restored. Also, there are many
damaged church buildings in Christchurch, and it will be
necessary to spread the funding to repair as many as can
be done.

This is the option that I had expected I would like best, but
having seen the picture, I have changed my mind. This
option would be a constant reminder of the old cathedral
which is no longer there - almost like having a second hand
or imitation cathedral. Also, there will be other new
buildings in the Square soon, and this may not fit as well
with the new Square as it did with the old.

I am a most traditional person, but have come to like the
Option 3
idea of a contemporary cathedral. The picture of the
inside is amazing, but I'm less delighted with the picture of
the entrance to outside, which looks like the Sydney opera
house. While I think the proposed contemporary lower
looks great, the tower in the picture is excessively large. I
was having a picnic on the grass below the tower of the
old cathedral the day before the February 2011 earthquake
and I am so grateful that I wasn't there the day of the
earthquake as I would not have survived. I don't think I
would want

I think you need to look at the history of the cathedral and
also consider the timber design. All of the timber
structures around the city have stood up to the quakes,
with at most easy to repair damage. They are lighter and
more environmentally friendly that the stone options are.

Select Option

Option 3
Time to move on - not viable!

Looks like a lego building!!

Beautiful, modern and a place my grandchildren and their
children and further generations will adore for a long time
to come. Light, refreshing and spiritual.

Option 3

Option 3
Rebuild!!! It is the landmark of Christchurch city, lets keep If we can't have the original, lets keep it close to its
what little of tradition we have in today's society for our
original spender as we can.
children!

Please save our heritage. Once it's gone it's forever. After
living and working overseas in Europe, you can see how
heritage buildings are protected and or restored. I wish we
placed the same value on ours. We are are young country
and it's so important to save our heritage buildings for
generations to come. It's architecture is unique and many
people enjoyed coming to Christchurch to see our lovely
cathedral. I'm sure myself included that many people would
help with donations and maybe a weekly gifting for years
to come to help restore it. Please please restore the
cathedra

I wouldn't even consider this as an option. It is not visually Option 1
pleasing and you cannot make many, if any, connections to
the original cathedral or our past.
An opportunity to be innovative with design with reference Option 3
to the past.
Option 1

Option 3
Ideally, this would be one of the top options for me. The
Cathedral is the heart of Christchurch and we have so little
old architecture that it seems right the Cathedral should be
restored. I think the plan looks beautiful and should be
started as soon as possible.

If restoration is not an option, this would be my second
This option is pug ugly and I would not want it at all.
choice. The reimagined gothic structure keeps the tone of
the original cathedral as well as making it contemporary.
Plus it looks really good in my opinion.

Option 1

REF
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15/04/2013 1:16

AGE
35 - 44

SUBURB:
Linwood

CITY/AREA:
Christchurch

15/04/2013 1:18

Up to 15

harewood

CHristchurch

15/04/2013 1:23

45 - 54

Parklands

Christchurch

15/04/2013 1:24

55 -64

St Albans

Christchurch

15/04/2013 1:31

65 - 74

North Beach

Christchurch

15/04/2013 1:32

55 -64

Glendowie

Auckland

15/04/2013 1:34

65 - 74

Birkenhead

Auckland

15/04/2013 1:46

65 - 74

Onehunga

Auckland

15/04/2013 1:52

65 - 74

Auckland

Auckland

15/04/2013 1:54

65 - 74

Springbrook

Timaru

15/04/2013 2:00

35 - 44

Linwood

Chch

15/04/2013 2:01

55 -64

Spreydon

Christchurch

15/04/2013 2:04

45 - 54

rangiora

christchurch

15/04/2013 2:05

55 -64

Mt Eden

Auckland

15/04/2013 2:07

45 - 54

Linwood

Christchurch

15/04/2013 2:11

75 +

rangiora

christchurch

15/04/2013 2:13

75 +

St Heliers

Auckland

15/04/2013 2:37

25 - 34

Churton Park

Wellington

15/04/2013 2:52

65 - 74

Merivale

Christchurch

15/04/2013 2:57

65 - 74

Cashmere

Christchurch

15/04/2013 2:59

65 - 74

15/04/2013 3:11

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

As much as I loved the Cathedral I feel the money required This Option feels a bit bland
for this Option is too much
bad boring
lame

I think it may take a bit to get used to this Option but I
actually quite like it
great amazing fantasic

Traditionalist in me would like to see this. However,
Option 3 is the own I'm drawn to.

Really like the look of this. As soon as I saw in the paper I
was drawn to it, even though I'd always thought re-build
was the way to go up until now. So long as you use as
much as possible of old materials.
It is time to move on. The Contemporary design has a
'wow' factor. The Anglican Cathedral should be a central
part of the new Christchurch and should indicate a new
beginning, not a look back in time.
It would appear that the majority of commercial rebuilds
will be contemporary glass. A gothic cathedral therefore
will not be in keeping with the new look city.
I believe that the new development should be looking
forward to the new mission that the rebuilt Christchurch
will present. My expectation is that the average age of the
inhabitants and work force in the CBD will be younger and
that the surrounding new buildings present a modern
vibrant atmosphere. Sympathetic to this new commercial
environment and life would be a transformed and
inspirational centre for worship.

Option 3

I am surprised by my choice but I love this!

Option 3

the new design and think if some of the ruins can be a
part of it even better - e.g. as a garden or outside chapel.
We live in the 21st century and the church needs to
express that. I will keep you all in my prayers.
Exciting; imaginative, future-focussed - the only way to
go.

Option 3

You can't go back.

No, No and NO. Using modern materials just doesn't cut
it. Too much concrete and tilt slab that this will just add
to.

Nice externally but rather disappointing inside

It would be appallingly bad stewardship to spend this much Looks far much of yesterday, and the church in Mission
money just to restore the nineteenth century.
can't afford to look as if its still living in the past.
Some similarity to original. As a member of a coop parish
[Waimate] this is my choice.
I actually think this should be left as a ruin and a garden. I This is the only one that makes sense to me, and I believe
actually never cared about this building before, and was a is closer to the original plans for the cathedral to be built
vocal advocate for tearing it down, but now that so much from wood? After losing so much here in chch, I support
else has disappeared and it is increasingly visible from
this design for being true to the original design and plan of
around the central city. I would be completely comfortable the cathedral, yet built of much more practical materials.
with the church taking a long view of things and
If not restoring the old cathedral then could you use
committing to a careful restoration of this building. What's stones from it to build rock gardens around it and across
the hurry?
cathedral square.

Option 3
Option 3

Option 3

Option 3

Option 3

Option 3
Option 2

I believed that is being favored by the churchpurely
Option 2
because of the cost and timeframe for building. The old
cathedral lasted 100+ years - would this? On a 100+ yeartimeframe, is this budget option the best decision? And
while I respect that this is an Anglican church, and that the
people who used this building for worship should have a
say in it, by choosing to place it at the heart of the city it
was the Anglican Diocese's choice to make this a building
that the whole city would care about, so you really do owe
it to the rest of us to have a say in this. This would be
fine as a subur

If at all possible, I would like it restored. But I realise that
I would love to see rebuilt the same, in modern safe
financially this is a problem. Seems overseas people are
materials. I realise cost i prohibitive for this option too.
prepared to help. I feel would have to be very safe for a lot
of people to go back in the restored cathedral.

I only like the steeple of this design.

Option 2

How do you restore hope? Perhaps with something new
that does not forget the past. #2 seems safer.

To my eye, this is the most beautiful option, echoing
tradition yet incorporating new elements within a gothic
framework. Lighter materials, yes. The spire is inspired!
I would prefer the old Cathedral design as per option 1 as
it is very much a part of our cities identity but a
compromise between the two is the best choice.

Is this a cathedral or simply a large church? To me it
connotes all those Lutheran churches (1950s-60s) from
Midwestern US . Retro fans may like it!

Option 2

Too similar to the old cathedral and not as good.

Really like this contemporary design for today's church and Option 3
community.
I'm an outsider, so I'm not sure my opinion should weigh as Option 3
heavily as a Christchurch resident...but the contemporary
design stands out very strongly to me. I think it would be a
drawcard for visitors, and a very visible symbol of the
strong, forward-looking spirit of Christchurch. If the
history of the original cathedral is retained in as many ways
as possible, ie: if the history were celebrated somehow in
the cathedral area, and surviving artifacts re-used, I think it
would be a great way to honour the previous cathedral as
well.

Option 3

Option 2

Option 1
Not practical for today

A beautiful option as I believe that we need to go forward Option 3
in both our thinking and in our worship. As the city around
us is going to be of modern architecture then I think that a
contemporary cathedral will fit in well but also be unique in
its design and be of strong interest to tourists both from
within our own country and overseas. Is it not far more
exciting to take a risk with God's blessing than to stay with
the known. After all is this not what Jesus did himself?
Our beautiful icon should be restored.Your suggested
restoation time and cost is based on falacy. overseas
fundraising cuts cost and time, Great interest already from
abroard. our timeless building contains works of art,
windows etc dedicated to God given by dedicated
Christians over many years. How can you destroy our
history and hurt so many people. I have canvassed for its
restoration in 1979 and had huge and generous response.
There is huge support & offers have been refused. Why ?

this building has some appeal because it resembles the old
and would incorporate the beautiful windows etc. It would
cost as much as the optn 1 because it wouldnt attract
overseas donations. I like the lighter interior. The facade
needs contrast to make it stand out. it has probably split
the vote against the optn 3 which is a pity. obviously opts 1
& 2 people would easily outway the unfortunate Opt 3 This
is clever and is the second best.

This would be a very unfortunate apparition in the square. Select Option
It has no gothic features as stated. Much use of copper
has poor insulation from noise. Far too much glass. It will
quickly date and it looks cheap with no substance. A much
better modern building with artistic charm could have been
designed and attracted people but not this one. .
Interestingly many young people hate this design. The
tower is not wide enough to have the old bells. The
bottom not strong enough either.Why was this not
incorporated ? But it would have increased the cost.It
doesnt seem to have steps and gallery either.

Milford, North CBD
Shore Auckland

Christchurch Cathedral was my home one for 40 years; I
was ordained there so it is very precious to me and my
home Parish was St. John Latimer Square. Please do not
restore in its previous form because - the costs are
unjustifiable the model is 16th. century and the design
impractical

A traditional model serves to emphasise the past which is
where too many put our Christianity. The visual symbolism
will powerfully declare we belong in yesterday with little to
say to the present

I would like to see an international design competition with Option 3
a bias toward NZ architects. The design brief could be
contemporary, 'green', worship and city focused, socially
embracing and moderately priced. Not the current model
which looks like a dinghy standing end although the interior
is attractive

65 - 74

Beckenham

Christchurch

This is by far the best option. mayhbe it's the most
expensive, although nowhere near the amount you are
quoting, but it is the only real option as the existing
Cathedral is Christchurch. I fully realise that the Cathedral
is, of course a place of worship, but it denotes what
Christchurch is all about.

I could wear this one if I had to, as on looks anyway, it will
reflect the old Cathdral.

This option is a monstrocity!!!!! Sorry, but anyone who
thinls this will replace the old Cathedral needs their heads
examining.

15/04/2013 3:13

25 - 34

Mt Pleasant

CHCH

To save something that can be saved, to honor the past
with beauty that cant be replaced that will stand the test
of time. A place where you stand in ora and wonder how
they built such a amazing building without cranes and
modern tools. A place where we can stand tall and say
earthquakes don't beat us. This is our building the church
of Christchurch take this away and what do we stand for...
Earthquakes beat us...

15/04/2013 3:21

65 - 74

st. martins

christchurch

I prefer the contempory cathedral... providing the toilets
Option 3
are underground... As an anglican from St. Michaels,,, the
sooner we have the cathedral rebuilt, the better and
believe the option 3 is also the cheapest and will more fit
in with a new built city... to hell with what Aucklanders
and Wellingtonians think,,, it is up to the cathedral
congregation who regularly attend to have final say...

15/04/2013 3:24

45 - 54

st. Martins

Christchurch

i vote for this design

Option 3

15/04/2013 3:26

45 - 54

st. martins

Christchurch

I like the newer tower and cleaner more modern lines of
interior

Option 3

Option 1

Option 1

REF
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ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:
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15/04/2013 3:29

25 - 34

st. martins

christchurch

much prefer this option...

Option 3

15/04/2013 3:30

25 - 34

st. martins

christchurch

i like the modern lines and beautiful bell tower

Option 3

15/04/2013 3:31

55 -64

Tikipunga

Whangarei

While this option has its merits in maintaining the cathedral I support this option. It is cheaper than a restoration but
is its original form, I feel the cost is too high. I understand still retains the flavour of the original cathedral at a much
many people are passionate about the cathedral and for
more reasonable cost.
them there is no decision other than restoration, but I
think the cost is not warranted.

I don't like this option at all. The cathedral in its original
form is an iconic part of Christchurch, which a modern
interpretation would not be able to do.

Option 2

15/04/2013 3:34

65 - 74

Islington

Christchurch

This looks nice, but very expensive

it's okay, but prefer it to look similar to the old one

Option 2

15/04/2013 3:53

55 -64

Remuera

Auckland

Preferred option....has some of the past, but more light
and bright.
A beautiful old building but of a different time. We need to It would be sooooo disappointing if this was chosen. There
is nothing special about it - One could find it or similar
move on
anywhere

This is stunning - an icon of THIS time. But there are also
important links with the old. I think the rose window is
great and picking up on the original design. The building is
exciting, connects with the Square in an exciting way and
says 'to God be the glory' Like Coventry Cathedral in that
it is very different from the old but incredibly special

Option 3

15/04/2013 4:01

75 +

woodend

north
canterbury

No....I believe it is time to move on.

As we are in a time of renewal and moving forward I much Option 3
prefer the contempory design. Like the idea of the interior
space to allow better audience participation. To be more
open...more glass. the interior more visable in the square i
feel would be a plus plus. Let people see the joy we
celebrate in our faith.

15/04/2013 4:11

55 -64

Central City

Wellington

I support this option. Although the cathedral belongs to the I do not support this option. If it is traditional then you
Anglican Church, and I am an anglican, it also belongs to
might as well restore it.
the people of Christchurch and Canterbury. It has a deep
and historic spiritual significance. I no longer live in
Canterbury, but it is still my turangawaewae, and I would
contribute financially to that, but not the other options

15/04/2013 4:12

15 - 24

Cashmere

Christchurch

I think the cathedral needs to reflect the damage its
suffered so I find the fully restored option the weakest.

15/04/2013 4:21

35 - 44

Prebbleton

Christchurch

15/04/2013 4:27

75 +

Merivale

North west

I think the money should be spent to help people who stll
are waiting to have their homes madeweather proof befoe
the winter. Churches have all adapted to using other
buildings that are safe.Any descision should be made by
those people who are registered on a Parish Roll.

15/04/2013 4:29

65 - 74

Linwood

Christchurch
8011

The best option by far. Please make use of people who
have offered to help with this, especially the experts at
Canterbury University.

A bit of a mess (bad proportions), like most compromises.
Also vulnerable to arson.

15/04/2013 4:39

15 - 24

Harewood

Christchurch

I like this but I don't think it's practical. It's a very
expensive solution

This is the one we should go for. This is most appropriate.
It sets us up for the future while still retaining the
traditional cathedral look for which Christchurch is known
for. We're a city that values our heritage buildings and
unfortunately we don't have a lot of that left. I think
having the traditional cathedral would fit best in with the
feel of Christchurch.

15/04/2013 4:41

55 -64

Ashley

Rangiora

What remains of the cathedral is a constant reminder of
Why try to recreate a copy of the original albeit in new
what has happened in the past. When this cathedral was
materials?
being planned and subsequently built there were doubts as
to the site and the materials used, the architects knew of
the earthquake risks in Victorian times. By all means use
some of the materials for the new cathedral as a reminder
of our history and heritage, which should not be forgotton,
and the earthquakes but not as a way to keep going back
over the past. By the way, I loved the cathedral it helped
draw me to Christchurch when I first arrived in New
Zealand but it's time to

15/04/2013 4:46

25 - 34

dallington

chch

15/04/2013 4:46

55 -64

Shirley

Christchurch

15/04/2013 4:48

15 - 24

St Albans

Christchurch

15/04/2013 4:57

75 +

Avonhead

15/04/2013 5:02

55 -64

marshland

Christchurch
8042
chch

15/04/2013 5:08

65 - 74

Hororata

Selwyn

It is imperative that this option be taken. It will then
complete the 'Old Christchurch of the remaining stone
buildings. And anyway - why the haste. It takes 100s of
years to build big Cathedrals - that is how they accrue
their heritage. Let's have a cup of tea and go about this
task properly and carefully. We need more knees and less
jerk.

15/04/2013 5:12

25 - 34

Ilam

Christchurch

I think it's time to move on from the old design. I also
believe, as it is the most expensive option, that the
expense is unnecessary. I did like the old cathedral but it
fell down - time to move on to a different design.

15/04/2013 5:24

45 - 54

Beckenham

Christchurch

If the old cathedral was uneconomic, and not particulartly Not my favourite.
practical, it seems a great opportunity to make it more user
friendly, so I am not convinced this is the way forward.

15/04/2013 5:30

Select
Belfast
Age range

Christchurch

15/04/2013 5:31

65 - 74

Auckland

Franklin

Does not look anything special. Sure many churchs world
wide that will/would look very simelar

I like this best - inside looks stunning. I think the exterior
claddings need to be refined further, but overall I think this
design shows respect for the past while looking forward.
Something that Christchurch as a city needs to do, and I
think it'd be great the new cathedral reflects this.

Not I think this design is ugly and has no historical
connection.

Option 1

Option 2
Not opposed to a modern church - but not keen on this
one. Interior has a nice quality. Exterior needs to be
seriously looked at again.. the central capsized boat and
the splintery "lord of the rings" tower are a confusing clash
of concepts which I don't think relates to what was once
there well."

This is my vote- retaining the general feel, but
acknowledging the effect of the earthquakes.

Option 2
Option 2

If a contemporary option turns out to be favoured by the Option 1
majority, please get other designs to consider. The spire
part looks particularly poor, and really isn't necessary in a
modern place of worship.
It's okay, but I think it would date terribly. In twenty years Option 2
from now it will look awful. It looks more like a meeting hall
than a house of God. It doesn't make me think of a
Cathedral at all. The best churches and Cathedrals that
I've seen around the world are those that hold true to the
traditional look of a church or cathedral. This may be the
cheapest option but I just don't think it will fit.
This is the cathedral design I favour. Outstanding, ultra
Option 3
modern but with character, which is more that can be said
about some of the new buildings being foisted on
Cantabrians. Incorporate history and heritage. We must
not forget the Anglicans who settled Christchurch and the
heritage they left for us all, even though there are many
who would discount it.

Option 2
Far too expensive, and will not be complete in many
peoples lifetime.

Still too expensive. Both the first two options are just
simple versions of what is already available in abundance
around the world.

Makes a statement and indicates that the Church is
Option 3
progressive and forward thinking. Although it is still a great
deal of money, it still provides the opportunity for the
saved money to be put toward God's work.
Although I prefer the traditional option over the
This design is quite original and eyecatching. Even though Option 1
Unfortunately, there is a lazy attitude to restoring and
caring for our buildings in New Zealand. In Europe, there is contemporary option (because it is more aesthetically
I think this is a very strong contemporary design, it is
a different attitude: buildings are loved, appreciated, and
pleasing), I think that rebuilding a replica would undermine inappropriate to replace our Cathedral with this. This is
cared for. Even after an earthquake, there is such a
the significance of gothic architecture. The intricate
because our Cathedral as it has stood is a symbol of all of
strong attachment to a building that anything other than
details of the Cathedral that I admire are absent and it
Christchurch's history, and is a fundamental part of our
restoration often seems out of the question. Insofar as a does not make me feel as though love and careful
culture. In my opinion, the recently built building on
Victoria Street which resembles an older building is where I
building is salvageable, it should be restored to its initial
consideration have gone into the design of this building.
would like to see Christchurch's architecture heading. This
state. Our Cathedral was beautiful and iconic, and an
From the picture of the traditional option alone, the
is because I see so many white concrete blocks erected
important symbol of the resilience of the people of
building does not seem to have any true character of its
with seemingly little or no design incorporated into them,
Christchurch. If we want to send the message to our
own. It is quite simply a very poor version of a stunning
where t
children that every time s
original. I believe that money is at the
A new start for a new city

Option 3

for heavens sake ,even though you only ask our opinion
and it wont really carry any weight ,whatever you decide
dont let the bishop have any input ,,,,,,a beach in the
square ,is she even on this planet ,,,,,,a beach for gawds
sake

Option 1

Option 1

Good to see high levels of seismic resilience can be
incorporated - I think this is key in any redesign. I like the
openness and I think the timber looks light and pleasant. I
like that the Rose window will be incorporated into the
design

Again, it is excellent to see high levels of seismic resilience Option 3
can be incorporated, and that the design means a more
'open' and welcoming cathedral. I also like that the Rose
window will be incorporated into the design here too.
Overall, I would really look forward to this design and
would be the most excited to see this one come to fruition
(though option 2 would also be exciting)
This design has my support. It looks good, is modern, and Option 3
will become an icon in its own right in years to come. It still
has the look, and I believe would have the feel, of a place
of worship, which really is what this building first and
foremost is - a church. It will be surrounded by new
modern buildings, and should be a part of a new era of
Christchurch. I'm not sure about the tower so much, but I
do like the Cathedral design.

I think this is a great idea and would love this as our new
cathedral being a cathedral chorister
As the old cathedral has to be demolished this is a good
Just the same as the old version
time to look at other options not go back as to how it was.

Option 2

This has a look of the old cathedral but also has more
modern additions and I think this is a great model.

Option 3

REF
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ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

15/04/2013 5:34

65 - 74

Royal Oak

Auckland

15/04/2013 5:42

55 -64

New Brighton

Christchurch

Clear the site & move on

Not relevant for today

Beautiful, light and modern to match the modern new city Option 3

15/04/2013 5:44

25 - 34

Bryndwr

Christchurch

I believe that it is important for Christchurch to retain as
much of its building heritage as possible, and with so little
left the two remaining cathedrals should be our focus in
this goal. We as a people need to appreciate this as a
chance to move forward, but not abandon our past in the
process. It's important to appreciate that anything worth
doing takes time and money, and this option is worth
doing.

This design has many good points and does well to stay
true to the original architectural intentions. However I do
not feel that it will age as well as the original by being clad
in modern materials. I believe we should build cathedrals
that can stand for centuries, in both style and material. In
order to do this we need to be willing to commit more time
and money than is required to simply build a structure for
today.

Option 1
This option, while attempting to stay true to the original
Gothic intent, does not capture the rich history and
traditions of the Christian origins of Christchurch. I feel
that while this building may serve us well for the next 50 or
even 100 years, it will not age as the Gothic original did and
will do if it is restored.

15/04/2013 5:45

65 - 74

Kennedys
Bush

Christchurch

French influenced Gothic design, which is not true
Gothic.The large pillars were a draw back when the
Cathedral was full,as vision was impared and acoustics
were not good. A design of the day but not for today

Do not like the facade, it is neither one thing or the other

I like this as an expression of where we are today. We
have grown up and altho we are grateful for the
forethought and hereitage that has been ours, we must
move on. Why can not become an icon of where we are
today and appreciated as such inthe future?

15/04/2013 5:47

55 -64

Fendalton

Christchurch

We, the people of Christchurch have lost so much in our
beloved city. This is a plea from my heart to restore the
Cathedral. Middle-aged people like myself need to be able
to relate to something that we are familiar with in the
heart of the city in order to ground us and make us feel
part of the city once more. Many of us have lost our
homes and life as we knew it. Please don't take any more
of our heritage away. God bless you in making your
decision.

15/04/2013 6:01

75 +

Lakeside.
Leeston

Canterbury

15/04/2013 6:30

55 -64

christchurch

15/04/2013 6:33

25 - 34

heathcote
valley
Merivale

15/04/2013 6:36

25 - 34

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

15/04/2013 6:57

25 - 34

Edgeware

15/04/2013 6:58

25 - 34

Edgeware

15/04/2013 7:07

45 - 54

15/04/2013 7:16

Christchurch

Option 3

Option 3

Option 1

I would like a contemporary cathedral shared with the
Select Option
Catholic community and a place of loving inclusiveness for
not only other Christian denominations but also other
religeons
Option 1
My preferred option. This is the symbol of our city, the
others are merely a compromise.

No point in having something that is not our civic symbol,
would prefer to have nothing than this.

No point in having something that is not our civic symbol,
would prefer to have nothing than this.

Option 1

Christchurch

Sadly, this is obviously impractical and the extra money
could be better used.

This is probably the best option.

Eww. sort of phallic. It's definitely not something the
Select Option
whole city can get behind, maybe some of the minority
who care more about fashion than whether or not things
are any good, but certainly the minority. Also, it looks more
like a convention centre than a church (I say as an
Anglican myself).

Christchurch

Too expensive and impractical

Probably best.

Martinborough South
Wairarapa

Cost is absurd

Nice, but make it relevant to NZ, rather than traditional
referencing the set and the old world

Ew, ugly and un-churchlike (and sort h phallic) it wouldn't Option 2
be a cathedral, but rather a pointlessly ugly piece of
controversial modern 'art'
I am a former Christchurch resident who lived on Kilmore Option 3
Street. I am saddened to see the old Cathedral go, I believe
that it is time for a bold design and time to move on from
the past. The old cathedral will never be forgotten but let's
take this opportunity to make a bold statement for a new
beginning. Coventry didn't restore, it rebuilt what has
become a modern architectural masterpiece.

65 - 74

Middleton

Christchurch

definitly not an option. Costs plus timeframes and would
not reflect a new city,

15/04/2013 7:28

75 +

West harbour

Auckland

15/04/2013 7:42

25 - 34

Dallington

15/04/2013 7:58

35 - 44

Edgeware

East side lol
what this mean
( Dallington)
Christchurch

I liked the old church and would love to see it back again all
though if it had to change shape a little it has to be! Maybe
not so high and skinny
The much preferred option by far! Get the city icon back! No way!
As foreseen, the new CHCH is being built with tilt slab prefab materials that don't / won't have an ouch of character.
The Cathedral would be pretty much all that is left of a
once nice city.

15/04/2013 8:05

35 - 44

Southbrook

Rangiora

Too expensive, and still potentially unsafe.

15/04/2013 8:06

45 - 54

Fendalton

Christchurch

15/04/2013 8:14

35 - 44

Mt Eden

Auckland

15/04/2013 8:27

35 - 44

Templeton

Christchurch

15/04/2013 8:29

65 - 74

Kerikeri

Bay of Islands

15/04/2013 8:45

25 - 34

Waiheke Island Auckland

15/04/2013 8:46

35 - 44

St Martins

15/04/2013 8:52

65 - 74

15/04/2013 8:57

15/04/2013 8:58

Option 1

Nice enough. Expensive.

Option 3
preferred option. Building is modern reflects modern
society and fits the ideal of a new city. Big consideration is
the cost plus seimically sound
My choice because it preserves what is left of the old
Option 3
cathedral and links it in with something new. It seems to
symbolise the need to move on from disaster.
Option 1

Done correctly and using high quality materials that make Select Option
the it look nice, (not materials one can buy from say Mitre
10 or the like) this option 'could' work. I don't mind
modern, so long as when a person looks at it for the first
time, he or she goes... wow!
An appealing design that looks up-to-date. Church is not Option 3
about a beautiful building, though. Church is about the
people that gather, and the love that is shared within the
group and out to the community - so hopefully there is
space in the design for the likes of a soup kitchen, cafe,
drop in centre, youth aid, fun for youth, family support etc.
The modern design can take us forward into the 21st
Century, for sure.
Option 3
Option 2

Great to have better access to the square, reconfigure the
interior of the church to become more usable depending
upon different requirements for the cathedral at different
times while still having recognisable elements of the old
cathedral.
After so much has been lost it's sad to hear that fate of
the Cathedral is no really open to the people who love and
worship inside it's beautiful walls. To me Christchurch
without a restored cathedral would be like turning your
back on a dear friend when they need you most. A
restored cathedral would show strength as a city, unity of
the people who have lived through dark days and
remembrance of those taken without warning. I have lived
38 years with the cathedral as the heart of the city. To
lose all that it has stood for, for so long would be losing the
mother that has looked over u

Select Option

I would like to see the cathedral restored. We dont have
Dont like it, sorry! Possibly the worst option in my view.
that many really lovely old buildings and it is an important
part of New Zealand's history. In Europe they would work
hard to preserve such a valuable part of the country's
heritage – we should do no less!

Christchurch

I am going with this option. I think it is important to retain
some of the old style and character though, but still move
with the times.

HALSWELL

As much as I love the old cathedral, I understand the cost
and time it would take to rebuild it. To me, it is an icon of
the city. The square is not the square without the
cathedral.
CHRISTCHURC Memories and history attached to this cathedral give a
H
strong pull for its restoration but I cannot honestly agree
to this choice. In an earthquake city it would not be a
comfortable feeling to know that next time people could
die in our cathedral.

35 - 44

Hillmorton

Christchurch

NO

NO

65 - 74

Sumner

Sumner

We must not try to live in the past. To reconstruct the old This building is well designed and would be my second
Cathedral would bring back horrific memories to many
choice. It is constructed in wood which is a good idea
citizens of 22.2.11
when we have learned that wooden buildings fare better
and are safer in earthquakes

something always has to die for new growth to occur
We're on a journey - lets go forwards, not backwards
Nup, dont like it either...

Option 1

Don't like it at all.

Option 2

The familiar look of the traditional cathedral would give
It could obviously be inspiring yet it doesn't seem to fit
some comfort. A safe building and incorporating the design comfortably with me in cathedral square. It gives the
we understand in our city.
feeling of "an alien has landed""

Option 3

Option 2

This looks wonderful. Go look at the beautiful Catholic
Option 3
Cathedral in San Fansisco, USA. Time to move on, it is
2013, not 1800.
This is my preferred option for the New Cathedral. For
Option 3
the following reasons: 1] Can be completed in shortest
time 2] Very appealing design 3] Lightweight and wooden
frame - these features would serve well in any future
Earthquakes 4] The cost is the least of all three designs 5]
We need a modern building not something that is pseudo
ancient 6] We must not live in the past but go forward
with our thinking and design 7] This building could be
enjoyed by the whole community and visiting tourists Soon!

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:
This building is simple and just beautiful, the idea of white
will complement the city well

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

15/04/2013 9:17

15 - 24

Rangiora

Christchurch

15/04/2013 9:19

55 -64

Huntsbury

Christchurch

15/04/2013 9:27

45 - 54

ILAM

Christchurch

Option 1

15/04/2013 9:51

55 -64

Sutherland

Pleasant Point

Option 3

15/04/2013 9:56

45 - 54

Spreydon

Christchurch

15/04/2013 10:07

65 - 74

Bryindwr

Christchurch

15/04/2013 10:23

35 - 44

Bryndwr

Christchurch

15/04/2013 10:33

45 - 54

Burnside

Christchurch

15/04/2013 10:37

65 - 74

15/04/2013 11:36

35 - 44

Leeston

15/04/2013 18:57

35 - 44

15/04/2013 19:13

Let the old rest in peace. This building did not work
particularly well for worship. As a church worship /
ministry mus be our first focus. To spend money time and
effort on restoring this building would be to focus us away
from our core mission.

This is a great new modern cathedral that looks stunning
but I'm worried about one thing, will it actually look like it
does in the pictures...
A visionary design. Will fit well with the modern city, and
will work well to draw people and inspire them. Some
details need addressing, but these will be easily addressed

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 2

Option 3

Option 3
I prefer this option as_1. It can be beautiful inside ( detailed Select Option
plan will affect the efficacy of this option.e g the efficient
planing of interior.). 2. It will depend on the stability of the
ground it is to be built on. 3. it is the most economic. 4. It is
to be built within my life time- maybe 4.It incorporates
timber as the original design did by Mountfort. and this is
safer from earthquake damage. I5. It can still make a
powerful statement as architecture.. 6. It still draws the
eye and spirit upwards a the original gothic design did so
powerfully.
No. A waste of money. A building that suits today's uses
and city is needed. The old Cathedral had merit only
because of where it was, and what it had been, not what it
was built like.
As with the original building phase, changes were made
when the spire fell off a couple of times, and it was
replaced by a more earthquake-proof design of copper. A
full restoration, in the same spirit, would require some
design changes, primarily that of strengthening, but not of
changing the visual design. My vote would be to restore
the cathedral.

Ditto.

Yes.

Abysmal. Looks like something a garage contractor would
come up with. Would have been good for the transitional
cathedral building but not for a permanent structure.

Pretty and possibly a good choice for America, but does it Option 1
embody the Christchurch id?

Ellesmere

Regardless of strengthening, I don't know that I'd be
comfortable going back into that building. In addition,
restoration runs the risk of pretending that things are the
same as they were before the earthquakes, without
recognising that things have changed.

Seems a compromise solution that isn't really one thing or The existing cathedral was built to reflect the era and
Option 3
another - heritage or modern. My least preferred option of community that constructed it, and their understanding of
the 3.
God. This design does the same.

Ilam

Christchurch

As Christians I believe we should 'seek the good of the
city' in which we are in. The Christchurch Cathedral has
clearly become far more important to our City than it is to
our church. It has become the equivalent of the Sydney
Opera House or the Eiffel Tower. While I do not agree with
the theology which the Cathedral in some ways
communicates, it has become much more a tourist
attraction than anything else. We cannot escape the fact
the Cathedral has been closely tied to the way the City has
been 'branded' over many years, and therefore to demolish
the Cathedral inevitably communi

Apart from any Architectural considerations (personally I
think it is ghastly), or theological considerations (personally
I think it communicates the wrong messages), the Anglican
Diocese of Christchurch simply cannot afford this option.
It does not have the power to attract the financial support
that option 1 does.

Apart from any Architectural considerations (personally I
Option 1
think it is ghastly), or theological considerations (personally
I think it communicates the wrong messages), the Anglican
Diocese of Christchurch simply cannot afford this option.
It does not have the ability to attract the financial support
that option 1 does. The question also has to be raised as
to why this building would be neccessary at all given that
Christchurch will already have a very modern,
architecturally unique, respected and beautiful Anglican
Cathedral in the 'cardboard Cathedral' which the Anglican
Diocese of C

55 -64

Ilam

Christchurch

I favour this option.. This is "Christchurch". When I see it
or pictures of it

I recognize Christchurch. It is a beautiful looking building
and deserves to be restored

15/04/2013 19:49

65 - 74

Rangiora

Rangiora

15/04/2013 19:54

65 - 74

Rangiora

Rangiora

even if it will take a long time. The Cathedral is our history Option 1
and our heritage. No regrets!"
Some of the existing cathedral be cased in the glass tower Option 3
as a memorial
Pragmatic choice
Option 3

15/04/2013 20:19

65 - 74

LINCOLN

15/04/2013 20:58

65 - 74

Bryndwr

CHRISTCHURC
H
Christchurch
I think most of us have moved on from here. I was very
limiting before in spite of being 'an icon'.

15/04/2013 21:08

65 - 74

Burnside

Fendalton

15/04/2013 21:12

15 - 24

Riccarton

Christchurch

15/04/2013 21:25

55 -64

Torbay

Auckland

15/04/2013 21:28

65 - 74

Leeston

Leeston
Canterbury

15/04/2013 21:41

45 - 54

Eastbourne

Lower Hutt

I feel that the existing Catherdral should be retained as a
ruin or footprint to be a memorial to the disaster, rather
than be rebuilt. This would be similar to the very moving
treatment of the Coventry Cathedral in the UK.

An interesting idea, and better than restoring the original
building if a similar form to the original is preferred

15/04/2013 21:57

25 - 34

bryndwr

Christchurch

Safety and missing the chance to move ahead in the the
things we should be moving ahead on are what puts me
off this one.

Looks a little like a ghostly version of the first one - nice in We need a flexible and open space for our cathedral so
Option 3
a way, but not as nice as option 3
that the message of Jesus can go out from it, and so that
people can feel welcomed in. At the same time this design
has echoes of, and resonance with, the general shape of
the earlier cathedral. Good stuff.

15/04/2013 21:58

65 - 74

Hornby

Christchurch

To expensive

Just don't like the looks I think it is the colour

15/04/2013 22:06

55 -64

Otahuhu

Auckland

Option 3

15/04/2013 22:13

65 - 74

Birkenhead

Auckland

15/04/2013 22:23

55 -64

Panmure

Auckland

We need to reflect the ideas and culture of today not
Option 3
the past in our cathedrals. That is like copying someone
else's work.
As a recent 'resident' in Auckland, transferred from
Option 3
Christchurch where I was born and bred and also ordained
in the old ChCh cathedral, I strongly believe it is time to
move forward and to bring the Gospel of Christ into the
community. I believe the contemporary design will make
this a more user friendly space and allow a greater
freedom for the cathedral to be better utilised. The pillars
in the original made it very difficult for many worshippers
to see what was happening at times.

15/04/2013 22:33

75 +

Merivale

Christchurch

Southbridge

Selwyn

This option is my choice . We need to move forward .

BEST OPTION

Option 3

Old St. Paul's Cathedral in Lomdon was burnt down in the Option 3
great fire and Christopher Wren created a modern
replacement which at the time was considered radical! It is
now a magnificent example of English Archecture.
Likewise the Coventry Cathedral in itself is magnificent
after it's rebuild in a contemporary Style. Our
contemporary design is inspiring. It will bring more
interested worshipers tourists and citizens for all manner
of functions because of it being inspirational NZ
archecture. We shouldn't have any more faux Gothic!!
I like this as it is a symbol of how our city is rising up new.

Should be restored, it is the heart of the fath and the heart
of Canterbury.

Option 3

Only consider this as a placatory(?) move toward the HPT Brilliant! But how about a more rounded/circular seating
Option 3
ire - though I doubt it would fit their demands...
format while we are at it? I really would like the/a tower to
support the return of the bells. The return of height and
glass and light will be lovely. And make it to seat more
people. This will become a new icon with a much more
relevant atmosphere.

The old Cathedral was NOT a user friendly Cathedral. The Ditto above.
pillars obstructed views and the accoustics were bad. The
santuary formed a significant area of the whole but was
very seldom used and when it was it was almost impossible
to hear procedings from there. We desperately need a
revised plan. God has given us the opportunity to do so!!

Too costly and too long to build

Option 3

Costly and also the building time frame is too long

Option 3

The best option by far. Best use of financial resources and Option 3
the time frame to build this is the best of the three. You
need to have a cathedral up and for worship as soon as
possible in the 'Cathedral City'. A new bold design for a
new bold city.
Looks amazing,a new start for our city. Needed to be
Option 3
warmer,and bringing the congregation closer to the altar
means we are involved more. Cost and time limit is a huge
plus.
I think this is the best option. It is important for the city to Option 3
move forward, and this design represents that step into
the new city. The design references the past, which is
good, but also provides a more inspiring modern space for
future use. This looks like the most inviting space to be in.
Acoustics and visibility can be issues in more traditional
gothic structures, a problem which this appears to
overcome.

Let build something to suit today and will fit in with a
modern looking square. I think of what they did with
Coventry Cathedral. Keep some part or something as a
memorial

Option 3

Option 1

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE
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CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

15/04/2013 22:36

75 +

Massey

Auckland

Restoration is an indulgent sop to nostalgia. It is unhealthy The Gothic Revival of the Victorian era is not one to be
and reflects the forward looking aspirations of neither City particularly proud of on architectural terms. Victorian
nor Church.
church architects seemed to be obsessed with recreating
the past, instead of developing a style for themselves as
each previous age had done. God preserve us from making
the same mistake. Let's learn from the errors of history.

It is vital that both the Church and the community look to
the future rather than back to the past. Today's
Christchurch needs to put its own stamp on the future,
rather than to leave a memory of the past for future
generations.

Option 3

15/04/2013 22:39

65 - 74

Meadowbank

Auckland

This would be a beautiful option, less expensive and much
sooner available to the people of Christchurch, who
deserve something special.

Option 3

15/04/2013 22:44

75 +

Diamond
Harbour

Lyttelton, 8971

It would be lovely to be able to restore the Cathedral as it As above
was - but the time and cost involved are enormous.
Coventry showed how it is possible to retain something of
the old and bring in something new and exciting.
Far too expensive and as the earthquakes have shown way OK but why have pseudo-gothic when all around the
too heavy for the swampy ground of the CBD.
rebuild will contemporary.

15/04/2013 22:59

65 - 74

Woolston

South East

Too Expensive Too Long a time Too Limited

In principle the best option But other contemporary
designs should be considered Is a spire really necessary?

Option 3

15/04/2013 23:03

55 -64

Ilam

Christchurch

Not in favour of clinging on to the past esp. when it means
forking out huge sums of money when a large part of the
people in this city are suffering.

Definitely my preference as it appeals to me and it
represents a lower cost option. It is about moving on and
leaving behind what has been lost as a result of a natural
disaster. This design appears to represent hope for the
future. However I'm not keen on the side show- the
structure on the side. Is this necessary?

Option 3

15/04/2013 23:05

55 -64

15/04/2013 23:07

65 - 74

Was in Central Central Chch city - Now
Coopers Beach
living in
Northland
Shirley
Christchurch

15/04/2013 23:12

55 -64

Merivale

Christchurch

15/04/2013 23:14

55 -64

Glenavy

Waimate

15/04/2013 23:30

65 - 74

Browns Bay

Auckland

15/04/2013 23:31

35 - 44

watford

London

It was a fine building and I have many happy memories of
worshipping there- it is sad to see it destroyed

15/04/2013 23:32

35 - 44

Hornby

Christchurch

16/04/2013 0:18

25 - 34

Fendalton

Christchurch

I would still see this option as dangerous & I would never
step foot inside
Restoring the cathedral seems like a lot of work and
money and I'm not sure that it would be widely perceived
to be a safe building among locals.

16/04/2013 0:42

55 -64

Fendalton

Christchurch

16/04/2013 1:05

35 - 44

Bishopdale

Christchurch

16/04/2013 1:16

45 - 54

Westend

Timaru

16/04/2013 1:32

55 -64

St Albans

Christchurch

16/04/2013 2:04

75 +

16/04/2013 2:06

65 - 74

Expensive Looks like a poor copy of the original Too
Limited

The nave and chancel needs to be a lot wider to take into Option 3
account the concept of people "gathering around" the
Lord's Table. We don't need to perpetuate bus-like
seating but something more auditorium-style which also
would make it more flexible. We would also like to see the
tower redesigned to give it a more solid appearance to
take the bells."

We previously attended the cathedral. We understand the Option 3
tragedy but see the way forward as the newest of options.

Acceptance. A point that has to be reached. The elegant
new design would signify a new beginning.
We need to move to the future not hark back to the past.
surely some elements or features can be used in a new
contemporary building to link it with the past. Leave a
memorial as well.

Option 3
Option 3

Option 3
Option 2

I feel it's time to move on - we will have enough Victorian
gothic architecture surviving in the Arts Centre. As an
Anglican I see the need to have a much more flexible
structure.
I think that the old cathedral was beautiful and has always
been widely recognised as an iconic symbol in
Christchurch. I love the old stone look but I think it is a
great opportunity to modernise the cathedral a bit - both
the interior & exterior, along with ensuring that the
building is fully updated with the latest in safety features
that will allow it to survive any future quakes or other
natural disasters.

Nice building but feels like a bit of a compromise and is a
new build trying to look old - may be a bit Disney land.,

This option seems to me like an attempt to make a new
'old' building. I love old stone buildings and the cathedral
but I do wonder with this design that it won't be the old
cathedral because it is newly made and different, but nor
will it be a new cathedral because it so closely resembles
the old one.

Very exciting to see - I would definitely make a special trip Option 3
to see this once completed. An exciting, bold and beautiful
design looking to the future with hope and optimism I
look forward to worshipping here. Whatever option is
chosen my prayers and support for you all
I would much prefer the third option, it's time to put the
Option 3
past behind us & move on with the new
I like the idea of creating a modern building that still shares Option 3
some of the features of the cathedral, while having a
contemporary modern look. It would be great to think that
a cathedral could be built that is both attractive and
functional as well as being a building that will last well and
perhaps in time become a classic icon for Christchurch.

A pleasant compromise, but not very inspiring.

I like the general principles, though not the huge relief
behing the altar - perhaps just a concept at this stage.

Option 3

I like this design, it has the traditional elements of the
original cathedral but still looks modern in comparison. I like
the fact it still has the rosé window as I think that was one
of the outstanding features of the original cathedral. I think
this option would be a good compromise between those
who want the original building restored and those who
want a more modern design.

I understand why the church would suggest a
contemporary design, given that a lot of buildings in
Christchurch are going to be modern contemporary
buildings, however I do not like this particular design. It
looks like an up turned dingy or perhaps even could be
likened to the titanic going down. Not a concept that I
would want visitors to our city to remember, it might give
subliminal messages that religion is 'going down' in
Christchurch!!

Option 2

Option 3
Represents the past. Too expensive to restore. The
message of the Gospels is about the people and not the
buildings.

Best option - economical, light, interesting and reflects
Option 3
hope for the future. The shared experience has changed
us all and we now are searching for something which
reflects that change within. I would also like to say that
Bishop Matthews has done a remarkable job of guiding the
people through this very difficult process of change.

16/04/2013 2:11

75 +

Pegasus Town North
Canterbury
Pegasus Town North
Canterbury
Massey
Auckland

Best example of a new beginning

Option 3

16/04/2013 2:17

35 - 44

Ponsonby

Auckland

16/04/2013 2:20

25 - 34

Cashmere

Christchurch

Option 3
I prefer the contemporary option as it represents a fresh
start, while retaining some memory of the previous
building. I also believe that safety should be a primary
concern for the church, and option 3 provides the high
levels of structural safety. Finally cost is very important to
me, as I believe the church would find it hard to justify
spending tens of millions more on restoration of the
cathedral, when people around the city are still suffering
from the quakes after effects. Distributing that money to
strengthen parishes around the city to use in their
community seems like a better use

16/04/2013 2:30

55 -64

Redcliffs

Christchurch

Option 3

16/04/2013 2:33

65 - 74

St. Albans

Christchurch

16/04/2013 2:45

65 - 74

Mt. Pleasant

Christchurch

The evidence is against this option in terms of cost, safety
and the opportunity to meet current and future
requirements. Please resist the calls of the self-appointed
dinosaurs and ostriches of the GCBT . I sincerely hope the
final decision will look ahead and not back. The past will be
remembered in more telling ways than by retention of a
Gothic ruin; no matter how significant it has been to many
of us, it will not be so for those who come after us. They
will need something to relate to as we have done to our
Gothic cathedral.

16/04/2013 2:48

25 - 34

Sumner

Christchurch

We should retain what little story or the founding of ChCh Perhaps a different investigation not copying the existing
we have left. This internationally recognized symbol of our aesthetic but adding a contemporary form knitted into
city should be restored.
aspects of a ruin.

Option 3
Too expensive

Uninspiring

Absolutely Brilliant

I grew up in the South Island and visited Chch reasonably
frequently. To me, Chch was the Cathedral. It was the first
thing that sprang to mind when Chch was mentioned. It
deserves to be preserved. I have travelled extensively in
Europe where a huge number of old buildings have been
restored to their former glory after destructive wars,
maintaining the character of the place, so the work must
be possible. I believe this is a project that deserves national
funding rather than be left to the people of Chch, as we
should do all we can to preserve our history. There is no
doubt there is plenty of

Option 3
Option 1

Option 3
Replicating the past does not meet future needs either.
What Christchurch has been is not be what it will become.
The central building of a modern city should not look outof-place and antiquated.

The design is creative, light and uplifting; it recalls the past Option 3
but is inspirational the spire, in particular, pointing the way
forward! It will age appropriately at the centre of our new
city and better meet the needs of those who, in the
future, will revere it.

An international design competition would be worthy of
replacement but not restricted to one local design.

Option 1

REF
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ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:
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16/04/2013 3:00

65 - 74

Central
Christchurch

Christchurch
Central.

16/04/2013 3:49

65 - 74

Papanui

Christchurch

I think we now need to look forward, not back. However I Option 3
would like to see some features from the original cathedral
incorporated in the new one, plus a tribute of some kind to
the earthquake and its impact on the people of Chch. I also
believe that the Anglican church should build a fine church
in keeping with the size of the city and the needs of the
parish, but not at huge cost, and this option fits those
criteria,

16/04/2013 3:52

65 - 74

Glenwood

Timaru

16/04/2013 4:09

55 -64

Beckenham

Christchurch

The best by far if we are to look forward with faith and not Option 3
backward with history.
Let's not dwell on the past. The way forward is something Option 3
bright and daring. I love option 3. It shows vision for an
exciting new Christchurch. There are hundreds of
cathedrals all over the world that look like the old one we
had. Let's be courageous and have something completely
different.

16/04/2013 4:21

65 - 74

Parnell

Auckland

16/04/2013 4:22

15 - 24

Riccarton

Christchurch

16/04/2013 4:27

75 +

Temuka

southcanterbury

16/04/2013 4:29

55 -64

Fendalton

Christchurch

With so much of possibly the most historic building in
Why even consider a sort of look alike when you can fix
ChCh still remaining and repairable this is with out a doubt the real thing!
the way to go. The money will flow in ,once people know it
is going to be used for the restoration of the Cathedral.
How long it may take to restore is not important when you
think what you will have for future generations in ChCh
when it's completed.

It would be such a shame to replace what we have with
Option 1
something that looks so contemporary. We will have a city
full of new contemporary buildings.

16/04/2013 4:33

65 - 74

Ilam

Christchurch

Time for a change.

Contemporary new building to fit the purpose which has
Option 3
evolved into both Church and civic. There will be further
earthquakes so design to plan for that and dont cling onto
the past. I would hope that a combined Anglican-Catholic
building could be considered..again..time for change. I hope
once the "cardboard" cathedral is up and functioning that
the persistent undermining of the Anglican Church
leadership will fade away into the past. Good luck and dont
get downhearted."

16/04/2013 4:35

45 - 54

Fendalton

Christchurch

The Christchurch Cathedrals significance extends beyond This design is a compromise and although better than
option 3 it is still a poor man's copy of the original.
its role as a parish church; it is the very symbol of our
Garden City and its community. Any building that is less
than a full reinstatement to the condition on 21st of
February is merely a disappointment. Two main demands
need to be met in order to fully reinstate the Christchurch
Cathedral; time and money. For such an iconic building, we
certainly have the time. The expense can be quite feasibly
raised as part of an international appeal.

16/04/2013 4:36

65 - 74

Redwood

North

16/04/2013 5:20

65 - 74

One Tree Point Whangarei

16/04/2013 5:33

65 - 74

Avonhead

Christchurch
8042

16/04/2013 5:55

65 - 74

merivale

christchurch

16/04/2013 6:02

45 - 54

North Linwood Christchurch

Please choose this option. I want a cathedral that will
stand the test of time. I also feel that we already have a
wooden 'cathedral' - the beautiful pre-cathedral St
Michaels and that the cardboard cathedral will serve for
those who wish a modern take on their church.

16/04/2013 6:23

25 - 34

Bryndwr

Christchurch

Heating costs for this are HUGE and I will be most
expensive. I don't want restoration to occur. The old
cathedral was pretty but people are more important.
Spend the money on ministry and out reach rather than
restoring. Christchurch already has other stone historic
churches that are less damaged.It is unlikely to fit modern
dynamic worship styles for future generations

Up keep painting , repairs, heating, lighting etc will still be
significant. Christchurch already has st michaels all saints
in similiar style in wood. It is unlikely to fit modern dynamic
worship styles for future generations.

This option is cheapest, can be built in stages (steeple
Option 3
when money available), can be easily used for modern
worship, and can have solar panels attached to reduce
energy (heating costs). I would prefer monies be spent on
ministry, outreach and missions ie people verse buildings.
We do still need a cathedral. I regularly attend an anglican
church so would like to see the new cathedral able to fit
modern dynamic worship styles but still have some beauty.
It is a more sustainable option with solar panels. Church is
about people gathering together to worship God the
father, son and holy spir

16/04/2013 6:38

55 -64

Mt Eden
Auckland

Auckland

Thats what I really want But is the cost too much at
todays prices ?There could be another earth quake then
again there might not be one for along time or at all.

I like this proposal ,but not so whiteish and I do not think
much of the entrance.Its all very well that everyone can
comment but the real people whom should matter are
christchurch residents and of course the congregation .

DO NOT LIKE IT FULL STOP.

16/04/2013 6:40

55 -64

Rangiora

Rangiora

An Earthquake destroyed it along with many things and
people; the past cannot be held as if it had not occurred.

This feels like a poor compromise which does not really
please anyone.

I believe that the EQ destroyed what was and now it is
Option 3
time to plan for the future while incorporating elements of
the past and acknowledging what happened and the
influnces that originally lead to the Gothic design. The
cathedral should now reflect the many cultures and
experiences of Chch , not just the English ( Anglican)
tradition: it should be s ymbol of Christianity speaking to
the population of today and preparing for those in the
future. it should be open to people and seak to the city
around it.

16/04/2013 6:40

75 +

Huapai

Kumeu
Auckland

To restore the original would be to bring back all the
inconveniences of the old building, all at enormous cost

This is the design which appeals most. It restores
memories of the original but with useful improvements,
such as sight lines, acoustic qualities, and very importantly,
affordable safety.

Option 3 is beautiful but is just too far from the lost
original. In 50 years there will be people who wish that it
had been chosen. I think of the beautiful contemporary
church in Parnell, Auckland, with its light and colour.

16/04/2013 6:49

45 - 54

Richmond

Christchurch
Central

If the people of Dresden could lovingly restore their stone
church bombed in WWII, with help from former RAF
airmen and other donees worldwide, then surely to Christ
we can too?

I would like the Cathedral restored with amendments for
facilities and administration and vestries. These were not
really considered in the original design. The choir vestry
was pretty high before Evensong! This Cathedral was the
most visited in the country. That is Mission, just being
there! By its design people were led to an encounter with
the living God. The central aisle was symbolic of lifes
journey new birth at the font and onwards to heaven.

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:
Because the present building only has 6ft deep
foundations (7ft for the tower) and the Cathedral must be
safe, I think this must be the best option. If it was clad in
stone no one would know. But know well that a Cathedral
is NOT an auditorium though theatre does take place. How
much of the 'reverence and awe' have we lost when we
abandoned the God portion of the place.

Just the wrong option for the 21st century. God is alive
Nil, a prostitution. Apologies to the architects, no criticism
right now and should be communicated for today and
of them intended.
tomorrow, not as our forebears knew. They did the best
that they knew then. We must honour them by being true
to today.

I like that this incorporates elements from the old
Cathedral, but is lighter and open.

Too expensive - time for a change!

Time for change.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

AGE

Working out of a modern unfinished Cathedral I know what Option 2
it feels like to watch bus loads of tourists laughing as they
passed by on their way to the very old pro Cathedral. I feel
that this design would evoke the same response. It would
not do the job and would be most difficult to raise funds
for it. It's nicknames already prove my point. Don't touch
it!

A design for today. Thankyou. Hooray! I am interested to Option 3
know how the architects were selected and was a
competition held. Was this the only design submitted? It
has potential but I am sure it still needs to be worked on
and tuned to the community's ministry. Pursue this option
and do not be deflected from the ministry God is calling
you to, and you have such an opportunity.
I feel that the design will date too quickly, and end up
looking garish.
new life , iook forward not back. cost also perfered

Option 2
Option 3

This design is really disappointing. It looks cost driven and Option 1
would never become an iconic building. If it has to be all
new, it should be put out to an international competition so
that a more appealing design could be considered.

only option will take us to the future and will not take 22
Option 3
years to build
I like the design - I lived in Christchurch for 8 years - but I This is my prefered option . Hopefully there will be no
Option 3
think the contemporary design might fit in better with the more devastating earthquakes.
modern buildings around it.
I would prefere to see a New Zealand design not a replica Option 3
of an old English Church. We are an independant nation
multi-cultured. We should be looking forward not
backward. We have paid our dues. In WW1 and WW2 more
New Zealand soldiers per head of population than
England's died and when we visit England we enter
through the foreigners gate. The contemporary design is
exciting and is ours.
Need to move into different era. Cannot turn clock back
when much of our gothic architecture has been lost.
Totally out of place to duplicate what want there when
most of city will be in different. Style.

Option 3

Option 1

Option 2

Option 2

Option 1

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

16/04/2013 7:09

65 - 74

Mt Pleasant

Christchurch
8081

16/04/2013 7:18

65 - 74

North Shore

Auckland

16/04/2013 7:43

75 +

temuka

16/04/2013 8:18
16/04/2013 8:20

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Too expensive and time line too long. Prefer to leave the
Need to be mindful of public safety when project
past behind.
complete. Additional costs likely as the restore project
continues. Some defects will not be found until the restore
project commences. Too expensive and timeline too long.

The contemporary option would brighten a public area and Option 3
encourage more visitors to our central city.

impractical

stunning amodern cathedral for a new modern city

Option 3

55 -64

south
canterbury
Mitcham Road Ashburton

We need a church to take us into the next century.

Option 3

65 - 74

Huntsbury

This would probably be the best decision but the re-use of This is very pleasing because it is based on the original
heavy stone would pose a future risk.
design, yet built with modern light-weight materials that
would be far more practical as well as being safer.
Take too long and cost far to much
Time to move on

I would feel slightly uncomfortable with an entirely new
futuristic design for a traditional cathedral.

Option 2

Christchurch

Option 3
could only be a compromise

16/04/2013 9:02

35 - 44

Redwood

Christchurch

16/04/2013 9:04

45 - 54

Burnside

Christchurch

16/04/2013 9:13

15 - 24

North Dunedin Dunedin

16/04/2013 9:14

15 - 24

Dunedin

16/04/2013 9:17

55 -64

Sai Kung

16/04/2013 9:23

35 - 44

Waimataitai

16/04/2013 9:38

25 - 34

North Dunedin Dunedin

16/04/2013 10:13

15 - 24

Taradale

Napier

Far too expensive, and a waste of money and resource
Look the look, and think it keeps it's significance, but at a
that could be better spent. Especially with the destruction more cot efficient level.
of so many parishes around Christchurch.

Think this one takes away from the uniqueness that makes Option 2
it the Cathedral of NZ, rather than just another Anglican or
Catholic Cathedral. It also give it a more corporate or
business type look, which is a bad look for the Anglican
denomination.

16/04/2013 10:31

25 - 34

Woodhill

Whangarei

beautiful, but I believe the cost is too high.

Pretty, but not the christchurch cathedral. it just feels
wrong.

16/04/2013 11:12

15 - 24

Timaru

Timaru

To allow such an iconic and beautiful piece of architecture
is a gross folly. Do the proponents of the 'cardboard
cathedral' really think that not only the people of
Christchurch, but people the world over, when seeing the
original building and what they wish to build, would be glad
that it wasn't saved and rebuilt? To some people it is just a
building, inconsequential in relation to it's purpose. I'm not
a religious person but I am vehemently against the
destruction of an architectural jewel in the historic crown
of the city. The cathedral epitomises the very historical
fabric

16/04/2013 11:30

55 -64

Surrey

UK

16/04/2013 11:54

55 -64

Marmion

Western
Australia

16/04/2013 17:06

15 - 24

Chevy Chase

Whilst the original cathedral is very dear to my heart as a
Maryland,
United States of former boy chorister and cathedral regular, the proposed
America
costs and timeframe for this option seem unrealistic to me.
The costs are quite exorbitant, and frankly are not
appropriate for an earthquake prone zone in its restored
manner. Furthermore, the original design is not necessarily
conducive to Anglican worship in the 21st century. As a
lover of all thing musical, I also hated the lack of acoustic in
this building. Therefore I believe that this is not an
appropriate option. I will miss the building itself. It meant so
much to me in

16/04/2013 20:13

75 +

Redwood.

16/04/2013 20:14

55 -64

Waimate

CHRISTCHURC
H 8051
South
Canterbury

16/04/2013 20:39

35 - 44

St
Andrew\\\'s
Hill

Christchurch

This would be my preferred option, but I understand that
cost may be prohibitive.

16/04/2013 20:43

35 - 44

Mt Pleasant

Christchurch

This is the best option - the old cathedral was magnificient This doesnt look good from the outside, the inner vaulted
and a true icon. It was a great drawcard for people and a
roof looks wonderful
place that people visited. It could be improved during the
restoration.

16/04/2013 21:01

55 -64

Avonhead

Avonhead

16/04/2013 21:14

25 - 34

Upper
Riccarton

Christchurch

16/04/2013 21:19

75 +

Leeston

Ellesmere

16/04/2013 21:22

75 +

Oamaru

Oamaru

The cost of this is just beyond reality

16/04/2013 21:23

65 - 74

Farm Cove

Auckland

Rebuilding this wonderful building to it's former glory will
This obviously to me is the only other option if people want
enhance the city and give people the religious atmosphere to save money.
that so many of us crave - to be able to praise God in an
atmosphere of ancient blessings. It is a Christchurch icon.
The fact that it is the most expensive option should not be
an issue as God always provides.

This does not look like a cathedral. Just seems (to me) like Option 1
another architect having some wonderful and amazing fun.
But not a place of devotion or a place to praise God which
after all SHOULD BE THE MAIN OBJECTIVE.

16/04/2013 21:35

15 - 24

St Albans

Christchurch

Even as a young person I appreciate the importance of this
building, its heritage; architecturally and spiritually. I believe
in a time of great loss everything in our power should be
done to maintain such an iconic part of our city. The soul
that our city was built around. To lose this would be a
crying shame. New Zealand may be young and
progressive, but this is a part of where we began.

I think this is garish and will date horribly. Not something I
consider a link to our citys past. It will become the cities
eyesore.

Still love it but no longer want to sit in it due to heavy
masonry.

Nice try to link to the original but No thanks. However,
much to my surprise, my 11 year old son likes this option
best (but he can't vote as he doesn't have an email
address.)

restore the old design, the new one is ugly!! and does not
look like a church
Too costly. Besides, restoration is not a guarantee, or even
Dunedin
warranty for the safety of people inside and around, not to
say the cohesion of the building itself.
New Territories Neo Gothic.
Neo neo gothic
HK
Timaru
Too expensive
Same as it used to be.

Love it. Looks to the future but remembers the old.

Option 3

Intergalatic tower? This cathedral is my preferred option
but I think the detached auxillary buildings are not
sympathetic to modern day parents' fears and anxieties.

Option 3

Option 1
The new design may improve the existing problems of the Option 3
original structure. A futuristic design may present the
world another landmark of Christchurch.
New icon - good the tower is separate. Glory to GOD!
Option 3
Let us do something modern and awesome in honour of
God! This will be the historic building in the future and will
be like Art Deco is to Napier.

Option 3

Option 2

Excellent. And stunning. Go for this.

Option 2
Select Option

The design option three is a fantastic vision for the future Option 3
and encompasses both spirituality and looking forward. I
may not live in CHCH but have just spent some days there
and several years in early adulthood, currently abroad.
CHCH is to me very much part encompasses the heritage
of NZ but also needs to show in edible spirit and courage in
moving forward. I have been in similar modern cathedrals
in the UK and they have both a deep sense of calm and
spiritually but also an ability to reach out beyond the
traditional. What has been lost cannot be replaced with a
look alike. This option show
Lets get a little bit more modern and yet still keep
traditional

Love this - modern, yet keeping with the way ChCh will
always be to me as a child using the square to get to
school, and also worship with SMOG
I do like this option

Great design, but not really what we remember as the
ChCh cathederal and a little bit over the top

Option 2

Option 3
and I imagine this one would gain a lot of popularity as a
"compromise" measure. It retains the outline of the original
cathedral

I

Option 3

This is gorgeous

Who in their life time gets to design a Cathedral?
Option 3
Christchurch needs a symbol for the future and this
contemporary design can lead the way.
The gothic outside in wood doesnt work. I like the wooden This looks interesting. However if we are not able to
Option 1
interior. I am not sure that gothic buildings and wood are a preserve/restore our Cathedral, couldnt we then hold an
common association - mostly gothic buildings are done in international design competition to get some really
stone?
creative ideas and something really interesting. The old
Cathedral was many things to many different people.
However it was an icon and the symbol of Christchurch,
reflecting its heritage. If we have to lose this original, why
not replace it with something truely outstanding? I am not
sure that this option is outstanding, we could do better
Couldnt we please hold an international design competition Option 1
to get some truely inspirational ideas? These could be
compared with this option, but better options are likely to
exist. We then could end up with something amazing.
Option 1

From Parish of Ellesmere - both prefer this option
A timber building will give endless maintenance problems

Looking forward, not backward. Design interior could be
Option 3
more accommodating to various styles or worship, perhaps
more flexible.
Option 2
Option 3
Reluctantly, but realistically, I have to vote for a
contemporary building. The indications are that all the new
buildings in the CBD will be contemporary style. We need a
cathedral that will sit happily alongside in its design. It will
also be within our price range ! When the original cathedral
was built, it was contemporary. It is time to use the same
approach

Option 1

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

At the time of writing, there has not been a decision of the This is a replication of the existing Gothic Church design,
High Court as to whether the Cathedral has to be repaired having to completely de-construct the existing ruins. It is
to a safe restoration within its existing design, and to
the least favored in my opinion.
CERA’s building standards. If this process means large
deconstructing and rebuilding to the new standards, then
in my opinion the task is largely a rebuild in any case. We
have to consider that the significant damage that occurred
to the Cathedral tower and structures causing no fatalities
was an act of gods luck for those people in the building.
We cannot proceed with the same structure without
considerable strengthenin

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Option 3
This contemporary design will be least cost and fund
raising more achievable over the $30 million insurance
payout. The design is in keeping with a new modern City
that Christchurch is planned to become. It will be at the
centre focus of the square in the rebuilt CBD and amongst
other major projects in the City Plan. Fund raising of the
other 2 options is of real concern & risk, as well as this
option.

16/04/2013 21:53

65 - 74

OREWA
Auckland
(Formerly
(Formerly
BISHOPDALE ) CHRISTCHURC
H)

16/04/2013 22:35

65 - 74

Templeton

Christchurch

Prefer this outside

16/04/2013 22:40

65 - 74

Rolleston

Selwyn

16/04/2013 22:49

65 - 74

Merivale,

Christchurch

I think this design is beautiful inside and out and is in
keeping with the original ccathedral
This is a cheap knock off with no historical value.

16/04/2013 22:50

55 -64

SWANNANO

RANGIORA

16/04/2013 22:55

75 +

Rangiora

Rangiora

16/04/2013 23:01

65 - 74

Redcliffs

Christchurch

New fresh design, new beginnings

Option 3

16/04/2013 23:22

55 -64

Allenton

Ashburton

Although I have been keen on this option to date, the time Nice, but neither one nor other!
involved, and cost (if estimate accurate) seem unjustified.

Although I am absolutely against the 'cardboard' building
being constructed elsewhere, here is a very attractive
option for the site of our partly damaged cathedral, that I
feel will reflect the (hopefully) vibrancy of the new city.

Option 3

16/04/2013 23:26

65 - 74

Highfield

Timaru 7910

Too expensive.

Attractive, but too long to build.

16/04/2013 23:29

45 - 54

central city

Christchurch

Preferred option, - would be completed sooner at a lesser Option 3
cost.
Option 3

16/04/2013 23:32

35 - 44

Papakura

Auckland

17/04/2013 0:06

35 - 44

Beckenham

Christchurch

This will put the church in the category of mussem, or the
Anglican Historical society
Although I did love the cathedral I think restoring it to the
original is too costly and would take too long. BUT is it
possible to incorporate the same style of tile roof in the
new option. I love how this reminds me of European
churches.

This will suit no one. People will either complain it's "too
contemporary" or
I think at the moment I like this option the best. I like the
tower which seems solid but the steel spire has an
openess and links to the sculpture already in Cathedral
square. I love the wooden ceiling vault and I think having
better lines of sight will be great. I am glad the stained
glass windows will still be included.

it's: "too old." This option will work for no one. Works
Option 3
needs to be put in to moving option 2 people
At first glance I picked this one but when I looked properly Option 2
at all 3 options I wasn't so sure. I am not keen on the free
standing tower which just seems too different. I like the
lightness but I think too many of the buildings are
focussing on glass in the rebuild. But having large stained
glass windows would be impressive.

17/04/2013 1:23

25 - 34

Sydenham

Christchurch

17/04/2013 1:51

65 - 74

17/04/2013 1:56

45 - 54

NORTHWOOD CHRISTCHURC In a perfect world this would be the first option.
H
Central East
Worcester
Perhaps the earthquake was trying to tell us something! I
Street
will also suggest that the dwarfing of the old cathedral in
relatively recent times, by tall, unattractive buildings, had
already detracted from its majesty in The Square. If it
were SO valuable in its old form, why was it allowed to be
overlooked by modern buildings? In addition I believe that
acoustics are important and so is the ability to seat a larger
congregation (and audience, in some cases). I have been
to services where there has been standing room only for
people at the back, and it seems senseless to rebuild to
this exact

17/04/2013 2:30

65 - 74

Russley

Christchurch

17/04/2013 2:32

55 -64

Upper
Riccarton

Christchurch

17/04/2013 3:00

55 -64

Avonhead

Christchurch

I love the idea of a Contemporary Cathedral. Not that keen Option 3
on the spire interpretation. I would like some form of
memorial included in the design to what has been in the
past.
Option 3

17/04/2013 3:57

65 - 74

Matamata
(former
Christchurch
citizens for
many years)

Matamata

Think this one is brilliant.

Option 3

17/04/2013 4:22

65 - 74

halswell

Southern

We are a new city and need to be looking forward.
Restoration is not a viable in terms of time money and
respect for both past and future.

This is a nod to those who wish to replicate the past and
yet be modern at the same time.

Option 3

17/04/2013 5:00

55 -64

Geraldine

South
Canterbury

I acknowledge the pain of those who feel the loss of a
heritage building. However a building designed for
medieval style worship belongs to the past. We have an
opportunity to build for the present and the future.

Similar comments apply

love it! M Ames me think of Coventry Cathedral and the
Sydney Opera House. The welcoming praying hand
embrace all who enter. The interior would be suitable for
the full range of liturgical activities.
I like the feel of it. Agree with others that what happens
under the roof is more important than the roof itself. We
have a once in a generation opportunity to get it right.
Important to lay the building out to be hospital and to be
flexible for many styles of worship.

17/04/2013 5:35

35 - 44

Hororata

Canterbury

beautiful - but pricey and long term project

Beautiful. We looked at this as a family and all three
children (boys ages 6-10) said the modern one was
awesome! We have to listen to the younger generation
and they are our future and they will be the ones who are
going to be using our 'new' modern city. There is also a
real potential here for the Anglican church to move with
the times and create a modern and exciting space for
worship.

Option 3

17/04/2013 5:41

75 +

tai tapu

chch

Option 3

17/04/2013 5:54

45 - 54

Geraldine

Geraldine

Option 3

17/04/2013 5:55

45 - 54

Geraldine

Geraldine

Option 3

17/04/2013 5:58

15 - 24

Geraldine

Geraldine

Option 3

17/04/2013 6:00

Up to 15

Geraldine

Geraldine

17/04/2013 6:16

55 -64

Roimata

Christchurch

Too expensive

faux

Yes please

Option 3

17/04/2013 6:20

45 - 54

Geraldine

Makes no sense at all

Boring

Invest in the future - with a floorplan that makes sense
(ref: Boscoe Peters)

Option 3

Sumner

South
Canterbury
Christchurch

A very secondary option.

MUCH disliked. Looks like a dingy upside down.

Option 1

second best option

It would be great to build something different like this with Option 3
the wow factor! I love the use of wood and light. It would
be an inspiring place to worship. Built for the needs of
today's church and into the future.
strongly dislike
Option 1

The cathedral as it was before the earthquakes was the
icon of Christchurch city. Substantial money was donated
from around the world to restore it. We believe the
building is important to preserve Christchurch history for
future generations.

Prefer this inside

Option 2
Option 2

This is an upturned dinghy and looks to be an abomination. Option 1
It would make Christchurch the laughing stock of the
world. Those who prefer this option have no care for
history and substance.
Option 1
Option 3
Voting as an Anglian. I worship at St John the Baptist,
Rangiora
PLEASE DO NOT PLACE MY E MAIL
ADDRESS IN YOUR RECORDS AS I DO NOT WANT TO
RECEIVE UPDATES OR DIRECT COMMUNICATION
FROM THE DIOCESE ON THIS OR ANY OTHER MATTER

Option 3
Whilst the original building was lovely, I think we need to
take a new and fresh approach to all aspects of our
beautiful city. Lets move passed our past and embrace the
opportunity we've been given... lets build a great new
cathedral people will come to visit because of it's own
merits, as well as it's past. I really like the look of this
design.
The interior is wonderful but the exterior has no life about
it
This option marries the traditional style with a more
modern, useful and safe cathedral and is my preference, by
far. It is important that the building fulfil the needs of all
eventual users, whilst I believe it is vital to maintain some
vestiges of the old Christchurch.

This one has some merit. The style is for the future. The Option 3
interior with the wooden gothic structure is great
This is not an aesthetically pleasing structure. There is not Option 2
enough advantage to outweigh the compromised LOOK of
this option in my opinion.

Option 3
Although I loved the old Cathedral. I think we need to build This would be my second option.
for the future generation. Let go of the past and move
forward. I wouldn't feel safe in the old Cathedral if another
earthquake came.

Option 3

Option 3

17/04/2013 7:08

75 +

17/04/2013 7:09

Select
Avonhead
Age range

Christchurch

We prefer the restore option because we dont care how
long it takes, it is a drawcard for tourists, there fore costs
will be met from all over the worlkd and locally. Rosemary
and Nation Brown also prefer this option for the same
reasons.

This is not safe because of the unstable land.

17/04/2013 7:20

55 -64

Sumner

Christchurch

I would never feel safe in the restored cathedral. It's
crazy to spend so much money returning to the past. We
need to build something for the future.

17/04/2013 7:40

25 - 34

St Kilda

Dunedin

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

17/04/2013 7:56

55 -64

Avonside

Christchurch

I don't think it would be safe enough for everybody to
have confidence that it would not fall in another massive
earthquake. It is also hard to justify the money it would
cost. "To everything there is a season ......." - I think this
is a new season for the Cathedral."

17/04/2013 8:04

75 +

Burwood

Christchurch

I like the elegant gothic style and it's magnificent roof. I
If you must, but a distant second.
realise I will never see it completed but it is worth taking
time over the restoration. Cathedrals in Europe have taken
years to complete. It is iconic, being part of the tangible
evidence of our heritage., and the efforts of our forebears.

17/04/2013 8:37

Select
Wellington
Age range

Wellington

17/04/2013 8:54

55 -64

West Melton

Christchurch

Will take too long/ cost too much. We need to move on
from neo-gothic architecture - there is plenty of that in
UK.

Will perpetuate all problems of current design: space,
flexibility, acoustics etc.

This design concept is very inspirational. Needs acoustic
Option 3
modelling, space for large organ, choir, congregation,
attached meeting/social facilities /offices /shop etc. Belltower design may not be suitable for a ring of 12 bells.

17/04/2013 9:39

15 - 24

Christchurch

Christchurch

A long time to wait and alot of fundraising would be
needed

very nice plan and like the idea of the contemporary
clading but still too expensive

an awesome concept with very good features such as the Option 3
children's chapel behind the place holder. i think all the
facilities need to be attached and not seperate to ensure
safety and in the winter going to the toilet is not ideal. with
careful changes this concept will live in for a long future.

17/04/2013 10:09

65 - 74

Temuka

Temuka

17/04/2013 10:38

25 - 34

Dallington

Christchurch

I think it's too expensive and time for a change... Why
spend loads to restore something when we're trying to
give the city of Christchurch a new image...

I quite like this one- I like the exterior and and interior
also... I really like it.

Option 3
I think this one is the future- there are elements of the
design I don't like- it looks a bit 'cone head' like- but I
appreciate the contemporary feel and how it could be seen
as more accessible by the people we're trying to welcome
into God's family.

17/04/2013 10:45

65 - 74

Barrington

Christchurch

I desperately want the present Cathedral restored. I am an It's ok.
Anglican and belong to the Fendalton Parish. I travel from
my suburb to Fendalton to sing in the choir there. The
Christ Church Cathedral is a wonderful place to sing and I
have attended many services there since my teen years. I
want the church to accept the offers of funding help from
overseas, and the technical support from experts who
have already carried out this kind of work and get on with
restoration without delay. Enough time has already been
wasted.

17/04/2013 18:53

55 -64

Blackwater

outside NZ

The expense may rule this option out.

17/04/2013 19:12

45 - 54

Richardson

Dallas, TX

17/04/2013 19:36

55 -64

Lincoln

Christchurch

17/04/2013 20:00

55 -64

Auckland

17/04/2013 21:02

55 -64

Murray\\\'s
Bay
Temuka

Most likely to structurally withstand another earthquake
but also would reflect a "fresh" approach to worship with
an open and inviting front facade while retaining elements
of the traditional. historic structure."
Lingering concerns about safety would limit the use of a
Its Ok
I love this imaginative new building, and I think it would be
restored building
a great civic asset, and fit the style of a rebuilt city.
Love the new concept, and especially the altar wall of
Jesus
I believe we need this option, keeping in mind we aren't
Too expensive and a style that is past its 'use-by'date. It is While I initially liked this option, I now feel we need to
also impractical in view of our newer understanding of the move on, and something like this will only serve to anchor going to be building for the present ageing Diocesan
parishioners, or for the sentiment-driven lobby group. With
nature of the land it occupies
us into the past. God moves on and we need to follow
Him, not remain where we might enjoy the familiar, admire this option there is a sense of freedom, yet it has the
retention of some elements from the previous building. I
the past and perhaps feel more comfortable.
don't particularly like the look of the tower. It appears
separate from the main building and to a certain degree
looks 'stuck there because it needs to be'.

17/04/2013 21:45

75 +

Highfield

Timaru

17/04/2013 21:52

35 - 44

Waterview

Auckland

17/04/2013 22:21

65 - 74

Parklands

17/04/2013 22:23

75 +

Russley

Christchurch
8083
Christchurch
8053

17/04/2013 23:17

25 - 34

Merivale

17/04/2013 23:30

65 - 74

18/04/2013 0:00

25 - 34

Rangiora 7400 North
Canterbury
St Martins
Christchurch

18/04/2013 0:10

15 - 24

Dunedin

Dunedin

18/04/2013 0:10

75 +

Bishopdale

Northwest

18/04/2013 0:20

45 - 54

Sumner

Chch

18/04/2013 0:23

55 -64

Hospital

18/04/2013 0:24

55 -64

Titirangi

Palmerston
North
Auckland

18/04/2013 0:43

45 - 54

st albans

chch

18/04/2013 1:14

55 -64

Swannanoa

Rangiora

Temuka

It looks clumsy to me.

Beautiful, light, reaching to the heavens. I love this one.

Option 3

Glitzy but matches the hoorible ice-cream cone beside it!

Option 1

This says we serve a risen savior, don't look back to the
past.

Option 3

Option 2

It's ok.

I like a traditional gothic design, and feel this option would Unsure as to whether this would become the icon for the
link a taditional design reflecting the history of ChCh with city that the old cathedral was.
more modern building materials and methods.

Option 1

Option 2

Option 3

Option 3
Option 3
Option 3

The church must look forward not back. We worship God Option 3
not an ancient building. Accepting the need for a cathedral
we nevertheless must bear in mind that our main ministry
is outside its walls and poverty still stalks the world .....and
to a certain extent our land. The generous response to
bishop Victoria's Haiti appeal after the initial earthquake
shows we are mindful of such things.
This would be a huge steps backwards and would miss a
As before. A boring option I believe and a missed
huge opportunity to create something new, interesting and oppurtunity.
unique.

Very costly. Would not stand a large earthquake as well as Better than option 1.
the other options.

Christchurch

Cost too much to rebuild something that is out of date and
seems like we are trying to rebuild history instead of
creating new history
Huge waste of money! I don't think we can afford to do
It is a bit like an awkward compromise. Don't like it
that as a country let alone as a church

Let's take this opportunity to build a more people friendly
cathedral.
Restore an icon Rebuilding symbolizes strength and
perseverance

Too much like the one we have lost.

Option 3

I much prefer a modern look to complement the
Option 3
refurbished city.
Much the best option. Leave the separate spire, but
Option 3
perhaps a less costly building, with extra lounges/meeting
rooms that could be used seven days a week would be
better.
Christchurch is a modern city with an opportunity to move Option 3
forward with the rebuild - the cathedral is no different.
Cost and time saving is an added bonus.
Option 2
This is a cool design...holds history but is also creating new Option 3
history. a cathedral that will stand out to the world.
I like it but don't love it. I am interested in how you can
make the new cathedral as cheaply as possible. But also it
should be as sustainable and eco-friendly as possible.

Option 3

Does not appeal.

Select Option
Option 1

I grew up In Christchurch and visit regularly. This option is
what the city needs and deserves.
boring template of the wonderful jewel we already have.
Best option by far. Iconic tourist attraction , all
iconography associated with Christchurch has
Christchurch Cathederal emblazioned on it & is the
defining colonial landmark of our city. That resoration is
even under debate will resonate & reflect badly upon the
city for future generations. The Anglicans have already
proved unworthy guardians of such a nationally important
architectural treasure. Restore in time for the 200th
anniveraryof the settlement of Canterbury in 2050 (whats
a few years in time ??)
My heart wants this option to go ahead. I have spent
many hours of my life in this building, marveling to the
glory of God. There is a huge emotional hole left where
once it was. I have attended services, concerts and organ
recitals there, as well as proudly showing the heart of
Christ Church to my friends visiting from out of town and
from overseas. Just last night I was listening to a
Christopher Herrick organ CD, and remembering the
soaring high notes and thunderous bass notes that came
forth from the organ, something that brought tears of joy,
loss and sadness, all at once. Given

Beautiful. I love it. Modern, attractive and uses the shape
of the old building to create something new and unique. A
building that people would travel far to come and see.

Like both 2 and 3 but 3 really really excites me. (I thought I Option 3
would be an option 1 person).
Option 1
Terrible

There are many things to like about this design, and further Sadly
work on it would likely improve it still further. If some
structural elements from the existing building could be
retained, I believe it would be better, but can understand
the need for a lighter construction. To maintain a link to
the past, even if the desire for an all stone building was in
hindsight a folly. Incorporating the original 1800's design
ideas has great merit - an all stone church is not
appropriate to our geography, and the wooden interior
holds echoes of our colonial past.

Option 1

Option 1

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

18/04/2013 1:21

45 - 54

Harewood

18/04/2013 1:34

65 - 74

Chattertons
Road RD6

18/04/2013 1:35

35 - 44

Leithfield

18/04/2013 1:39

25 - 34

Beach Haven

18/04/2013 1:41

35 - 44

Khandallah

Welllington

18/04/2013 1:54

65 - 74

Redcliffs

Christchurch

18/04/2013 1:55

25 - 34

Redcliffs

Christchurch

18/04/2013 2:29

Select
charleston
Age range

christchurch

18/04/2013 2:37

65 - 74

Christchurch

I would like to see something which looks like the present If original state becomes too hard an option this would be
Cathedral in its original state as the people who built it put second best.
so much into creating a beautiful building and making it the
centre of our city. It has become so much the picture of
Christchurch that people know, there will of course be
improvements which can be incorporated to bring its use
up to present standards. I realise this would take a long
time but because it is so much the face of Christchurch it
would be an inspiration to everyone.

18/04/2013 3:06

Select
Christchurch
Age range

Christchurch

18/04/2013 3:14

35 - 44

South New
Brighton

Christchurch

Maintains continuity of our heritage It can be enhanced
with ancillary buildings so as to make it more welcoming
The entrance area will have to be rebuilt, so that can be
improved to suit the Church's needs
It is pretty obvious that the church has twisted the facts
and it was always going to present restoration of the
cathedral as the most expensive and the to add to that you
have also inflated the timeline. The church behavior in this
whole debacle has been a disgrace and I dont know how
the bishop can lie straight in bed at night. RESTORE

18/04/2013 3:29

55 -64

riccarton

christchurch

18/04/2013 3:33

Select
Lyttelton
Age range

Christchurch

I think there is plenty of time for this option since we have I like the look of the interior from the images in the paper
but the outside looked sort of flat to me.
the temporary Cardboard Cathedral that is estimated to
last 50 years. I think this option will draw the most money
in donations from around the world. I also think this option
will be a tourist attraction while the restoration is going on.
The sight of stone masons and crafts people doing their
work will be very attractive to people in the square. I
remember visiting the Sagrada Familia in Barcelona years
ago when it was still a building site, it was the highlight of
my trip to the city.

Charleston

Christchurch
8051
Postal code
Christchurch
7676
North
Canterbury
Auckland
(formally
Sumner,
Christchurch)

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Simply the best in all aspects

Option 3

There is no point in looking back; we need to move
forward to a more modern design.

Option 3

Option 3
Too expensive. Time to move on from a building that has
the potential to kill in another earthquake

I like the design in theory, however as a suggestion it may
be appropriate to incorporate material from the
deconstructed cathedral into this design. For example, the
walls could have a stone facade foundation to a safe
height with the timber framed walls rising from the stone.

While the roof design takes the form or hands at prayer, it Option 2
does appear to mimic other designs such as the Sydney
Opera House. I believe there needs to be care the design
& the interior decor does not date as has been seen with
Our Lady of Victories in Sockburn. There is scope for the
design to become even bolder such as the Museo
Guggenheim and make it a architecual marvel
Option 3
Love the concept of the praying hands.

So many traditional stone buildings have already
disappeared in Christchurch. Let's at least make this one
safe and save it for future generations
I would like to see the cathedral restored as original
because it is a symbol of our city

Option 3
Option 1

Option 1

This looks nice, but is not really a good option as most of
the Cathedral is destroyed to get this. Lightweight
materials mean the solid feel will not be kept
NO

Option 1

This looks nice too, and if the Cathedral was a complete
Option 1
wreck (I mean razed) then this would be OK. Must keep
as much of the old Cathedral as is possible in this. I mean,
try to use ALL of the old stone.
NO
Option 1

Option 1
I wasn't sold on this one , the tower seemed undefined to Option 1
me. I don't see why only one design was presented for the
contemporary option .

18/04/2013 3:36

55 -64

Woolston

Christchurch

Please restore the Cathedral

Option 1

18/04/2013 3:37

35 - 44

Waimakariri

Mandeville

I am excited by the change that Christchurch is about to
see with its modern new look. It is a shame that a lot of
our heritage has gone and I say knock all the old unsafe
buildings down & start again. However, the Cathedral is a
different story. Although owned by the church it is an
absolute Christchurch icon and seen as everyones church.
I would strongly recommend the church reconsiders their
current easiest & cheapist options of a knock down &
rebuild. I am certain there will be many supporters local &
abroad that would assist with the rebuild funds needed.
There is no massive hurry for thi

Option 1

this is the only option. build it back to how it was.

18/04/2013 3:42

35 - 44

burnside

christchurch

18/04/2013 3:42

35 - 44

Methven

Methven

this idea is terrible

this idea is even worse than option 2

Option 1

18/04/2013 3:42

45 - 54

Burnside

Christchurch

I'm not in any way religious but the cathedral has been
with me all of my life. It's a place I've often visited to sit
and collect myself when life hasn't treated me so well. It's
age and unique presence cannot be substituted with any
of the other options.

Option 1

18/04/2013 3:53

55 -64

Merivale

Christchurch

Restoration links the present to Christchurch's past. Ties
in with the historic buildings from The Trinity church the
OGB ,The Old Post office in the Square right down
Worcestor Boulavard to the Arts centre and museum
beyond.

Option 1

Option 1

18/04/2013 3:54

45 - 54

Melbourne

Australia

Restore. Please!

18/04/2013 3:54

35 - 44

Kaiapoi

Waimakariri
District

I prefer this option as it retains our links with the past. I
believe that it can be a leading project for us all in the
recovery of Canterbury.
Yes

Option 1
This is not my preference, but elements of this could be
incorporated into the Restore option.

I do not wish to see a contemporary building on this site as Option 1
we will have many new buildings.

18/04/2013 3:56

55 -64

Cashmere

Christchurch

18/04/2013 3:57

55 -64

Cashmere

Christchurch

Option 1

18/04/2013 3:59

35 - 44

Christchurch

Christchurch

18/04/2013 4:00

45 - 54

Parklands

Christchurch

Option 1

18/04/2013 4:03

35 - 44

NORTH NEW
BRIGHTON

Option 1

18/04/2013 4:04

65 - 74

Bishopdale

CHRISTCHURC ONLY OPTION, IT IS CHRISTCHURCH'S ICON. ANY
H
WHERE ELSE IN THE WORLD IT WOULDN'T HAVE
BEEN GIVEN A SECOND THOUGHT TO NOT
RESTORING.
Christchurchc

18/04/2013 4:05

55 -64

Ilam

Christchurch

Restoration is the only option that is both respectful of the Rebuilding is NOT a green option. This is a Disney version
past and of the future. The future matters because: It is
of the old.
the only truly 'green' option as the building is 75 % still
standing, all existing buildings are 'greener' than new. It
contains skilled craftsmanship that can never be replicated
again for our children and subsequent generations, as now
this would be too expensive to start from scratch. It
contains materials such as the huge native timbers in the
roof that will never be grown again. It contains visible
touch stones of peoples memories that will never be rep

NOT a green option. It ignores the history of our city. You
have a new cathedral in the cardboard version, how many
do you need?

Option 1

18/04/2013 4:07

Select
Wesmorland
Age range

Christchurch

Would like to see the cathedral restored to original
condition

no

Select Option

18/04/2013 4:09

45 - 54

PARKLANDS

18/04/2013 4:10

45 - 54

St Heliers

CHRISTCHURC THIS BUILDING IS PART OF CHRISTCHURCH'S
H
HERITAGE, IT MUST BE SAVED.
Auckland
Important buildings are just so important to the lives of
those they touch. They are key symbols of the social
fabric of a place. Restoring the dear cathedral will help
heal hearts and the moment you announce the decision to
rebuild you will present the people of Christchurch, and
those who love her, with the priceless gift of hope.
Please, please REBUILD.

Option 1
Fantastic!

Option 1

Option 2

no

Option 1
Select Option

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

18/04/2013 4:12

55 -64

Somerfield

South
Christchurch

There is no hurry to build anything as the cardboard
none
cathedral is nearly ready and will serve most purposes for
many years. Centuries ago Cathedrals took many years to
build and it was expected it wouldn't happen overnight.
Let's do it right, it is our icon and our square !

none

18/04/2013 4:20

35 - 44

Halswell

Christchurch

I would like to see the Cathedral restored

Sorry - looks like a sinking dingy beside a cell phone tower Option 1

18/04/2013 4:20

45 - 54

Moncks Bay

Christchurch

Restore so we have some of the old city to reflect on
times past. Also this will be in line with the Art Centre that
is to be restored and will make for a tour of reflection and
fond memories in the tram from the Art Centre to the
Cathedral. PLEASE PLEASE RESTORE

Select Option

18/04/2013 4:24

45 - 54

st Albans

Christchurch

Definitely restoring the soul of the city is my preferred
option out of respect for the founders who built the city.

Select Option

18/04/2013 4:27

35 - 44

St Albans

Christchurch

I believe it is part of the essence to Christchurch to have a
the Cathedral restored to a building as close as possible to
the previous one. To me the essential image of
Christchurch and the Cathedral (as was) are one and the
same. I believe it is critically important to retain or reclaim
our important heritage buildings. Whilst much of the city
will be modern and new, I believe it essential to show our
history - a touchstone of where we came from.

Option 1

18/04/2013 4:35

65 - 74

Central City

Christchurch

Would love for the Cathedral to be restored, but I think it's
just too expensive (and potentially time consumming) and
have a feeling it would still be compromosed. I therefore
prefer the Contemporary option.

I think this is the best option. It doesn't have to be exactly Option 3
as shown in the drawings--I'm sure there would be ways to
amend the design to address some of the negative
comments made by others.

18/04/2013 4:37

65 - 74

Fendalton

Christchurch

Christchurch is identified internationally by the image of
this cathedral. It represents far more than bricks and
mortar; it reflects the soul and spirit of all the people who
toiled to make Christchurch an international presence. This
will be the most powerful gesture of community resilience
in the face of chaos and destruction caused by the
earthquakes and will show clearly that the people of
Christchurch are resolute and will meet the challenge of
recovery as a tribute to the many generations who
struugled to build this city into what it was. The Anglican
Church must lead the way and show t

18/04/2013 4:40

45 - 54

Fendalton

Christchurch

18/04/2013 4:41

45 - 54

Lincoln

Christchurch

This is the most widely acknowledge piece of
No thanks.
Christchurch. Please make the effort to save it.
Option 1 please. We are well known for our Cathedral as it this is my second option
is. We get a lot of tourists who love our English like city.
Some modernistic contemporary building just makes us like
any other city in the world. We are Christchurch, not
Auckland

18/04/2013 4:43

55 -64

Governors Bay Banks Peninsula Why is there any debate? It is clearly feasible to restore
Why would you?
the cathedral to full building code compliance, at
reasonable cost. The heritage values are indisputable - this
is the most important heritage building in Christchurch,
part of our heritage and recognised by Group 1 listing in
the City Plan and Category 1 listing by HPT. All you have
to do is graciously accept the offers of assistance being
made by the GCBT and others.

Absolutely ghastly!

Option 1

18/04/2013 4:58

55 -64

Heathcote
Valley

If the people of Christchurch want a contemporary
Cathedral an attempt to retain and preserve the damaged
Cathedral shoul also be made

Option 1

Christchurch

18/04/2013 4:59

55 -64

Ferrymead

Christchurch

18/04/2013 5:01

55 -64

burnside

Christchurch

18/04/2013 5:03

45 - 54

St Andrews Hill Christchurch

18/04/2013 5:08

Select
Central City
Age range

18/04/2013 5:09

I would like to see the Cathedral restored. A restored
Cathedral would act as a reminder of the power of the
earthquake for future generations
I support the full restoration.

A money-focused cop-out. Our history deserves better.
People gave their lives for this country and this city. They
would like us to respect the fabric of their world and not
just let it be swept away.

We have lost so many land marks and historic buildings
some attempt to preserve our past should be made

Option 1

This city will be (substantially) all new. Architectural design Option 1
features aside, there will inevitably be a sameness. Just as
a gem forms the focus of a crown, so can this cathedral
continue to be the focus of this city. Anything else will be
too utilitarian and get absorbed into the general rebuild of
Christchurch in the mode of the time. We can do better
even if it takes generations to fund. Local and international
support will respond to the bold. Similarly a weak but
expedient choice will be derided as unworthy of the
guardians of this iconic building..

Definitely No.

Option 1
Option 1

2nd choice only

Option 1
Option 1

This magnificent building (A Gilbert design) is too valuable
to even consider losing, and any community with a robust
and sound knowledge of culture, history and architecture,
would without question repair our synbolic central heart.
Please refrain from promoting any idea that we should
have our beautiful Cathedral stolen from us!

Option 1

Christchurch

I would like to see the Cathedral restored to its former
glory, as it has always been. I am sure future families would
appreciate some of the Architecture restored as we have
lost so much it seems only right to have the Church stand
where it is for everyone to use for worship or just sit a
while. The Cathedral was our heritage and all concerned
should remember this.

Option 1

Select
Glendowie
Age range

Auckland

Please restore. This was done in Europe after the war,
and we all flock there to see and experience the sense of
history. Christchurch cathedral has been a big draw-card
to the city. What catches your eye as you travel around
New Zealand? It is the historic/character aspects.
Admittedly, fewer attend church than when cathral built.
However, even fewer will visit it if not restored, because
tourists, etc, may not be interested.

Select Option

18/04/2013 5:17

65 - 74

Strowan

Christchurch

Restoration is the only logical path forward. A huge part of
the cathedral is standing strong and staunch. It has been
proven time and again that the cost of restoration is not as
excessive as recently published figures have indicated. We
have lost nearly everything we hold dear - I don't know of
another city, worldwide, which would not move heaven
and earth to restore what is easily 'restorable' - to lose the
heart of our city unecessarily would be heartbreaking.

Option 1

18/04/2013 5:42

55 -64

Halswell

Christchurch

Option 1 is the only option that gives continuity to the early
settlers who made their home in Christchurch and raised
the money (no mean task for the limited settlement) to
provide a secure and safe place of worship while at the
same time establishing Christchurch as a city in the world.
Speaking as one with direct family ties to the Charlotte
Jane and her settlers, the original Cathedral has also been
a symbol of the tenacity of these early families and to
destroy it would forever break that link to our city's
beginning. Neither of the other two options maintain the
links to the start of

18/04/2013 5:53

45 - 54

St Andrews Hill Christchurch.

This should be the only option for the cathedral that is at
the heart of the city, gives the city its name and was gifted
by our forefathers to us.

Cheap and cheerful,the front reminds me of those faux
rowing boat type of shelf units found in nick nack shops

Option 1

Option 1

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

i think that the cathdral is important to restore beacause it i like the origanal desghn this looks good
was built when chch was founded it shows the begaining
of christchurch and its anglcan roots, any catherdral will do
for worship, but the city center cathdrawl is a landmark of
christchurch and the center of the city, if you are you are
going to knock it down why even bother building another
one in its place when you already have other places to
worship in chch and the new one being built in town, just
like you wouldnt cut down a 2400 year old kauri because
of its history, dont destroy the biggest part of the south
islands history s

not my personal taste but a nice contempary structure

Let's move ahead

Option 3

Yes restore, our primary connection with the past and a
defining building in our history. As the new city is built
around this structuire it will become increasing poignant.

This has no definiote style and could ne a morman church
or something out of california. Its likley to date rapidly .

Option 1

18/04/2013 5:53

25 - 34

ilam

chch

18/04/2013 6:05

75 +

Highfield

Timaru

18/04/2013 6:15

55 -64

Halswell

City

18/04/2013 6:20

45 - 54

hoonhay

christchurch

18/04/2013 6:24

25 - 34

Blenheim

Blenheim (lived Don't underestimate the amount people would be willing to I dont really like it. If you are not going to restore the
cathedral, best to have a completely new design.
in Christchurch donate, in NZ and overseas. I would think that with the
for many years) insurance money and donations, you should fairly easily be
able to find the money. Restore is my favoured option,
basically because I dont like the other two options very
much. I would be happy to have a contemporary design if
the design was nicer.

This is rather bland and seems to lack an architectural
committment, its a shadow of what was there so why do
it.

Option 1

Option 1
I hate the design of the spire. It looks very glassy and I
Option 1
think the spire should pay homage to the old one in some
way. It also looks very detached/seperate from the rest of
the cathedral, I dont think the two blend together very
well. I like that the Rose Window is in the design, but dont
like the way its hidden behind exterior windows. The
interior design also appears rather bland and doesnt have
the warmth of the other two options. If contemporary is
the option chosen (which I suspect it will be), then I would
suggest designing a range of options and then putting
those out for public consu

18/04/2013 6:27

35 - 44

St Albans

Christchurch

Restore our Cathedral please.

18/04/2013 6:33

55 -64

Redwood

Christchurch
8052

This is really the only option. Chch Cathedral is the heart
Pale imitation of the real thing. Who needs it when we can Steel and glass monstrosity. Does not fit historically or
Option 1
of Chch, and all of Chch should be consulted on this issue, have the real thing - option 1.
architecturally. Will look cheap and dated virtually as soon
not just Anglicans. And I am an Anglican. The building of
as it is completed.
the Cathedral was funded by all the city and the city
contributed to it's upkeep. It has a civic function, not just a
religious function. The Cathedral also functions as a
cornerstone of the unique Gothic Revival architecture of
Chch, linking the museum and the Arts Centre. Important
historically, religiously, and socially. Economically important
as one of the most visited buildings in Christchurch. Can
offer co

Option 1

18/04/2013 6:43

15 - 24

papanui

christchurch

TIME TO HURRY UP AND GET ON WITH IT! Lets move
forward not backward.

18/04/2013 7:10

65 - 74

Linwood

Chch

18/04/2013 7:12

65 - 74

Redwood

Christchurch

Why waste money/time on something that will just get
damage in an earthquake. Back to square one.
Please restore the original cathedral. This is the emblem of
Chch.
I feel it is unethical to spend so much of God's money on This feels like an expensive compromise. Not enough
this building. We need to prioritise caring for God's people, beauty to compensate for the sameness of the design.
not the traditions and fabric of the church.

18/04/2013 7:22

45 - 54

Yaldhurst

Christchurch

It is vital that we retore such an important heritage
I think the restored option is preferable and this one is only
building. It is do-able and achievable. Please don't demolish- offered to take votes away from the restored one- an
future generations will regret this.
option picked byu those who ahve been frightenerd into
believing restoration is not safe/possible/affordable.

Ghastly- looks like a Catholic church inside. A shrine to the Option 1
cult of Mary. Buildiong a new caythedral of a
contemporary design on another site is a good idea but
pleas- more time and thought into the design.

18/04/2013 7:29

25 - 34

Beckenham

Christchurch

My wife and I were married in the Christchurch Cathedral. Not worth the effort.
The most iconic Anglican building in Christchurch, the
South Island or arguably even New Zealand. We should
honour the history of our marriages, funerals and countless
services held for the Anglican community by restoring this
beautiful Cathedral. Many argue that we should save the
building for symbolism, tourism or because it has always
been there. Many more have invested interest in the soul
of this holy place and believe it is worth the wait to see it
restored to its former glory. I can wait, can't you?

If we choose speed and cost then the result will be of
Option 1
reduced quality. Warren and Mahoney do no compare to
the original architects of the Cathedral, someone with real
merit should be sort.

18/04/2013 7:30

35 - 44

Burwood

Christchurch

Restore as much as can and where poss using modern
materials. We need a reminder of our city as it was - the
heart mended. We have lost so much of our heritage and
this is a wonderful chance to keep something even if it is
incorporated in a partial rebuild.

Ugly - no soul

Option 1

18/04/2013 7:35

55 -64

Temuka

Temuka, South
Canterbury

I do not believe the cost of repair is worthwhile compared I like parts of this choice - the focal end wall with stain
to the other two cheaper options. If renovating, would you glass window, more light up high and the more traditional
restore a bathroom of kitchen in a house to a 1850-1900
spire.
style?? Why then a cathedral. The earthquake ended the
old times - it is now time for a contemporary style.

I like parts of this choice - the exterior shape and interior
walls, more light up high. I do not like the style of the
spire.

Option 3

18/04/2013 7:49

25 - 34

Casebrook

Christchurch

Option 3

18/04/2013 7:50

65 - 74

Casebrook

Christchurch

Option 3

18/04/2013 7:54

55 -64

Avonhead

Christchurch

18/04/2013 8:03

65 - 74

Rangiora

18/04/2013 8:10

65 - 74

Avonhead

North
Canterbury
Christchurch
8042

18/04/2013 8:15

55 -64

Tinwald

Ashburton

18/04/2013 8:27

35 - 44

London

London

18/04/2013 8:27

65 - 74

Hoon Hay

Christchurch
8025

18/04/2013 8:33

65 - 74

South Brighton Christchurch

18/04/2013 8:35

45 - 54

Hornby

Christchurch

18/04/2013 8:46

65 - 74

Spreydon

8024

With modifications it might come a distant second

Option 3
Option 1

Yes, ethically and aesthetically this is the one to best suit
our city for the future. It makes a statement that the
Christian church is not committed to being the same as
the past, but is forward moving and growing. The boat
image is very appropriate to our Christian fishing task.

Option 3

Option 3
I would like the 3rd option as I feel it's a fitting design for
the generations that follow me.
Christchurch was the first in New Zealand to be made a
city, all due to the foresight of the early pioneers building
the beautiful cathedral we were all so proud of. It took
years to build and it would be so selfish of us today not to
restore it for future generations, just because we may not
see it rise again in many of our lifetimes. The cathedral
stands for Christchurch - it is our symbol.

Option 3
Option 1

Option 3
you should clearly restore the building. It is a part of your
religious and architectual heritage. There is simply no need
to re-interpret it or build a modern day church.
This building is built of material that is not suitable for the Trying to copy the old building could fall short of
new Christchurch. Too expensive.
expectations.

Looks good, but maybe the design & materials would be
A suitable design------ similar to the old, but lighter. It
too heavy for the land, now probably being earthquakeshould give the new city roots, especially with so many
prone.
heritage buildings having being lost.
Please restore our cathedral. To me it is a symbol of Love
and Hope. STANDING STRONG Broken but not destroyed
Rebuilding again with the love and hard work sweat and
tears that went into the original cathedral. The past and
our fore fathers not forgotten. The past is our future. I
always remember going to the cathedral. It was always
filled with love and happiness. I want this future cathedral
exactly the same for our children and our grandchildren
This is the best option for Christchurch. The Cathedral we This would be the second option
had for over 100 years style is timeless. The other two
options will date, especially the contemporary design.

Option 1

I would choose this design, but I can't help feeling that
Option 3
seating in the round would be better to help people to feel
much more a part of worship centrally, rather than at one
end.
I read somewhere that it looked like an up-turned dinghy & Option 2
maybe they have a point. I feel it is too modern.
Select Option

This design will age. Consider Canterbury and the majority Option 1
of churches and cathedrals in the UK - they have not
aged.

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

18/04/2013 8:56

45 - 54

St Albans

Christchurch

18/04/2013 8:57

65 - 74

Temuka

18/04/2013 9:02

55 -64

Amberley ,
North
Canterbury

South
Canterbury
Christchurch

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

So many countries restored historic buildings after natural, Pretty design,.. Keep it for a small village somewhere....
or man made catastrophes, whyis the Anglican Church
encouraging us to give up on one of our most iconic
buildings ?...we owe the next generation a memory of the
last generation. And stone has great acoustics,.....

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

This is ridiculous option. And belongs in Tomorrow land at Option 1
Disney world,..circa 1960.

Looking to the future

Select Option

It should be restored...Restore the heart and soul of
Better than the last contemporary option
Christchurch... celebrate the continuity of the spirituality
of our European ancestors.....our forefathers and mothers
( I say this as a member of Ngai Tahu and James Robinson
Clough , the first European to travel up the Avon))

Reminds me of that commercial hub Dubai...a salutation to Option 1
commerce

Reflective of Glory to God. Safe. Future focused

Option 3

Our new city deserves a new & contemporary
interpretation of a place of worship. I appreciate the
efforts which went into researching international
interpretations of cathedrals/places of worship & so
please God let us build a new contemporary cathedral
which expresses us as we are today not what we were
decades ago.

Option 3

18/04/2013 9:07

65 - 74

Halswell

South West

Fixed in the past. Unsafe

18/04/2013 9:09

55 -64

Opawa

Christchurch

"Letting go" of the old cathedral building has been difficult I don't wish to see a traditional building!
but after 2-3 years I'm looking to a new future & a new
cathedral. Please don't restore!"

Claytons option

18/04/2013 9:15

25 - 34

London

London

Restore

18/04/2013 9:16

35 - 44

St Albans

Christchurch

Our important history can not be replaced by tacky
Looks nice enough. But there is still no reason why our
church. Cathedrals should be built from stone to stand the Cathedral can not be rebuilt to look exactly as it did. Why
test of time, as they are everywhere else in the world. The change perfection?
Christchurch Cathedral (prior to the earthquakes) was the
symbol of who we are. There is no shame in being proud
of our British heritage. History is not disposable, so don't
replace our Cathedral with a cheap knock off.

Select Option
We are not a sailing city. Why the hell would we want a
dinghy in the middle of town?

Option 1

18/04/2013 9:17

25 - 34

Byrndwr

Christchurch

It must be restored.

Option 1

18/04/2013 9:21

35 - 44

sydenham

christchurch

go the restoration!!!

Option 1

18/04/2013 9:26

55 -64

Linwood

Christchurch

I have always wanted the Cathedral restored. I feel that we
have lost so many of the heritage buildings - that the least
we could do is keep the one building that Christchurch is
known for. Please let the Cathedral be restored.

Option 1

18/04/2013 9:34

55 -64

London

United Kingdom

18/04/2013 9:43

55 -64

Ferrymead

Christchurch

This is my choice because this building is the heart of
Chch, its namesake, its raison d'etre. These stones
contain the story of our city - its history. They hold the
very sweat of our forebears, and the vision alongside the
skills that created it are there, on display, immortalised for
all to see and touch. This building belongs to the city, the
people, every stone of it, and I would like to see the
Anglican congregation, lucky enough to worship there, act
as its guardian and restore it, so that following generations
can experience that story too.

18/04/2013 9:59

35 - 44

Redwood

Christchurch

This option retains the building which has been the heart
of my city for my whole life.

18/04/2013 10:01

15 - 24

Rangiora

18/04/2013 10:14

35 - 44

Petone

North
Canterbury
Wellington

18/04/2013 10:34

Select
St Clair,
Age range Dunedin

St Clair,
Dunedin

Restore cathedral

Select Option

18/04/2013 10:57

65 - 74

Merivale

central

Use existing materials where possible to stabilise
andrestore. as fully as possible. To be used as a
quiet,reflective, sacred place and for traditional worship.

Select Option

18/04/2013 11:10

75 +

Rangiora

Rangiora

18/04/2013 11:16

45 - 54

Addington

Christchurch

18/04/2013 11:21

15 - 24

Waimate

18/04/2013 11:31

15 - 24

Waimate
Township
Cashmere

18/04/2013 11:51

55 -64

Northam

Bideford UK

18/04/2013 13:58

65 - 74

Linwood

Christchurch

18/04/2013 14:29

55 -64

Brooklands

18/04/2013 15:48

25 - 34

18/04/2013 15:53

18/04/2013 18:45

Christchurch

Option 1
Option 1

It looks like a vagina!

Option 1

Move with the times

Option 3
Option 1

Select Option
"None of the above". What does it matter what it looks
like. The 'City' has already moved out to the Riccarton area
It was beautiful the way it was, and can be beautiful again

Ok but prefer restoration.

It is a monstosity!

Option 1
Option 3

I think it's important in a city where so much that is familiar Vastly superior to the contemporary option but an
has been lost, that the Cathedral remains as a recognisable accurate restoration would be preferable to this stylised
landmark. As well as a religious and historical building it is a version.
symbol for Christchurch of hope and recovery, and
retaining its original features only emphasises that all is not
lost and that Christchurch is not gone, but merely altered.
Even as a non-christian I visited the Cathedral often and
would certainly do so again if it was restored. I cannot say
the same for the contemporary option.

I was happy to see that the design incorporates the rose
window from the original cathedral but other than that I
can't think of anything positive to say. It seems a mishmash of styles, and although modern, I don't believe it
contains any interesting or beautiful elements.

Option 1

I LOVE our Cathedral and I have never believed it was
Unacceptable because it implies the demolition of our
impossible to restore or even simply too much trouble to
beloved Cathedral.
restore. I believe it is largely intact except for the mostlyman-and-machine made damage at the front. When
someone wants to call it 'a ruin', it's easy to photograph it
from the front (the West side), but when it is
photographed from any other angle it is clearly mostly
intact and evidently restorable. I think it is a terrible shame
that it has been clearly neglected, left open to the weather
and the birds. Full restoration is my vote.

Of no interest because it implies the demolition of our
beloved Cathedral.

Option 1

Christchurch

To not restore the city's icon, the building round which the poale imitation, why would you do it?
city is centred and for which it is best known can only be
described as foolish. For the Anglican church to turn its
back on the ratepayers who have shelled out millions for its
upkeep over the years and to deny them a say in its future
is both selfish and ungrateful. I will willingly donate to
restoration but not one cent to the other options. Finally
my daughter lamented to me that its not fair, when she
has children, her home, her school and now the cathedral
where she sung will no longer be there for her to point out
as her ch

The depicted building looks very ordinary and many friends Option 1
have said it looks like a reject for one of the sails of the
Sydney opera house. In short boring and without
imagination. If modern must be the choice put it up for a
worldwide completion and get us a dramatic, special
building that is unique and spectacular enough to become
an iconic building the city can be proud of. If restoration or
a unique and spectacular building aren't wanted by the
church then banish then from the square and put
something else in its place

Lyttelton

Christchurch

The earthquake has provided Christchurch with the
opportunity to reinvent itself. I think restoring would be
holding onto something that was part of the old
Christchurch. Surely we don't need to restore it a 4th
time?

An improvement to option one, but surely we can do
better?

Yes! This is it. A contemporary structure that will show just Option 3
how forward New Zealand is and has always been. Trust
what Bishop Matthews said in the first place.

25 - 34

Lyttelton

Christchurch

That building belongs in the past. All those who want to
see it preserved will be dead by the time it's finished
anyway.

Please, no, it's horrible.

A magnificent opportunity for Christchurch to reinvent
itself with a wonderful modern building at its heart. (not
sure this design is 100% wonderful, but it has potential...)

55 -64

Halswell

Christchurch

This would be the most beautiful option. Admittedly very
expensive, but spread over many years. .......... Look at
what happened in europe after the war - it is possible

Option 1
This is a better 2nd option, if the rebuild did not happen. It This looks horrible! How soon before it looked dated embarrassing! There is plenty of opportunity for modern
looks more like the original - and it looks traditional.
architechture in the city rebuild - I don't believe the
cathedral should be included in this genre. Our city is called
ChristCHURCH - the cathedral is iconic-this version would
not be iconic.

I don't mind which option really, just get it back up!!!

Option 2

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

18/04/2013 19:36

45 - 54

Kelburn

Wellington

Restore Christchurch needs to see that all is not lost and it
could be a symbol of survival. I have traveled a lot in
Europe and seen the amazing restoration work done there.
For the people there it really was a symbol of hope and
being able to find a way forward while still having roots in
the past.

18/04/2013 19:59

65 - 74

Loburn

Rangiora

old fashioned, inconvenient

18/04/2013 20:04

65 - 74

Burnside

Christchurch

18/04/2013 20:05

25 - 34

Edgeware

Christchurch

Option 1

18/04/2013 20:24

55 -64

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

I believe we need to move forward I love old building but
Option 3
we need a centre piece for our city that is a statment that
reflex we have moved on from our founders and we are
now a nation without ties to Europe (mother England) we
need a building that is able to be used for many purposes.

18/04/2013 20:31

35 - 44

Governors Bay Christchurch

To me this seems the most obvious choice. The cathedral I dont think a total rebuild is warranted.
is the shining light of Christchurch, the restoration of
which would send a great message of strength for the
rebuild. The building is repairable and holds a huge heritage
part in peoples hearts, we simply cant lose any more of our
heritage, least of all the most famous landmark of our city.

18/04/2013 20:34

55 -64

st Albans

Chch

The cathedral is a symbol of Christchurch that speaks of
where we came from and the vision our founders had for
the future. a restored Cathedral will give presence and
perspective to the new city centre and its hopefully
beautiful modern buildings

18/04/2013 20:36

65 - 74

Burnside

Christchurch

18/04/2013 21:08

55 -64

Cashmere

Christchurch

This is a no brainer. The technology is available to do a full A cheap imitation
restore. Christchurch needs the Cathedral as it was, as it
should be and to ensure that it will always be the focal
point of the faith and the city.
The cathedral is an iconic building to Christchurch and if it
is not an option, my next preferred option is to leave it in
some form as a memorial which leaves the church not
having to fund raise and using the their new cardboard
one. There is no need for them to be in the square so long
as the site is not used for another purpose other than a
memorial. It seems the perfect solution, the church
doesn't have to fund raise, the council doesn't need to pay
for another memorial or find a site and the site needs to be
where visitors will see it.

18/04/2013 21:15

35 - 44

Governors Bay Lyttelton RD1

To me this is clearly the only justifiable option. The raw
materials are there. The experts agree it can and should be
done. We have lost SO much in Chch and to callously
demolish this symbol of our history and our aspirations as
Canturbury people would be a disgrace.

18/04/2013 21:31

65 - 74

Central

Christchurch

Our forebears built the cathedral as a symbol to represent This is a middle ground option/compromise which is
the original expression of our Cantabrian identity and its
neither new or old. It is therefore, in my opinion, not an
restoration must be part of our legacy to those who follow option.
us.

18/04/2013 21:38

55 -64

Victoria St.

City

I believe that it is essential that the Anglican Church
restores the existing structure of Christchurch Cathedral
so that it remains a symbol for the City of Christchurch
and the for the Anglican Church in Christchurch.

18/04/2013 22:28

Select
Leithfield
Age range

Amberley

18/04/2013 22:35

55 -64

Huntsbury

Christchurch

We are a diverse people in Christchurch, but can never
forget and should never forget our foundations of the city,
which came from our origins of British heritage. While the
structure of stone may not be the most practical material
to build with in a country that is prone to earthquakes, a
large proportion of the city has been brought up with this
cathedral as the underpinning cornerstone of our
Christchurch. To take it away is to carve out a huge chunk
of our lives, as if you were cutting us off at the waist and
confining us to losing a large part of our physical body.
Why are we not s

18/04/2013 23:09

65 - 74

Rural Selwyn
district

courtenay

my second choice as I was fond ofit

19/04/2013 0:15

65 - 74

harewood

harewood

19/04/2013 0:21

55 -64

19/04/2013 0:28

35 - 44

Burnside

Christchurch

19/04/2013 0:47

45 - 54

Burnside

Christchurch

19/04/2013 0:49

45 - 54

Riccarton

Christchurch

19/04/2013 0:52

75 +

Rangiora

North
Canterbuty

Option 1

old fashioned; not relevant for today

makes good sue of modern design; looks modern; tower
Option 3
couild be built at a differnt date
It will be great to have a modern building reflecting a new Option 3
inspired Christchurch and designed to accommodate the
worship and civic requirements of a 21st century cathedral

Why?

Option 1

This option seems to me to be an attempt to 'appease' the
heritage fans but it is so misplaced - people who love the
heritage values of our current Cathedral are not going to
be silenced by a pseudo-historical copy. I can't get my
head around what the point is this option is meant to be.
Our cathedral as it stands now (yes damaged

Change is not always good. People need the continuity
that only a full restoration will bring.

Option 1

Option 1

but capable of restoration) is an architectural masterpiece Option 1
of it's time. Both Option 2 and Option3 would be a
travesty because they require turning our backs on a
beautiful

I cannot believe that this cathedral with all its size and
detailing will cost so little. The Christchurch Convention
Centre, a stone slab building about the same square
footage cost over $40m over 10 years ago!

Option 1

Option 1

The traditional cathedral is more reflected of
Christchurch's heritage.

Coventry Cathedral was rendered safe after the blitz, and
left as a memorial to what was. The new Cathedral being
built along side it. Let the Diocese do the same.
Waikuku Beach Waikuku Beach Sadly it is not an option, it would again be the preserve of
Nth Cant
Nth Cant
a few and those few are not around much longer financially it would be a selfish and reinforce what those
outside the church choose to see, whilst for the church, it
would be a profligate self aggrandizement at the expense
of the people and the wider parish. Surely we are mature
enough to develop our own identity by now and to do this
we must look to those who are the church of the future.

Option 1

This option looks like a square, short, stocky box. It is flat.
It is ugly. There is no elegance about it. It has no
character, no life. The spire seems to disappear into the
sky. I do not like the ice cream cone looking chalice that
this appears to be similar to. I worked in Cathedral Square
for some years and looked out at the cathedral and the
square, and I feel that the chalice and the similarly
designed tea-saucer that was hung in Cashel Street were
out of place and did not fit. This spire design also does not
fit. The interior looks like a child's model aeroplane. It is
too si

Looks to be an interpretaion of a Middle Ages, wooden
Cathedral. Not Good.
Either rebuild the old or create anew - a poor compromise
that will always be compared to the original.

No thanks. In a world and city as troubled as ours the
See comment for contemporary
church spending that much money on a building in service
and worship to a homeless man is offensive. This goes for
all the options, but as this is likely to be the most expensive
for no genuinely theological reason other than we like
tradition and icons it is my least preferred option.

Option 2

This looks like it should be built into the rock of a hill side in Option 1
Scandinavia. There is a very nice one in Helsinki and
although it looks rather like a combination of a football
stadium and an alien spacecraft

Beautiful but need more detailed plans. I feel CHch city will Option 3
be new and this design will be suitable with other modern
buildings. We need to look forward not back
Television's "Hour of Power" Crystal Cathedral - version
Option 1
Kiwi. I do not like it
It's not about us in the conventional sense

Select Option

I have very little preference between traditional and
Option 3
contemporary in terms of concept. However; neither
option feel like they offer a particularly compelling vision of
what a cathedral should be. Inside there needs to be the
flexibility of worship that takes changing times,
contemporary worship, and an exploration of alt-worship
into account. Projection capacity seems essential for this,
but probably needs to be worked into the design so we are
not just hanging big screens in front of things. More
seriously, there is no indication that this building has the
capacity to offer any form of ch
Option 3

I like the original design especially for the even progression
from small scale details to large scale details, which is
greatly aided by the buttresses. I would be happy with the
Traditional design if it included similar amounts of medium
level detail. Medium-level detail is what keeps the church
from looking like an assembly of large, flat-faced blocks
with fussy filigree plastered upon their surfaces.

The overall design is nice, but the flatness of the front is
ugly and the lack of detail at the medium scale is even
uglier. It could be fixed and made splendid by projecting
the lower parts forward and adding chunky wall extensions
and buttresses to soften the boxy outline. There is a
mechanical procedure for testing for ugliness: Draw a
succession of cartoons of the building at smaller scales,
eliminating details are too small to draw or would strongly
darken the image. If anywhere in the series there exists a
region or feature with an extreme ratio of length or area,
the design is ugly. (Co

Option 1
The contemporary design is horrible. It looks like a
wannabe Sydney Opera House and a desk organiser.
Amusingly, it looks like the boat disguised as a sculpture
named “Escape” in the TV series The Prisoner. To build it
would be a painful admission of failure, that we could never
hope to build nice buildings. Hyperintellectulised blurbs
which read like wine reviews from architects whose works
end up on UnhappyHipster.com would only make the
misery even more painful.

God does not stay away back in history. We need to seek Option 3
Him and ask what He wants for the future of the city and
for our young people. I felt the old cathedral was a dark
uninspiring building for today's purposes.

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:
A new beginning

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

19/04/2013 0:53

65 - 74

Belfast

Belfast

19/04/2013 1:09

75 +

Avonhead

Christchurch
8042

Option 3

19/04/2013 2:22

75 +

Merivale

Christchurch

19/04/2013 2:37

15 - 24

St Albans

Christchurch

I think we should restore the cathedral because it's part of
Christchurch's history and is a key icon of our city. It would
be a shame to destroy all the history and everyone that
worked hard to build it. It's worth saving and there are
already lots of old buildings being rebuilt, so we should
restore the cathedral and keep it the same.

19/04/2013 2:46

65 - 74

Upper
Riccarton

Christchurch

Why spend the money and end up with a building that
looks and feels old, and may still feel to be unsafe in
another earthquake. I wouldn't like to worship there!

19/04/2013 2:46

55 -64

Halswell

Christchurch

19/04/2013 2:51

55 -64

Dannemora

Auckland

Too expensive

19/04/2013 2:51

65 - 74

st albans

christchurch

I believe because 80% of the cathedral is undamaged and
because 100 engineers say they have a plan to make the
original cathedral safe this is the only option to be
considered with a replacement memorial spire . The cost I
believe will be met by overseas donations therefore is not
a consideration and we will end up with the much loved
cathedral that was originally planned by our ancestors .
Those who have long Canterbury connections understand
the value of retaining our heritage. My ancestors from
both side of the family were settlers arriving in the First
Four ships and my great gr

19/04/2013 3:02

25 - 34

Formerly of
Opawa

Formerly of
Christchurch,
now in Oamaru

This is a really great option. As a former bell ringer in this
cathedral I would really like to see the bell tower properly
restored and back with it's bells in ringing order. This would
be something that I would see as an incentive to come
back to christchurch as I would love to take up ringing
again. The Cathedral in the square is the heart of the city
and needs to retain that special feeling it had and to be a
link to christchurch as it was.

19/04/2013 3:26

75 +

Hornby

Christchurch

Would like to see as many of our neo-gothic buildings
restored in our city as possible. The cathedral is a familiar
sight to New Zealanders and visitors from overseas.

Option 1

19/04/2013 3:32

55 -64

Riccarton

Christchurch

While I am sad that the earthquakes did so much damage
to a place that has a very special place in my life, I would
be even more sad if Option 1 is adopted. In my opinion,
Option 1 is all about the past and says nothing about the
future.

Option 3
For me, Option 2 is a 'neither/nor' option. I do not support I support strongly the concept of Option 3, even if there
Option 2.
are adjustments and refinements that could still be made I haven't seen any other contemporary concepts besides
this one, so that I have no idea whether some other
contemporary concept might be preferable. However, I
accept that an international design competition is probably
something that is too expensive for the Anglican Church to
fund on its own. Perhaps the City might contribute if it
wanted such a process. I understand that even with
Option 3, the intention is to retain substantial
elements/remnants of the previous buildin

19/04/2013 4:14

75 +

Woodend

Christchurch

19/04/2013 4:20

65 - 74

Barrington

8024

It should be demolished as it will take too much money to
restore and too much time. I think there are to many who
think it should be restored, they are not the ones who are
paying for it and would not fork out one cent but expect
the church to, that is the sad thing. what tossers.

Option 3
This is my choice. I think this is the best option and is in
tone with the rest of the city when the rebuild is finished.
My family have been here for 5 generations and I would up
set to see all that money spent on the old one. My great
great grand farther come here in 1852 to put in the first
telegraph.It is sad that it got destroyed but you have to
move on. Colin.

19/04/2013 4:21

55 -64

douglas

waimate

19/04/2013 4:36

65 - 74

Burnside

8053

19/04/2013 5:01

45 - 54

Oxford

This is THE only option for such an iconic buiding.

19/04/2013 5:09

55 -64

merivale

North
Canterbury
christchurch

19/04/2013 5:11

45 - 54

Hei Hei

Christchurch

I feel it is time to move on and find this a rather unfriendly This design is pretty much the same as what we already
design now, having seen the other 2 designs.
have and won't bring the cathedral up to the modern era.

19/04/2013 5:13

35 - 44

Prebbleton

Prebbleton

Woo hoo, go for a restore!! Respect christchurch's past,
bring back what we know and love.

19/04/2013 5:14

65 - 74

Hornby

Christchurch

19/04/2013 5:15

35 - 44

Governors Bay CHCH

19/04/2013 5:17

55 -64

merivale

christchurch

19/04/2013 5:29

25 - 34

CBD

Christchurch

19/04/2013 5:29

55 -64

Lyttelton

Christchurch

Select Option

As the Cathedral is still 90% standing, and the main
colonnade still supporting 3/4 of the largely complete,
undamaged roof, it is capable of restoration to be 100% of
new building standards safely, as shown by the proposals
of the trust headed by Jim Anderton and Philip Burdon.
Thus this world-renowned Scott designed building can
continue to be the centre point of this city, as it has for
the last 130+ years. Do not demolish. I vote for
Restoration.

I would like to see a more detailed drawing and more about Option 3
the actual Tower and the inside of the building. Preferably
a model. We need a cathedral that reflects the needs of
our community in the 21st century. It would also be nice to
see some of the old incorporated with the new as a
memorial to times past. I'm sorry I won't be alive to see it!
Option 1

I don't see the point of adopting this option as it is neither I am very much in favour of this option. It will give
an old nor a modern building.
Christchurch a new cathedral that is safe for people,
designed for modern worship, acoustically superb, visually
inspiring, and be a symbol of the new rather than the old
Christchurch.

We have moved on from a christendom time to post
modern and it would be good to reflect that movement
with somethimng more contemporary.

Ok I actually have to admit I like this the best, I wasn't
looking forward to seeing the plans but I am pleasantly
surprised. Operational Bell tower is a must!!!!! There are
so few towers in New Zealand with bells like this and the
tradition of change ringing needs to be continued in NZ. I
love that it keeps the feel of the old but is contemporary.

Option 3

Go for a fresh start. Something which keeps costs down, Option 3
lower operating costs, better layout to reflect more
inclusive approach to workship.
Option 3
I like this design and it will give flexibility for a variety of
functions and purposes especially if chairs are used instead
of pews.
Option 1

YUCK THIS IS AWFULL. Build it in pegasus township so
we don't have to look at it. This building has no heart or
soul, and doesn't feel warm or like the old one. I have
always described the square as christchurch's living room
AND I WOULD NOT WANT THIS IN MY LIVING ROOM.
YUCK. please DO NOT BUILD THIS. IT DOES NOT
BELONG IN OUR SQUARE.

Option 2

Option 1

Option 2
Option 3
Tilt slab' Cathedral?

This is my second choice.

Restore - we need to keep and protect our Heritage for
the next generations.
A full restoration of Christchurch Cathedral is the only
tenable option if the Anglican Church wishes to take a
moral, spiritual and compassionate leadership role to assist
the people of this city recover from their tragic losses,
regardless of their faith or whether they attend church. It
is becoming more widely known that a complete
restoration of the cathedral could be done to the highest
level of safety for around $70m and within 7 years, and
that $5m has already been pledged for this cause. As a
gift from our forbears, its spires a symbolic expression of
their high hopes and noble aspi
Non negotiable. This is what needs to be done. If an
Bland, boring, unimaginative and unnecessary.
edifice like this can be restored, then it should. So much
else is changing. We should not change this.
it's vital that the building be restored to what it once was,
to give us all some hope. It's technically possible, and there
is an enormous fund of both money and goodwill within
the community. The Cathedral means so much to so many.

Quality of architecture not to 'world 'standard.

Select Option

good for another 200 years

Option 3

This design will be in keeping with the ne modern city we Option 3
are trying to rebuild although I would like to see the design
with the spire straddling the front doors and going up the
centre front of the building.
I do not support this, the design is ugly, and will date very Option 1
quickly. Bleeech!
Very nice design. I like the representation of the praying
Option 3
hands.
Option 1
Option 1

Unnecessary, will age badly and is ugly.

Option 1

Option 1
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19/04/2013 5:38

Select
Fendalton
Age range

Christchurch

I support the restoration. The cathedral is at the heart of This would be the number 2 choice I have, however I hope I do not support or like this design. There can be
Option 1
stunning, striking and timeless design produced these days,
the city in the Square, the centre of the city. It is the link and pray it does not come to this
but in my opinion this is certainly not one of them.
to the past history and architecture of our city which then
will be surrounded by the more modern future buildings.
The Cathedral has always had a far wider embrace of the
citizens than just the Anglican community. Restoring the
Cathedral at its centre will send a significant uplifting to
the spirit of the city as over the next many years it slowly
rebuilds itself. On the practical and most necessary matter
of funding it is the choise which worldwide will get gre

19/04/2013 5:50

45 - 54

Hoon Hay

Christchurch
8025

I am an Anglican, christened and confirmed at St Nicholas
Church on Barrington street. My parents where married in
Wellington in 1959 by William Allen Pyatt CBE a Bishop of
Christchurch Cathedral. I feel that to many decisions in
this world are based around money, I see the glass is half
full and the cathedral is still standing. I remember the story
of how long it took to build, how many died building it and
how long it took to pay for it. The Bell tower collapsed
because of the weight in the Bells anyone who had a clue
would have had them removed after September when the
aftershocks kept comi

19/04/2013 7:07

45 - 54

St Slbans

Christchurch

19/04/2013 7:16

35 - 44

St Martins

Christchurch

19/04/2013 7:24

45 - 54

Burnside

Christchurch

19/04/2013 7:32

55 -64

ILAM

CHRISTCHURC IT IS TOO COSTLY TO RESTORE AND WILL TAKE A
GOOD OPTION WITH REASONABLE COST BUT THE
H
LONGER TIME TO DO SO. IN GENERAL, HUMAN BEING INTERIOR IS NOT AS ATTRACTIVE AND WHERE ARE
LIKES SOMETHING NEW
THE STAINED GLASS WINDOWS WHICH ARE THE
HIGHLIGHT OF THE CATHEDRAL.

19/04/2013 7:42

35 - 44

Halswell

Christchurch

19/04/2013 8:13

45 - 54

Leicester

England

19/04/2013 8:35

35 - 44

Sydenham

Chch

19/04/2013 9:05

25 - 34

Te Kuiti

Te Kuiti

19/04/2013 9:29

65 - 74

Dunsandel

Selwyn

19/04/2013 9:56

55 -64

Wadestown

Wellington

A very expensive option. I would like something that
retained the walls that still remain, but combined with
other materials. I think a smaller structure would be
appropriate.

The best option. I presume your image is only indicative.
While it may be 'a traditional timber construction', it
doesn't look truly traditional, which I would prefer. I would
prefer something that retained the lower walls that still
stand. I don't know whether a stone base would be
possible, with wood above.

Unattractive and definitely not what I'd want to happen. I'd Option 2
prefer nothing be built than to have that design.

19/04/2013 10:10

35 - 44

Spreydon

Christchurch

I have been very disappointed with the chruches attitude
with the wider peoples of Christchurch when making
important decisions looking to the future. I felt shut out
and betrayed when it was annouced that our Cathedral
was to be destroyed. The current process of consulation
seemed a good step in the right direction but I am still
disappointed at the lack of clarity over NPV comparison
values and figures as high as 200M being used to put
people the restoration options. After the earthquake
struck and the historic buildings started coming down I
drew strength in the knowlegde that whatever el

My initial reaction to this idea was very positive. If not the
resoration of the real cathedral then why not a modern
materials design to the same form. I must say that I am still
temped by this design though I am clear that the tower
would need to be in the same materials as the main
building. The redesigned frontage would work just as well
on a restoration option now that the west wall of the
building is gone completely. The wonderful large wide
doors certainly are inviting. So yes, i would support a
rebuilding in this style, but find that if we are only given
one vote that would have to g

As a modern design I am sure that it would make a
Option 1
wonderful building, cheaper to matain, with more modern
layout and faciities. It would not be on the letterhead of
the city council, and I cannot see it would attract much
funding except from within the church. The appeal is the
outline form and style of the orginal, therfore my support
must go to the restoration option. With the new
transisional cathedral just around the corner, and so many
churches all around the city needing support, one really
does have to ask whether Jesus would be so keen on such
a large empty edifice in the middle of th

19/04/2013 10:13

Up to 15

Spreydon

Christchurch

19/04/2013 10:14

35 - 44

Spreydon

Christchurch

19/04/2013 10:16

Select
Spreydon
Age range

Christchurch

Please save the history of Christchurch for my future
when I grow up (Zara aged 2.5yrs).
I love the old cathedral and want to see the history of
Christchurch preserved for the future. We have lost so
much of our heriage that saving what little we have left is
no important.
Please save the cathedral so that when I grow I will be able
to look back at the history of Christchurch and so walk
proudly into the future. Do not let the earthquake win the
replace this historic centre of my city with something new
and shiny (aged 1 yr)

Option 1

Option 1
I was not in support of this option until I saw the other two My second choice.
options. It is now my first choice of the three options
presented however I would prefer to see Sir Gilbert
Scott's original plan of a timber cathedral come to fruition.
This would be safe and cheaper to construct. It would
resemble the pre-earthquake stone cathedral and please
those prone to nostalgia.

This is the option that should definitely NOT be chosen. It Looks nice, but cost still an issue
is by far the most expensive & the church needs to show
good stewardship of it's resources and use them on more
appropriate things than the astronomical cost of restoring
a building that is not suitable for an earthquake-prone city

I'm not averse to a contemporary design but I do not like
this design.

Option 1

I would like us as we as a city get a new start for our city
that we have a new contemporary cathedral in our heart.
Love how it is looks like it is part of the square with the
openness
BY FAR THE MOST COST EFFECTIVE OPTION AND ITS
A GOOD CHANCE TO DO SOMETHING NEW WHICH
SIGNIFICANT A NEW CHRISTCHURCH. HOWEVER, IT
WOULD BE GOOD IF SOME ASPECT OF THE ORIGINAL
IS RETAINED.

Option 3

Option 3

Frankly i don't care what anyone else has to say, i think the Option 3
design of this one is great. And as the least expensive &
most likely quickest-built option it is an obvious choice.
First & foremost the church is a place of worship and that
is what it needs to be. Perhaps a lower ceiling for easier
heating though?
I thought this option may have included a restored tower, a Option 2
real mix of old and new similar to the treatment of
Coventry Cathedral. I think this would then have had my
vote.
Option 1

Like It....

Dont like it...

This would be a really good one.....very nice

Option 3

Its time to look to the future

Option 3

Option 1
Option 1

Option 1

19/04/2013 10:20

45 - 54

Cashmere

Christchurch

All the old limitations preserved at great cost

19/04/2013 10:42

45 - 54

avon loop

central city

too costly

Inspired design

Option 3

19/04/2013 11:12

15 - 24

Rangiora

North
Canterbury

19/04/2013 12:37

35 - 44

Redcliffs

Christchurch

This is the only appropriate option and I fully endorse
This looks like a Disney church and would be highly
restoration for the future health and vitality of this City
inappropriate.
and all its citizens. This is our history and I feel it is more
important than ever to preserve what is left of the City's
heritage. Repairing and strengthening the Cathedral
would be a lasting symbol to all that through adversity, we
heal and become stronger, and that with faith, anything is
possible. I would have no concerns about entering the
building again and pray that it is returned to the City. Not
restoring the building would be a waste. The earthquakes
have giv

19/04/2013 12:57

55 -64

Halswell

Christchurch

Please restore our cathedral

19/04/2013 18:50

15 - 24

Riverside

Kansas City,
Missouri, USA

I think this would make an excellent addition to the city. I Option 3
visited before the earthquake and this would definitely be a
landmark I would want to visit next. It reminds me of the
Sagrada Familia in Barcelona, Spain, which is the coolest
church I've ever been to

19/04/2013 20:33

25 - 34

Casebrook

Christchurch

I think it is a bold brave design. There is no point going
backwards. New design will aspire people to go to church

does not feel right

exciting , uplifting, bright and a symbol of rebirth and
Option 3
moving on with life and the future. I love the lower cost. I
only hope that on the inside the building is enlightening and
impressive
This was always echoing England- and a compromise for a The concept speaks of the heritage of an Anglican Citythis could work 3b with a more usable congregation space Option 2
colonial city- we are in the 21st century lets not
however if this is pursued please use gothic- eco the
(especially the transepts) would a more A frame shape be
compromise for the sake of the familar
basult and omoru stone (in style if not in substance) the
kiwi - not sure about the curved roof line Also the dividing
texture/pattern to the western facade seems out of place screen/ back to the main alter/sanctuary is too large- half
(too Italian/alien) The portal entrance from the west is
or 1/3 of the hight- allowing for a well placed chapel but
inviting from the outside- how is the transitional space
visually not open enough - use the light theme here- let
used/created The light is good to see- the stained glass is the congregation see more of the stained glass Why is
no.13 children's chapel compromised in the 'contemporary'
a good continuity from old to new is there anything else
but significant in the traditional this is important as a
that could be retained from the old building? Could the
transepts be extended? line of sight seems compromised community gathering for worship Lets not impinge on the
for larger events
This option appears to be ill conceived for its position in
the Worcester precinct, lacks substance and is unlikely to
stand the test of time. I would also question if it would
come in on or under budget. New is DEFINITELY not
better.

Option 1

Option 1

Option 3

REF
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Timaru South
Canterbury
Riccarton

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

19/04/2013 21:26

65 - 74

Glenwood

Option 3

19/04/2013 21:54

65 - 74

19/04/2013 22:04

25 - 34

Upper
Riccarton
Bayswater

19/04/2013 22:39

55 -64

Halswell

Christchurch

I would love to see the Cathedral restored as my family has
had a long history of involvement there. My father was a
chorister from 1936-42 including being Head Chorister and
soloist. Later in adult life he was a tenor in the choir and
assistant verger and was a long-standing member and
Treasurer of the Friends of the Cathedral. My youngest
brother was a chorister too and was married there. My
second brother also was in the Cathedral choir as a tenor
for a while too. My father instituted an annual award to
one or two soloists in about 1981. Now that he has died,
my youngest brother is carrying

I would be happy with the Traditional model; after all the
original design for the cathedral was to use wood. Should
look at how the voting falls as well - if there's a third of
votes approximately for each option, that means twothirds of voters want either Restoration or Traditional, and
only one-third wants something so-called Contemporary
(when does Contemporary become out-of-date??). In
that case, you might as well go for Restoration.

If we really have to have the contemporary thing, please
Option 1
let it have as much of the old as possible (eg. windows,
plaques, mosaic floor, etc) sympathetically included in the
design. Please have a decent steeple though - the one in
the drawing looks dreadful. Base isolater technology is
necessary for the full restoration - should actually be done
for whatever option gets the go-ahead - perhaps that
would equalise the pricing.

19/04/2013 22:57

55 -64

st albans

christchurch

This is my preferred option

I could live with this

If we must have a modern one please have a competition
and come up with a better design

19/04/2013 23:25

75 +

Christchurch

19/04/2013 23:39

55 -64

20/04/2013 0:11

65 - 74

Upper
Riccarton
Ashley Forest
Village
Tinwald

20/04/2013 0:17

65 - 74

Bryndwr

Christchurch

20/04/2013 0:25

15 - 24

Opawa

Christchurch

The original Cathedral was nice on the exterior but the
interior did not work properly

20/04/2013 0:27

65 - 74

Mt. Pleasant

Christchurch

20/04/2013 1:25

75 +

ferrymead

christchurch

20/04/2013 1:25

45 - 54

Merivale

North West

20/04/2013 1:51

35 - 44

Strowan

Christchurch

At all costs keep our original cathedral no matter how long preferable to modern but still not as good as a restored
it takes to restore
original cathedral
would prefer, but too expensive and long timeframe
I like traditional and looks like original Is cheaper and less
time to build. Won't date like the modern one
Please restore our beautiful Cathedral for future
generations!
Please restore this important part of Christchurch's story.
So many of my memories of growing up in Chch revolve
around this building. Restoring it would send an incredibly
powerful message about hope and not letting the
earthquakes beat us. We can't give up. I have many
Anglican family members who are angry at me for feeling
so strongly about this but I just can't see that demolishing
this building is the right choice. I understand that the
Anglican church feels that the building is not longer
practical and doesn't meet their current needs but this
disposable view of architecture

20/04/2013 2:21

65 - 74

Avonhead

Christchurch

20/04/2013 2:26

55 -64

christchurch

20/04/2013 2:39

25 - 34

lyttelton
harbour
Burnside

20/04/2013 3:05

45 - 54

ohoka

Kaiapoi

20/04/2013 3:17

25 - 34

SOCKBURN

20/04/2013 3:19

Select
Ballina
Age range

CHRISTCHURC RESTORE!!!!!
H
NSW/Australia Restore

20/04/2013 3:39

55 -64

Lyttelton

Christchurch

20/04/2013 3:57

45 - 54

Sumner

20/04/2013 4:12

25 - 34

20/04/2013 4:14

55 -64

20/04/2013 4:24

Select
Woolston
Age range

20/04/2013 4:27

65 - 74

CLAUDELAND HAMILTON
S
3216

PREFERABLE TO SYMBOLISE STABILITY, FORTITUDE
AND CONTINUITY OF VALUES.

20/04/2013 4:48

75 +

Rangiora

North
Canterbury

20/04/2013 4:52

55 -64

Riccarton

ChCh

20/04/2013 5:00

45 - 54

Mt Eden 1024

Auckland

20/04/2013 5:24

65 - 74

St
Andrew\\\'s
Oxford regular visitor

Edinburgh
Diocese,
Scottish
Episcopal
Church

Love the inside of the Church

Option 2

Auckland

Option 3

Option 1
Option 3

Rangiora 7477

would like to keep the look of the church but have it in
todays materials and built to withstand EQs.

Option 2

Ashburton

Option 2

Not favoured - I would not feel safe at a service or
concert.

I like this option but it is my strong belief that this will not
fit in well with the rebuilt Christchurch

Depending on the other surrounding buildings and
configuration of the square this design might fit in.

This is the best option for modern liturgy. At present the
Option 3
screen looks rather derivative of Coventry - with luck that
will change. and I hope the final design of the tower is
slightly less fanciful
I like this option and think it will fit in well with the rebuilt
Option 3
Christchurch and create an icon to be worshiped in and
looked apon for decades to come
No way
Option 1
quite nice, but modern things date after a while and could
get tired of it.

Option 2
Option 1
Option 1

With the information I have this one would be my choice

Option 3
Option 1

Christchurch

Option 1
Do not like it. Too dull and too expensive. If the church
has to fight extended legal battles, could the site be sold
and another site used for the cathedral.

Quite like, it is very similar to the old cathedral but brighter
and lighter. Are there any options that do not follow the
basic configuration of the old cathedral. eg, a completetly
new floor plan with seating in a semi circular or hexagonal
formation rather than the traditional cross.

Quite like this as well. Same comments as 2. Would like to Option 3
see a design from scratch. I feel the church is pandering to
the desire to keep the old cathedral, and possibly missing
out on some very good designs.

Option 1
Restore

Restore!!!

Select Option

This option is the only one that adequately respects the
Pointless reference to 'tradition'; post-modern in its
intentions of and hard work done by our forbears. I would attitude.
have expected that the Church, as an institution based on
spiritual concerns, would have naturally had such a
respectful stance. Any other option seems rather bluntly
secular and almost cynical. The designed lifespan of the
transitional cathedral allows plenty of time for fundraising
and restoration and the long time frame for this option is
therefor immaterial.

I understood this was the purpose of the transitional
('Cardboard") cathedral. "

Option 1

Christchurch

This seems to be the best option because the examples
Just awful. Please NO
given in the other categories are not good enough. I know
it may be more expensive but better to have something to
draw the city together over, than something we regret.

I like the spire, but the modern design is lacking in
Option 1
originality and verve - it looks very 'samey' to many others,
without the distinction that a major landmark and symbol
of a city's heart should have. Open the design as a contest
to architects from all over the world! There could be
something fantastic!

Christchurch
Central

Christchurch

I believe we must move on. Restore is not a sensible
option.

Beckenham

Christchurch

This option is undoutably the one with the most uplifting, A mere travesty.
spiritual resonance. I have attended services and concerts
in our original cathedral, it is the prominent icon of
Christchurch of outstanding beauty, and balm to the soul.
The very building holds the atmosphere and vibrations
from decades of meditation and contemplation, imbued in
the very stones of the buildings. We must not lose that
spiritual capital.

This is a little too modern for me and I am concerned about Option 2
how well the design will "wear" with time. There are many
buildings
Souless and shallow, without redemption.
Option 1

Christchurch

The cathedral is the face of Christchurch .. we do not
want a 'face transplant'

This is my favoured option as I believe that it wonderfully
reflects the old building but in a practical modern way.

Disgusting !!!!!

Option 1

ACCEPTABLE ONLY IF COMPROMISE IS NECESSARY
FOR PRACTICAL REASONS - SEE ABOVE.

BLAND, CHEAP, IMPERMANENT LOOKING

Option 1

I really prefer the original design and building but the cost
seems to be far too great plus the time limit involved - to
long and no cathedral during the length of that time. It
would be good to have some of the interior windows,
dedication plaques or floor remembrances used in the
next cathedral.

NO It looks as if we cannot have the traditional then the
next best will do!

I am no too keen on this one either. TOO MUCH GLASS. Option 3
(lot of glass being used in the Chch. rebuild & this would
become another glass building.) I like the "Praying Hands"
effect in the front but not many people would recognise
that. I do not like the spire placed where it is beside the
main building

No not the way forward into the future...dont hang on to
the past,,,,,

an uninspiring option no point repating what was before

Contemporary......something outstanding.....put the design Option 3
out for a tender.....its got to be a stunning new design that
has a "Wow" factor for generations to come....include
some of the ruins....get it right so that people want to visit
worship

Gothic architecture of its time. Need now to make a
A copy of the original design with modern materials does
statement for today's church and society Too costly not work and over time may look shabby and pseudo
what does it say to those who have lost
gothic.
homes/livelihoods/communities if we spend all this money
on one building? Looking backwards instead of forwards keeping religion boxed in a museum of memorabilia.

This I like It takes us forward into the new millennium
Option 3
Bravo
Striking design in keeping with surroundings and a good
Option 3
example of 21st century architecture. Plenty of light and
openness to community. Hope that interior might be
designed in a way that can be flexible to fifferent forms of
worship - traditional and contemporary
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20/04/2013 5:32

55 -64

bishopdale

chch

20/04/2013 6:57

35 - 44

Bishopdale

Christchurch

20/04/2013 7:07

45 - 54

sockburn

chch

20/04/2013 8:07

45 - 54

Bryndwr

Christchurch80 It would seem to be a very expensive undertaking and so If people want a traditional cathedral then this would be a
long as an aesthetically pleasing with a nod to the past and good option.
52
a more modern feel is designed..NOT the current one on
offer...! Then that would seem more sensible!

Ghastly! Totally unappealing, modern gothic monstrosity! Select Option
Why are Warren Mahoney the only architecture firm in the
mix? Unfathomable, thankfully some of their more recent
buildings ( the nasty block of last at the Ferrymead estuary
site have come down! ) please think again!

20/04/2013 8:12

15 - 24

bryndwr

Christchurch

ugly option! Please No!

20/04/2013 8:13

65 - 74

Russley

20/04/2013 8:14

45 - 54

Bryndwr

Christchurch.
8042
Christchurch

20/04/2013 8:29

45 - 54

AUCKLAND

AUCKLAND

20/04/2013 8:32

45 - 54

Amberley

20/04/2013 8:43

55 -64

Woolston

North
Canterbury
Christchurch

20/04/2013 8:45

45 - 54

Redwood

Christchurch

20/04/2013 9:13

65 - 74

North Shore

Auckland

20/04/2013 9:20

55 -64

Kennedys Bush Christchurch

20/04/2013 9:46

55 -64

Rangiora

Rangiora

20/04/2013 10:30

65 - 74

St Heliers

Auckland

Definitely not an option. Too expensive and may still not
be safe in an earthquake.

20/04/2013 11:22

45 - 54

Cashmere

Christchurch

While I could live with Sir Miles' Opt 2 and believe that the I prefer a restored Scott structure from the external
Anglican diocese are entitled to a new interior and
appearance/visual amenity and historic/ICOMOS
modifications to footprint for a Chapel of Memory for
standpoints (which Jenny May will appreciate). My
22.2.11
rationale is well known to *Anglican Life* based on an Op
Ed piece ("Perspectives") of mine published in *The
Press* of 6 June 2012. That has to do with the building's
iconicity for all Cantabrians as a symbol of resurrection of a
largely imperilled historic bu"
YES!!

20/04/2013 12:58

15 - 24

Papanui

Christchurch

20/04/2013 19:55

45 - 54

Burnside

Christchurch

20/04/2013 20:51

75 +

Merivale

North west

20/04/2013 21:29

65 - 74

Lyttelton

ChCh

20/04/2013 21:53

15 - 24

Kaiapoi

20/04/2013 22:01

55 -64

20/04/2013 22:08
20/04/2013 22:10

20/04/2013 22:26

I loved the cathedral as a place of worship but also think
I find this attractive but maybe lends itself too much to
the building dictated the style which was a lead from the
comparison with the old. again its time frame and cost is
front setting and did not cater sufficiently for
more so I don't support it.
congregational interaction. I wonder about the huge cost it
must have been each week to heat. it is sad to see it
wrecked but I feel it provides an opportunity to rethink
church building structure. I think the cost as outline is
prohibitive and the time for repair is too long. We need a
replacement sooner rather than later.i love the bishops
comments that people are more impt and I think financial
responsibility is essential. so I

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

I support this. it is cheaper and quicker and is attractive. it Select Option
is modern and presumably there will be a lot of modern
new buildings in the vicinity so it will be in keeping with
those.it has a lovely light look and from both inside and out
draws the eye up to the beautiful window. I love the
spacious look. I feel because of the cost and time frame it
is the more responsible option.

The contemporary design I believe is more welcoming due Option 3
to the use of strong circular/ arch motives. This is
important as I believe this shall make the Square more
welcoming to the people of Christchurch and visitors alike.
The old gothic cathedral with its sharp angular features
projected a stark ambience which I believe wasn't
particulary comforting . I do hope thou that if the
contempoaray option does come to fruition that materials
from the old cathedral be intergrated into the new building.
an icon. a very special building, but I am coming to realise
that it is time for the future now. And the church is the
people, not the building - this does not meet our
requirements any more.

beautiful but a copy.

this is a magnificent building. the photos in the paper did
Option 3
not do it justice!. Since we HAVE been thrust into change
then - with grace - I need to embrace the future for our
city and work towards not dwelling in what once was.This
option includes some existing materials etc therefore
providing enough of a link with the past. If we fail to move
on we will never know what might have been!

Option 2
Option 1

Why are Warren and Mahoney the only architects in the
mix!? None of their options are attractive! Completely
underwhelming!

Beyond Ugly, Horrendous!

Semi restore - i.e stabilise what is left...And then build a
canopy roof over the lot.

Option 2

Select Option
Option 3

It was done in Europe post-WWII, so we can do it too. In
the Middle Ages it took 100+ years to build a cathedral - I
think we can make that long-term investment too, for the
future.
I like the elements of the original building but would find it
difficult to forget the failings of the original building.
This option is I feel inadequate as it could be damaged in
other seismic action. It looks heavy. I would not like to
see this restored. It is the most expensive.
I would like to see the Cathedral fully restored to its
original state. This is in keeping with the other old stone
buildings like the Arts Centre which should be restored to
their original state.
The old cathedral was a very significant building for
Christchurch. It would be nice to see it restored.

Option 1

I like the concept of creating something new for the
future. I would hope there would be more discussions
around the final design.
This is very adventurous. It is a little like Coventry
This is hugely better than option 1. It is lighter, more
accessible, has seismic strengthening and is less expensive Cathedral I feel. It has a lightness and would have
that option 1 Seeing more detail was helpful. I could
flexibility in seismic action. I could worship here too.
worship here.
Don't like this option. Christchurch was known for its
Ghastly.
cathedral. What is the point of building something similar
but different. Leave it the same.

Option 3

Option 2

Select Option

This gives the best opportunity to consider function rather Option 3
than form. Multiple use possibilities should influence the
design. I think of the Anglican church in Tauranga which
has become a facility for the community after its rebuild.
The building doesn't look like a traditional church. Modern
worship is also difficult in a traditional church. I write this
as a long time Anglican and committed christian. I am
pleased to finally see an attempt to involve the wider
community in this discussion. The cathedral to a certain
extent belongs to all citizens of Christchurch.
Don't like copies. Too like the old one, but not the same.

Looks to Disney

Love it and have thought right from day one that there
should be a completely new iconic design for the
Christchurch cathedral which would be a world famous
building, like Coventry Cathedral and The Sydney Opera
House.

Option 3

Option 1

Hell No!

Option 1

I really like this image of what the Cathedral will look like. I Option 3
think it is a great way to move forward. I had originally not
wanted a rebuild at all but this has changed my mind. I feel
that it creates a new building that reflects our changing
lives and city but still provides a magnificent place to
worship for those who like too.
The materials used in the original construction are so
Constructed in wood, this could be a stunning concept and YES. though I am not so sure about the spire (see Lloyd
inferior, especially the lime mortar, that this restoration will seismic resistant, But it will not be as resistant to decay as Geering) . But perhaps for tradition's sake we are stuck
always be subject to seismic damage. We trust that the
the other two options.
with a spire.
new cathedral will last longer than the next quake is
expected.

Option 3

Christchurch

This is imperative

Option 1

Burnside

Christchurch

I would not be comfortable to go back into this building if if Looks lovely but just a replica of the old. At lease it would As an Anglican I have fond memories of the Cathedral but Option 3
restored.
be completely rebuilt including land stabilization. Time for a it is time to move on and build for a new era and new
change now.
generation. From pictures I have seen of the contemporary
cathedral I absolutely love it and look forward to seeing it
built, in my lifetime I hope,

55 -64

Cashmere

Christchurch

45 - 54

Tai Tapu

Christchurch
RD2

the preferable option. History; continuity; strength when
properly quake strengthened - in spite of the
misinformation put about that this is not possible.
Affordable - you are well aware of the GCBT figures and
timelines.

boring design. Ignorant of the principles of gothic
architecture. That is is even proposed is an
embarrassment for the diocese and the architects for in
the weaknesses of its design it detracts from the message
of the christian faith. It sweakness echoes the weakness
of diocese and architect? Is that a message you want to
put out.

I am with Kieran Long on this one and can't do any better Option 1
than remind you of his comments. . And with the
commentator who said the facade looks like women's
private parts. You can imagine the nickname the building
will get in this sexualised age. Lastly, if you build this with
the materials most buildings are put up with these days
within fifty years it risks looking cheap and nasty, and will
probably present the diocese with a maintenance
headaches. Particularly that uncomfortable looking iight
shaft along the apex of the roof which will probably leak.

35 - 44

Huntsbury

Chch

Restore, possibly with some modern additions

The worst option-tokenism

Strongly dislike the current contemporary, a portion
restored and a portion contemporary my preference for
this option

Option 1
Nice idea

This looks tacky and cheap

Option 1

Option 1

REF
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OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

20/04/2013 22:27

55 -64

Not impressed and lacking. Almost getting there but like Initially I thought this would be perfect, but the interior is
MERIVALE/ST CHRISTCHURC Restore: Though the more modern building would be
cheaper to construct, the original Cathedrals' interior is far the modern version, it is heartless. It has no soul and this is severely lacking, cold and heartless.
ALBANS
H
superior to any wooden construction. They realisticly
what our Cathedral has.
don't compare. The wood, though better behaved in
earthquakes has no artistic value in comparison to the
stone. The stone moved only due to the mortar going
passed its 'used by' date. Now is the time to secure the
stone more permanently, perhaps a metal column down
the centre to prevent the columns from moving. The cost
to restore has obviously been inflated. To de construct and
re construct would in no ways co

20/04/2013 22:33

75 +

Burnside

Christchurch

20/04/2013 22:34

25 - 34

Hillmorton

Christchurch

20/04/2013 22:35

65 - 74

Westmorland

Christchurch

I would attend services at a restored Christchurch
cathedral, even if it was not entirely free of the risk of
collapse in a future earthquake. No replacement building
would have any significance to me. I cannot see any harm
in the damaged building remaining there for a long time
without restoration so long as it is protected from further
damage from the weather, birds, etc. Restoration would
be a source of inspiration to the whole City and to the
Anglican community and I believe that a clear long-term
plan for restoration would result in the required funds
being found without any adverse impa

20/04/2013 22:41

45 - 54

Cashmere

Christchurch

Restoring the Cathedral is a critical part of Christchurch's
identity and attachment to its landscape. In contemporary
times we are often too quick to 'throw things away'
because we can have something new. This consumerist
way of thinking jeopardises the deep connection to place.
The Cathedral is a marvellous opportunity for the Church
to show the world that it values tradition, place, and the
identity of the city.

20/04/2013 22:45

55 -64

Allenton

Ashburton

20/04/2013 22:46

75 +

Balmoral Hill

Redcliffs

20/04/2013 23:10

55 -64

st Albans

Chch

20/04/2013 23:22

65 - 74

Spreydon

Christchurch

20/04/2013 23:31

55 -64

phillipstown

SE

20/04/2013 23:32

15 - 24

Northcote

Christchurch

20/04/2013 23:38

65 - 74

Amberley

North
Canterbury

Boring; a 'nothing'
While I'm an atheist, I have had many great musical
experiences in the Cathedral in my younger days - both
organ recitals and choral. The me, the architecture was
part of the experience. For Christchurch, it was and could
still be a most valuable asset, in the same way that the Art
Centre will be. The Anglican Religion for me is my culture,
and to loose the Cathedral is a real loss.

There is a huge risk of creating something that becomes
really 'bad taste' in 50 years time.

20/04/2013 23:57

25 - 34

Burnside

Christchurch

Restorative measures are good to bring it up to current
standards or close to it. Regardless of the cost, rebuilding
the cathedral to what is was is a symbol that would echo
throughout NZ and the rest of the world that people can
stand up to adversity. On my visit up the tower I saw the
stages of construction of the spire. Through the different
time, and construction material, technology and
construction method, the spire was built. Workmanship
differed and quality differed. It would be quite appropriate
do to the same for the reconstruction. have the old, the
current and the new in its rebuil

A comtemporary structure is appropriate for a green field Option 1
type build, not for this purpose. It would be an insult to the
heritage of the previous structure. All over the NZ and the
world, there are constantly new structures, architectural
marvels, etc. But constructing a building in a
comtemporary manner does not do the people of
Christchurch any justice. it sends message that old
traditions, structure building, people, etc, can be cast aside
as easily as a flick of the wrist. It would be a huge disaster
to build a contemporary structure.

A full restoration of the Cathedral is essential to the
continuity of Christchurch's social and historical heritage .
This grand building celebrates the architecture, the
craftsmanship and collective memories of Canterbury and it's still 80% undamaged . To knock it down to replace
it by either a lesser replica or fashionable other, makes
absolutely no sense.

Option 1

This image is like a ghostly echo of the Cathedral's past
glory. Why knock down an 80% standing structure to
replace it with a mirage-like image? It makes absolutely no
sense.

Option 1
To find a suitable contemporary structure, a world-wide
architectural competition would need to be undertaken at tremendous expense and by sad past experience, not
always resulting in an outcome that the local public accept
or identify with. A restored Cathedral would bypass all the
angst a competition for 'contemporary' always fosters.

This gives the best value for money, keeps the traditional
look and will still be a tourist attraction as well as a place of
worship.

Option 2

Option 1

Option 1
There will be plenty of contemporary architecture in
Christchurch - the Cathedral will just become lost amongst
this. The design as currently shown is suggestive of
ostentation and sends out the wrong messages about the
city. This reinforces the need to show that we value what
we have.

Option 3
My preferred option

Option 2

Restore the heart of Christchurch

Option 1
Option 1

I have been a strong advocate for restoration. I have stood
out side of the cathedral with 4 engineers from overseas.
They were in no doubt that this building could and should
restored and as I have been involved in restoration seismic
strengthening in the last few years I understood the
conversation and I agree 100%. I am convinced that the
costings presented are not correct in fact I would go so far
as to say they have been grossly exaggerated for
dishonest purposes. I would pledge to donate a modest
amount per day for restoration. I also worked for a couple
of days with Marcus Brandt and I

This option has the look of the original BUT; so what is the
point. To me this proposal looks like a red herring and yet
people are voting for it or is it they really want what we
had but are fearful of the cost or safety aspect. once again
I feel that there has been a lot of dishonesty and fearmongering around both these issues . I definitely would not
contribute to this proposal

An interesting building and could have a place somewhere Option 1
else and I would not contribute to it. I find it interesting for
a number of reason. The architect said it was shape
reflexing the shape of the windows of the original
cathedral. Having studied the history of architecture I do
not see a lancet window shape in its form. The imagery
this projects to me is of a VAGINA and it even appears to
have the labia minor and labia major enunciated in the
design and the tower appears to represent some kind of
sex toy. Is this the Anglican Church throwing of our
Victorian shackles or embracing conc
Option 1

An update of the spaces would be useful and to enhance
the usability of the cathedral to current requirements.
However it should be done to maintain the heritage of the
building, construction, people, cultural and public
recognition of the icon that Christchurch, NZ and the rest
of the world has come to know.

Option 1

20/04/2013 23:59

35 - 44

Ilam

Christchurch

Yes, that is the option I prefer.

Option 1

21/04/2013 0:01

55 -64

Lake Hood

Ashburton

Yes, I prefer the restored version

Option 1

Yes, I prefer the restore option

Option 1

21/04/2013 0:03

25 - 34

Sumner

Christchurch

21/04/2013 0:04

55 -64

Winchmore

Ashburton

21/04/2013 0:07

35 - 44

Burnside

Christchurch

Best option to showcase Cantabrian's will and strength in
the face of adversity. It is a symbol of recovery to rebuild
as it was. This would give strength to local that are in the
same situation. It will also show to the world that
Christchurch and NZ as a whole, have integrity, strength,
courage and determination to rebuild after such
destruction. The Cathedral is also a iconic draw card for
tourists to Christchurch. For the same price we build the
Christchurch airport, can we not do the same to the
Cathedral.

The design should be as close to the original build. New
materials and building techniques can be used to build.
Make use of new spaces and arrangement would be
welcomed, so long as original intent, structure, etc are
maintained. Possibly, a combination of Option 1 and 2.

this design is not unique and will be just another building
Option 1
among the thousands of new landmark structures. Money
is well spent to rebuild as it was.

21/04/2013 0:12

75 +

Upper
Riccarton

Christchurch

Although I was involved in the Centennial fund raising and
was proud of the improvements achieved then, the
restored Cathedral will still have many worshiping
deficiencies.

This would be my second choice if I had to!

This is an opportunity to look to the future. The Cathedral Option 3
is first and for most a house of God. For my generation
,sadly many will not see the new Cathedral finished but we
must be conscious of the fact that this legacy is for
future generations. It is important to be proud of our past
but we must not live in it. Have courage and look to the
future. The third option is an exciting concept.

21/04/2013 0:23

55 -64

Springlands

Blenheim,
Marlborough

Anything other than restoration of the Cathedral fails to
acknowledge its importance to Christchurch as a city and
a community. This is not simply a building for the Anglican
church; it is the symbol of Christchurch's proud history and
of its resurrection from the earthquakes.

Option 1

21/04/2013 0:28

Select
Orari back rd
Age range

Geraldine

Support restoation

Select Option

21/04/2013 0:31

Select
Orari back rd
Age range

Geraldine

Restoration

Select Option

Option 1

REF
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OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

and not in creating a piece of frippery in your own vain
Option 1
image (Bishop). Restoring the Cathedral would be a sign of
good faith; would allow you to fund raise and achieve
international interest in the project (vs building some silly
"Stonewood" version (Option 2) or "

21/04/2013 0:32

45 - 54

Sumner

Christchurch

It would be extraordinarily irresponsible for the Anglicans
to do anything else but restore the Cathedral. The tenure
we have in the city is brief

21/04/2013 0:38

45 - 54

Ashburton

Ashburton

By not rebuilding the present cathedral, we can at last
break the mould imposed on us by our Victorian fore
fathers who tried to recreate a bit of England. We can now
move on, What a great opportunity. It is the most
unaffordable option and if rebuilt, would still leave us with
a building that is seismically marginal, cold, and just a
tourist attraction.

This will give us the ability to have a cathedral that suits
Option 3
our current requirements and be practical, gives glory to
God and will be safe. It is also the most affordable option.

21/04/2013 0:40

25 - 34

Acme

Greater
Seattle/Washin
gton/United
States

There are relatively few structures on this earth with the
history, majesty, cultural significance, recognizability, and
splendor of the devastated Christchurch Cathedral. For
the sake of your city's identity, your congregation's
continuity, and your responsibility to honor your forbears
and your descendants, please consider restoration. Just as
we read old texts to remember history and be informed in
the decisions of today, so too do we learn in the presence
of our ancestors each time we enter an historic building. In
this poll, you offer three choices: only one protects the
priceless c

Option 1

21/04/2013 0:54

25 - 34

Somerfield

Christchurch

Too expensive, and I wonder if people would feel safe in it. I think this one is it. It recognizes that things are different This one I don't like so much. It will date, and loose it's
now, and keeps the same essence of the cathedral.
distinct flavour.

Option 2

21/04/2013 0:58

45 - 54

Dunedin North Dunedin

I SUPPORT THE FULL RESTORATION AND
CONSERVATION OF CHRIST CHURCH CATHEDRAL.
Restoration of Christ Church Cathedral WILL NOT TAKE
22 YEARS AND $220 MILLION TO RESTORE - this is
MISINFORMATION put out by the BISHOP VICTORIA
MATTHEWS and the CPT (CHURCH PROPERTY
TRUSTEES). Nationally and internationally recognised
experts say restoration can be completed within 7 years at
a cost of $75 million. The BISHOP VICTORIA and the
CPT have resorted to scandalous misrepresentation of
cost and duration; and are using deliberate propaganda to
suit their own agendas. The BISHOP VICTORIA and t

Select Option

21/04/2013 1:02

45 - 54

Amberley

Hurunui

Nostalgic and expensive.

21/04/2013 1:04

75 +

Merivale

Christchurch

21/04/2013 1:09

45 - 54

Addington

Christchurch

I find it simply unbelievable that we are even having this
debate. I will never forget when I first heard that the
Anglican Church was considering demolishing their lovely
old cathedral. It seemed inconceivable that the Church
would be so cavalier about a building with so many
resonances - a building so central to both the Church and
the city. It is restorable and it should be restored - to
destroy it would be nothing short of vandalism. And at a
time when so many of our historical buildings have been
demolished (most of them by CERA and owners rather
than the earthquakes) it is even more im

Option 1

21/04/2013 1:20

45 - 54

Avonhead

Christchurch

Option 1

21/04/2013 1:23

45 - 54

north brighton Christchurch

Lets just get on with it - you know its the right course of
action
This can be the only option, This is important, it is our
heritage, our city, our cathedral. It has nothing to do with
religion any more, it is part of our identity as a city, and
building some farcical contemporary thing should not even
be considered.

21/04/2013 1:35

55 -64

Fernside

Rangiora

21/04/2013 1:39

35 - 44

Christchurch

Christchurch

21/04/2013 2:06

45 - 54

rural

AMBERLEY

21/04/2013 2:35

55 -64

Governors Bay Lyttelton

For me this is the only option given the results of the
This to me is a cheap try to look like a Cathedral with
recent engineering reports indicating the Cathedral can be substance. I particularly dislike the frontage which to me
restored and made safe, and the fact that you the Church resembles more a high end shopping mall .
have now accepted this as a viable option .I am hoping so
much this will be the option you will choose so we can
restore the heart of our city and have familiarity going
forward after all the terrible unwanted change. I am certain
you will attract the funding you will require if this is the
chosen option. I am keen to see some ancillary buildings
added to this plan and the idea of courtyards and public
spaces is appealing pr

21/04/2013 2:57

45 - 54

Governors Bay Lyttelton

21/04/2013 3:06

65 - 74

Mairangi Bay

Given the scale of loss, the Cathedral is an important
connection with our past. Even in its current state it
achieves that much more than the other two options.
A beloved iconic building - a place of special memories for A beautiful building , but it is again too costly, and it harks
so many but expense of restoration not justifiable,
back to what has been, and is missing the opportunity for a
particularly in context of seismic strengthening required. new, original start.
Time frame also a major consideration.

North Shore
Auckland 0630

but please use your collective brain power and understand
that the legacy of your decision is long. Restoring the
building shows you have an investment in the city for the
future

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

Uninspiring and expensive.

Less construction time and expenditure risk, yet more
applicable in relation to current and future church and
community needs.
My preference. I hope it can retain some of the historical
windows, plaques,and historical memorials,which are
important links with the past.

Option 3

Option 3

Select Option

I choose this contemporary design for the new cathedral Option 3
as it shows the church moving forward while keeping the
older look inside with the wooden interior. I am a Christian
and regularly attend the local church at Fernside. I am also
a member of the Rangiora parish vestry.
Option 1
I think it would be a poor use of time, effort and money to
restore the old cathedral given that it would not have the
seismic strength of a new building and, therefore, there is
a risk it would have to be restored again in the future.

I like this design, especially the extensive use of wood but,
if we are going to build a new cathedral, I ask why not build
something that better meets the needs of the diocese and
the people who work in the cathedral; also something that
reflects a fresh vision of our faith?

I am excited by this fresh look for our cathedral. It will
allow today's artists and artisans to express their vision of
our faith and our heritage. I hope it will be a place that
welcomes people in again and gives them a a place of
refuge, hope and beauty.

Option 3

Option 1
This to me is totally unacceptable . I am not averse to
beautiful and challenging contemporary design. This design
fails to deliver anything beautiful or remarkable. I
particularly dislike the interior which cannot inspire awe
and wonder in my opinion.If a contemporary Cathedral was
indeed required then I would certainly be looking for a
much more inspirational brief than the one being shown to
us in these options. However for me this is not even part
of the conversation while the existing Cathedral waits and
waits to be attended to and fully restored to its former
power and glory .
Option 1

Congratulations! an exciting, inspirational new design.
Option 3
Symbolic of a tent, Old Testament Ark, a place of
sanctuary, fresh growth shooting up from the ruins, like
Coventry. A separate bell tower (those cathedral bells
were part of student days at Canty), like a spire pointing
heavenwards which reminds us of our faith and hope in
Christ.
Maybe a section of the old stonework could be
incorporated somewhere, or in the surrounding grounds.

21/04/2013 3:13

55 -64

St Albans

Christchurch

Too expensive and too dangerous

Too expensive

A new cathedral for a new city

Option 3

21/04/2013 3:19

65 - 74

Oxford

No longer meets the needs of the church nor of the city

Architecturally inappropriate and a newly rebuilt city

25 - 34

Island Bay

Preferable from every point of view: cost, time,
appearance and general suitability.
It is an amazing design, but by just restoring the rose
window of the original church is not enough.

Option 3

21/04/2013 3:32

North
Canterbury
Wellington

21/04/2013 3:37

35 - 44

Avonhead

Christchurch

21/04/2013 3:48

75 +

Christchurch

Christchurch

21/04/2013 3:50

65 - 74

RUAPUNA,AS
HBURTON
DISTRICT

Even though it is likely to be the most expensive option,
the memories of Christchurch will be recalled ultimately
comparing with the other two options. And I think this is
the most important thing for the city. The city has already
lost a lot after the earthquake, so as the icon of the city it
must be retained.

Option 1

The only palatable offering so far.

Rather pointless, when you could restore the slice of
history you have.

Ugly and cheap-looking.

Option 1

I prefer option 3

Select Option

na

Too expensive.Not as safe as option 3

Apretend of the original, does not inspire and is also still
too expensive.

Astep into the future,modern architecture which will
reflect the shadow of the first cathedral and take the
Church and the people of Canterbury and Christchurch
along the way toward recovery.

Option 3

Restore, restore, restore.

21/04/2013 4:01

55 -64

Upper Hutt

Upper Hutt

21/04/2013 4:38

75 +

Bryndwr

Christchurch

Option 1
Option 3

21/04/2013 4:39

45 - 54

Shirley

Christchurch

Option 3
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OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:
no comment

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:
Like the entrance. Seems more friendly.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:
Don't like the peaked look of it.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

21/04/2013 4:53

75 +

Bryndwr

Christchurch

21/04/2013 4:59

55 -64

St Albans

Christchurch

Option 2

21/04/2013 5:11

65 - 74

Cashmere

Christchurch

21/04/2013 5:15

55 -64

Ashburton

Canterbury

I do not believe the stories the CPT have circulated about The Cathedral is a CANTERBURY Building - not just
the cathedral especially the rubbish that it will be unsafe in Christchurch and not Auckland
another earthquake. You do not say that about the
Museum and Art Centre. I do not believe the Trustees
have acted in the interrest of ythe Cathedral which
belongs to all the people. As soon as the Church accepted
money from the Community for the original build and the
ongoing running costs it made it a Canterbury Community
building.

21/04/2013 5:21

Select
Heretaunga,
Age range Upper Hutt

WELLINGTON

This option would clearly not cost anything like the quoted
figure,and it would not take anywhere like the quoted time
frame,these figures are clearly slanted in favour of the
other options After the second world war countless large
buildings right across Europe were re-built very
successfully by countries with very little money

Option 1

21/04/2013 5:22

75 +

Charteris Bay

Lyttelton RD1

As a former canon of the cathedral with many great
memories associated with the present building (including
my ordinations), I nevertheless do not favour restoration.
The earthquakes have given us the opportunity to build
something suited to the expression of the Christian faith in
today's world - along with being able to incorporate
associated facillities that the old building lacked.

Option 3
This is my preferred choice. My only criticism, from the
little I have seen of the plans, would be the building's
shape. With such an opportunity it would be a pity to
replicate the long narrow shape of the old cathedral. A
squarer shape would allow for the chairs to be arranged
not only in formal rows but also in a semi-circle, etc. Our
church at Diamond Harbour (on a small scale) is the sort of
thing I had in mind.

21/04/2013 5:27

55 -64

Fendalton

Christchurch

21/04/2013 5:30

45 - 54

Central City

Christchurch

Lovely - I would be very happy if this could be achieved to I feel this is the weakest option, neither one thing or
keep the essence of our historical identity. I think it goes another and says less about our past or future and more
without saying this means a lot to many
about appeasement and compromise.

I would be pleased if this option could go ahead if it had
Option 3
beautiful detailing and a high quality specification for its
materials. The frontage is inspiring!! My preferred option
would be this - but I would LOVE to see some parts of the
old Cathedral incorporated with contemporary steel
bracing expressed where necessary - its a big ask for
people to appreciate the vision of old and new in a positive
way. But great contemporary architects have done
amazing things juxtiposing old and new for an exciting
interplay of difference and an expression of history and
future. For what its worth, I hav

21/04/2013 5:30

65 - 74

City
centreOptioj

Christchurch

Well I do not live there now but I did in the 1960s and my If restoration is really impossible I would like to see this
father and brother were sidesmen at the Cathedral . I
option.
would like to stay with the traditional option unless it were
possible to do as at Coventry and keep the ruins of the old
one beside the new one

Edgeware

Option 1
Option 3
Option 1
Only one choice. The process seems very flawed. If one
was going to build a new building one would have thought
the CPT would have called for expressions of interest from
around the world so we got a choice of contempary
designs not only one that looks like not only an upturned
dinghy but also a part of the Sydney Opera House. Where
is the originality that should be there. Overall I think the
Trustees are failing miserably in their responsibilities.

Option 1

21/04/2013 5:35

35 - 44

Christchurch

Otherwise it's just not the Cathedral is it?

21/04/2013 5:39

Select
CBD
Age range

Christchurch

We must save this building - beautiful, significant and an
Prefer this to the new option
essential part of the city. It is the spiritual heart of the city

Looks like a pisstake of the old Cathedral.

21/04/2013 6:01

55 -64

Avonhead

Christchurch

This is not an option in my view - and never has been. I
have been fortunate enough to have seen the damaged
building "up close" several times

21/04/2013 6:10

55 -64

St Albans

Christchurch

21/04/2013 6:35

45 - 54

Bishopdale

Christchurch

Select Option

Looks like crap!

Option 1

Looks cheap and like the rest of the new build - glass and
steel. We need much better than this.

Option 1

and can see nothing that makes it unique or even sensible I ask. I am so "over" being told it is s symbol of my
to "restore" - restore WHAT
heritage

Option 3

Option 3
Yes, it is important keep a part of our history. We can not
make it again once we destroy it. Lots of my Japanese
friends who visited Christchurch think Cathedral is icon of
Christchurch. After the earthquake thier hearts and
thoughts are always with Christchurch Cathedral and they
simply wish they want to visit again. Thank you and best
regards,

Select Option

21/04/2013 7:04

55 -64

Avonhead

Christchurch

No

No

Yes

Option 3

21/04/2013 7:06

55 -64

Avonhead

Christchurch

No

No

Yes

Option 3

21/04/2013 7:19

55 -64

RD3 Leeston

Selwyn District

Don't even think about it

21/04/2013 7:32

35 - 44

Rapaki Bay

Christchurch

Flawed engeneering in that masonry buildings have little
tensile strength. This could be remedied but will be
exspensive and the building will lose it's integrity.
This is what I want to see happen.

This is an opportunity to use modern technique and
Option 3
technology to create a contemporary building that serves
our current needs.
Hate this option. There is going to be enough horrible glass Option 1
monstrosities in our personality-less city, there doesn't
need to be anymore horrible glass structures like that!

21/04/2013 9:08

25 - 34

Linwood

Christchurch

The cathedral is iconic and sat well within the architecture
of the city. Post earthquake, the old cathedral will not sit
well within the cities landscape, although it could provide a
interesting history. However, a large negative for
restoration are the risks to safety, both during the
restoration and following.

21/04/2013 9:41

55 -64

Kaiapoi

Christchurch

Please restore....... make us famous outside of europe.

Select Option

21/04/2013 9:54

55 -64

Grafton

Grafton NSW
Australia

I am an expat and was devastated that the place I was
born was flattened I am currently making a documentary
about the quakes . I am aware of the scenario s that go
with how the money for the Cathedral could be spent. I
am also aware that there is division in the ranks of the
anglican church and state regarding how the money should
be spent. I dont think this division in both hierachies helps
for clear headed decision making. The people of
Christchurch need to hold onto this icon of the old
Christchurch emotionally spiritually and for historical
reasons as part of the cultural identity

Select Option

21/04/2013 10:07

35 - 44

Christchurch

Christchurch

the only logical option, respects historical & cultural
significance, acknowledges our forefathers works using
local materials, the most iconic building in NZ in a city
center, recognizable worldwide. A proper place for
worship, the church has a possibility to reclaim is
community leadership role. Restoration as viewed by ALL
other people of various cultures & religions I have spoken
to as being an easy choice to make and a damn shame if it
is not restored. They give NO SUPPORT FOR A NEW
DESIGN

21/04/2013 10:19

45 - 54

Greenwich

New South
Wales, Australia

21/04/2013 10:37

25 - 34

Woolston

Christchurch

21/04/2013 19:27

25 - 34

Stockholm

Stockholm

Bearable if the first is a no go.

This option reminds me of traditional church architecture
and appears to be similar to the existing version. While I
like it, it reminds me of churches in other cities and doesn't
differentiate itself greatly.

a cheap photocopy design using cheap? materials with no
historical context, will the stained glass windows be reused
from the original, will only local NZ materials be used? or
will you import foreign hardwoods & stone from China?
how much polycarbonate will be in this? FAKE
CATHEDRAL expect a low level of monetary support in
fundraising for this option from the public

The contemporary tells a story; the rebirth of a city. I
Option 3
believe this will sit well within the new cities landscape and
that it can be a safe icon for the future. It looks well
designed and light (although I am not completely for the
sculptural tower shown). This is our chance to place our
mark on history, to provide a building that invites, and that
I would be proud to take my baby daughter too.

NO NO NO will the walls of the original 2-3m height be
used? as stated by the Bishop. will the original stained
glass windows be reused? how will the sacrifices of the
fallen soldiers be acknowledged? what materials will be
used, how much imported materials will it contain?
WORST OPTION EVER

Option 1

Option 1

In a city where we have lost so much, the loss of this
treasure would be heartbreaking. For those who have lost
their homes and neighbourhoods, to see the cathedral
restored will say loudly and clearly, that this place is still
Christchurch, this is still home. There are plenty of sites
elsewhere for new churches. This building carries memory
and meaning for so many of us, within and without the
church, it is loved and cherished, and while a mere object it
helps bind us together as a community. It deserves a place
in our future, and after all, how can we know where we are
going if we do not re

Option 2 looks a little clumsy, without the grace of GilbertScott and Mountfort's original. The cladding seems
uncertain, perhaps old-fashioned white painted timber
would be better. The glass entry looks corporate, whereas
the doors of the original are unambiguous and not
unfriendly; When the doors were open the cathedral was
open and the porch was a place to shelter, a rich but
compressed space preparing the visitor for the majesty
within. The doors were in substance not unlike the
entrance to a house, only much bigger and more beautiful.
The option 2 design lacks this, and with the tower

Option 3 looks rather trendy, and I worry that it will go out Option 1
of fashion before it is complete. To me it is not specially
beautiful, and its enormous walls of glass are a bit
corporate. The ancillary building would be helpful, and the
courtyard gardens are a nice touch. I worry that if the
stained glass of the current cathedral is re-used, it will not
be treated with sufficient dignity or given an appropriate
context. With its openings at the ends and an an absence
of columns it gives a sense of being in a cavern rather than
a glade, and I find that less comforting. It seems a bit
presump
Option 1

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED
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AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

21/04/2013 19:48

25 - 34

St Albans

Christchurch

21/04/2013 20:02

35 - 44

Waiau

21/04/2013 20:03

55 -64

St Albans

North
Canterbury
Christchurch

21/04/2013 20:20

45 - 54

Christchurch

21/04/2013 20:28

35 - 44

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

This is the option that I prefer. Previously we were told
Why go with this option when it can be restored?
that the cathedral was not going to be saved because it
was not safe. However it is now the case that it can be
saved so I am not sure why there is a question of what
option to pick? If this option is chosen it will gain the most
amount of support internationally as people would much
rather give money for a restoration that for a new build. A
restoration has historical significance and the cathedral
was built as the centre point of the city. It is one of the
most recognised buildings in NZ for overseas visitors and
as Christchurch is th

Why go with this option when it can be restored? Further
there is not enough information to make an informed
decision on this option anyway as it does not show the
floor plan / 3D image or refer to the use of the 3m high
walls being used if the cathedral is demolished. But again
as the building can be restored then this is not the most
respectful option. You wouldn't get the Italians ripping
down a building that could be restored. This is not an
option in my opinion.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 1

Option 3
Option 1

21/04/2013 20:38

65 - 74

Diamond
Harbour
North New
Brighton
Wellsford

Auckland

This is exactly how I would like to see this iconic cathedral.
Back again to it's former glory
I support full restoration of the existing Cathedral
No comment

21/04/2013 20:41

55 -64

Wellsford

Auckland

Support full restoration

21/04/2013 21:55

55 -64

Motukarara

21/04/2013 21:56

55 -64

Motukarara

21/04/2013 22:07

15 - 24

Christchurch
(currenty in
Auckland)

RD2
Christchurch
RD2
Christchurch
Riccarton

21/04/2013 22:20

65 - 74

West Melton

Christchurch

21/04/2013 22:22

55 -64

Northend

Waimate 7924

21/04/2013 22:29

35 - 44

Southbridge

Christchurch

21/04/2013 22:31

25 - 34

christchurch

21/04/2013 22:46

65 - 74

21/04/2013 22:50

Christchurch

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

This is a great design and cost effective.

Option 3
Option 1

no comment

no commentno comment

Option 1
Option 1
Option 3
Option 3

While there is value in restoring the Cathedral to exactly
what it was, this value is only of a heritage nature. It is
important for Christchurch to preserve some of it's
heritage but, for the Christian Church our heritage is the
Gospel of Christ, not bricks a mortar. The old Cathedral
did not function optimally for the 21st Century and
therefore the Church needs to be looking to what will best
serve God in this day and age. I do not believe that
restoring the old cathedral is the way to achieve this. Also,
to spend the amount of money required for this option on
one building, is not, in m

This is a very inspiring design that looks to the past but
takes care of some of the failings of the old Cathedral.
But, still appears to have some restrictions in functionality.
I think this option is preferable to a full restoration.

This is by far my favorite. The interior looks amazing and I Option 3
get a sense of the majesty of God just by looking at the
concept pictures. It is important to have a flexible set up
inside to accommodate the many different ways in which
people worship God, and the different functions the
Cathedral now undertakes, while ensuring that our focus is
always on the Alter and on God. One thing that I would say
is essential that is missing from the concept drawings is
any kind of Maori design/carvings etc. I'm also unsure
about the spire being separated from the building. A spire
serves a purpose and
I think a memorial should be on the old site and a new
Select Option
building for Christchurch elsewhere. I believe the
cardboard building is a waste of time and money and
maybe the permanent replacement building should have
been on this site. The building if it is not going to be about
Jesus but for all beliefs should be entirely different and
useful.

Time to let it go. Too expensive and will take too long to
restore.

Very elegant.

This design suits the times. It's fresh and attractive. It will Option 3
in time become just as iconic as the old cathedral has
been.
This looks to be a beautiful interpretation of our past
Option 3
cathedral, I love the way it appears to draw people into it's
structure. So pleased the Rose Window & other windows
would be used if possible. God Bless in your endeavors
Carol

christchurch

it will never be the same / and to hard to long to do

dont like the look of it to be honest

Option 2

Rolleston park

Rolleston

If other groups say they know that it can be restore for
around the lowest quote then give them the option of
doing the restoration, on the full understanding that any
cost overruns or safety worries is their full resonsibility
and liability.

great idea new look for new times and is current and half
the time to build think this one is best
I think that this is a poor replacement for the original,

shows that anglicans and the people of Christchurch in
general can be forward looking with the realization the
something new and exiting can become an icon of the
future.

Option 3

75 +

Kaiapoi
Worship
Rangiora
Anglican

North
Canterbury

I am blessed that most of my ancestors were Christians
My great great grandfather Sam Clothier came on first
four ships and involved himself in helping establish
worship places wherever he lived in Canterbury, firstly
Holy Trinity Avonside and later Clarkville Anglican He also
drew up the first plan for Cathedral Square I cant imagine
huge costs were ever envisaged - just somewhere to
worship God and have fellowship and encourage a
Christian way of life.
I think this option is too expensive
and not practical.

21/04/2013 22:51

75 +

Temuka

South
Canterbury

21/04/2013 22:56

55 -64

Doyleston

Canterbury

I'll always miss what we had. Would rather not restore
though, due to time, expense and safety factors.

21/04/2013 23:05

65 - 74

Avonhead

Christchurch

Too expensive

21/04/2013 23:08

35 - 44

Rangiora

christchurch

21/04/2013 23:26

65 - 74

Sumner

Christchurch

21/04/2013 23:29

75 +

Sumner

Christchurch

21/04/2013 23:44

65 - 74

Mairehau

Christchurch

21/04/2013 23:46

35 - 44

North New
Brighton

Christchurch

21/04/2013 23:53

65 - 74

WOODBURY

Again very costly and it would not really "be" the old
if the Cathedral is not restored as originally built I would Option 3
cathedral and would probably still have upkeep
want a model of the original and historical information in a
prominent place so that its traditiona were not forgotten.
disadvantages
I quite like the idea of a wooden
Cathedral built as the pioneers could have built it originally "
but that seems impractical too However

Lets look to the future of Christchurch in the 21st
Option 3
centuary as the city renews itself.Our forebears gave us a
wonderful building which served the Anglican communion
and the city for 150+ years. A contemporary Cathedral will
complement the rebuild of the inner city. Retain the base
of the present.Christ Church Cathedral as an iconic
reminder of Christchurch's history, with a modern place of
worship alongside..THE COVENTRY OF THE SOUTH!
Would rather not, as it smacks of an imitation (and not a
much cheaper one) of an imitation. If we want to see a
magnificent gothic cathedral now, we will just have to
travel to Europe where they can have 800 year old
buildings because they aren't on the Pacific rim of fire!

I like this one best.

Beautiful! I love the 'praying hands/boat' shapes - seems Option 3
uniquely appropriate for a city that began with prayer and
the first four ships. I love that it won't take so long or cost
so much as the first two options. I love that most people
will feel safer in a building specifically designed to reduce
the dangers of earthquake destruction. I love the glass and
steel tower with the spiral staircase. It is magnificent. I love
the cross of light in the roof. Whatever we have, let's find
a way to incorporate all the old stained glass that has been
rescued from all demolished Canterb
I like this option but feel it would be better without the
Option 3
spire. It does not appear to match the building and would
make the rebuild cheaper. The other options the spire does
match the buildings.
Option 2
Option 3
Option 2

I think this would be a backward step. We have the
opportunity to move into the future with a new design and
showing our intent to be a faith community for the future
not a tradition bound narrow focussed group.

The cathedral is so iconic to the city (across the world)
that it should be restored. It is the part of the heritage of
christchurch and will be so for many more hundreds of
years if it is restored.
GERALDINE,SO I strongly favour this option
UTH
CANTERBURY

This design looks good but is too close to the original. It
would always be compared with what we had and did in
the past. I do however prefer the interior of this design to
that in the Contemporary option. The lines are uplifting
and very graceful while the interior shown in the pictures
of the contemporary design seem cluttered to my eye.

This option is a step into a new dynamic future. The style Option 3
has a lovely sense of reaching up to the heavens and also
somehow enclosing us in safe arms. The tower is especially
beautiful. It would reflect the intention of the region to
build something new and inspiring on the foundations of
our past.
Option 1

This is my second choice after restoration

Option 1

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

21/04/2013 23:54

65 - 74

Opawa

Christchurch

I believe that Christchurch NEEDS our Cathedral to be
restored. It is not just a Church (though a very beautiful &
important one), it is the HEART of Christchurch. It is how
we see ourselves represented to the World. It is stylised
not only by the logo of CCC, but in many other
organisations. I have grown up respecting & revering it, as
have most Cantabrians. I cannot imagine the same feeling
of LOVE, REVERENCE, PEACE, & the closeness to GOD
that our beautiful Cathedral has engendered, being present
in a modern-looking structure (a bit like a Place of
Business rather than a Church), or a stra

Definitely NOT... feels like we are going backwards, instead Select Option
of forwards

22/04/2013 0:26

45 - 54

Avonhead

NW

As a regular church attender I have enjoyed the beauty of This is just a replacement of the old building with modern
the old Cathedral. Post EQ I think it would foolish to risk
materials....lacks any wow factor and although safe is
the lives of ourselves , children and grandchildren in the
uninteresting
name of the building's history. We are not Coventry we are
not Dresden we are Christchurch and we need to face up
to the fact we live with earthquakes and need a building
we can worship in and also be safe.

Something along these lines would be fabulous. Like many Option 3
things about this, it is colourful, bright ,welcoming and
safe. It is definitely the best way forward.

22/04/2013 0:54

35 - 44

Riccarton

Christchurch

The Cathedral is stunning and intricate in design. It is one
of the "must see's" in the world. The Christ Church
Cathedral is iconic

22/04/2013 1:47

75 +

Marchwiel

Timaru

I would like the Cathedral as it is now kept for History with I like a replica of the old
a new Cathedral near by.

22/04/2013 1:59

35 - 44

burnside

Christchurch

Mark 2:21-22 (NIV) 21 “No one sews a patch of unshrunk Option 3
cloth on an old garment. Otherwise, the new piece will pull
away from the old, making the tear worse. 22 And no one
pours new wine into old wineskins. Otherwise, the wine
will burst the skins, and both the wine and the wineskins
will be ruined. No, they pour new wine into new
wineskins.” .........Don't know why but, this Bible verse
touchs my mind. I wish this beautiful building would be a
great, fresh place for God and the people.

22/04/2013 2:09

15 - 24

Ilam

Christchurch

Fantastic - the cheapest and the best. Let's move forward Option 3
and be proud of ourselves. Of course remembering is
important, but it's not worth restoring the old girl I don't
think. Too much money on a building - let's use that
towards the people.

22/04/2013 2:12

Up to 15

Burnside

Christchurch

I do like option 1, but I think if a earthquake happens it will
come down like the old one.

22/04/2013 2:55

45 - 54

Spring Creek

Marlborough

This is trying to recreate the past. The past is , sadly , just
that - the past. It has gone.

West Melton

Christchurch

This is the only option that should be considered.

the symbolic heart of our city and is a significant and
A mish mash.
beloved heritage building. Identifys our city to the world.
Christchurch has lost too many heritage buildings and it
would be a travesty to demolish and replace with a church
which has no heritage value. I would personally donate
towards the restoration and I am not alone on this. Can
and should be restored to its former glory; a testiment to
the resilience and spirit of Cantabrians. "

I think it will be ok with more stronger materials but
tourists would'nt really like to come because there might
be only little changes.
This looks beautiful, but is it the most practical option for
the church to use?

Option 1

Option 2

I like this option the best. 1. because lots of tourists will
Option 3
come because its new. (my prediction). 2. good material.
Good Luck
This also looks great, but how practical is it for the church Option 2
to utilise? I believe that this is the option most likely to be
built in the shortest time frame and therefore the easiest
to fund. But churches and Cathedrals last for generations,
perhaps getting the design right for future use is more
important than getting something in place quickly.

22/04/2013 3:25

35 - 44

22/04/2013 3:51

Select
Clifton
Age range

Christchurch

Love the contemporary style. Think it could look
stunning.

Option 1
Option 3

22/04/2013 4:40

75 +

Cust

North
Canterbury

Select Option

22/04/2013 4:52

75 +

Eyreton

Kaiapoi

I would prefer a variation on this, but something more
dome-like, inclusive, not Gothic. Creating a feeling of
fellowship and less narrow and exclusive.
Build to a high quality

22/04/2013 4:54

55 -64

St Albans

Christchurch

22/04/2013 5:24

75 +

Spreydon

Christchurch

22/04/2013 6:34

35 - 44

Hastings

22/04/2013 6:43

65 - 74

22/04/2013 6:43

Option 3

Yes. The Cathedral is one of the anchor buildings of the
city and the province and must be retained.

Very much a second choice.

Very much a third choice.

Option 1

Hawkes Bay

Definitely this option is my preferred!!!!

NO!!!!

NO WAY - YUCK!!!!!!

Option 1

Oamaru

Oamaru, North
Otago

Too expensive. Also, it will never really look like the
previous Cathedral.

More traditonal for ChCh. Seems to sit comfortably and a
good "ïn between"version. "

No, far too modern - looks a bit like an upturned dingy.
This is a Cathedral we are talking about. ChCh. should try
to keep the historic mode as much as possible. This is an
Anglican Church cathedral, not a modern town hall!

Option 2

65 - 74

Waiuku

Auckland

Practical.
This represents the early history of Christchurch, a
connection with the early settlers, and the strength of the
Church of England in this settlement. Its architectural style
and the choice of materials were an expression by the
founders of the city of the confidence, strength and
permanence of this new city which promised so much. Its
restoration has far broader meaning than providing
Christchurch with a replacement Anglican cathedral. We
are not just replacing a place of worship. Its restoration will
be a huge symbol of the resilience and determination of
the people of Christchurch, just as

A pleasing and modern interpretation of a cathedral, but
apart from its location lacking the historic connections,
architecturally, socially and culturally embodied in the
original cathedral.

Option 1

22/04/2013 8:05

65 - 74

Redwood

Christchurch

and from the outside the new "lightweight" stone looks
fake. The interior is OK

Option 3

22/04/2013 8:20

75 +

Ilam

Christchurch

Not practcal given : 1. The damage to the building. 2. The I don't particularly like it. Its squat
state of the ground...unsuitable for a heavy building. 3. The
expense of restoration.
We need our history and must keep every original building
from the past that we can. The Cathedral is a wonderful
piece of architecture and is part of our heritage.

22/04/2013 8:26

65 - 74

Waikuku

7691

22/04/2013 9:09

55 -64

Rangiora

Rangiora

22/04/2013 9:50

25 - 34

St Albans

Christchurch

22/04/2013 9:58

35 - 44

Redcliffs

Chritschurch

Option 3

22/04/2013 10:18

15 - 24

Riccarton

Christchurch

Option 1

Option 3

Option 1

Future generations will appreciate the value of original
restoration carried out.Time is not important.Over seas
construction of war damaged churches have not been
rushed, many have taken decades to complete.
Don't do it. I loved attending services in the old cathedral, Don't do it. It's neither fish nor fowl and I can't get excited This is the route to follow. Make a bold statement for the
but it's time is gone, and there are far more pressing needs about it.
future, symbolizing a new start. This may not be exactly
for that money.
the right design, but heading in the right direction
I think this approach while having historical significance is a I really dislike this design - it's such a nothing design.
waste of a)money and b) and opportunity to make
something much more useful for the church and
community

Option 1

Option 3

I really like this approach, but I feel like it is still constrained Option 3
by the general shape and approach of a classic cathedral. I
would like to see something built that while still having a
sacred space is flexible enough for multi uses. One way
that could make the space useful for multi uses include
classic and contemporary music and creating more
intimate feeling space would be moveable acoustic panels I think they do something similar in the sydney opera
house. I'd to see spaces available that could be used for
things like society of salt and light summits and other
similar mult

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

22/04/2013 10:34

15 - 24

Sydenham

22/04/2013 10:36

65 - 74

CITY/AREA:
Christchurch

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:
Costs too much money and will take way too long to
restore a building that is beautiful but is impractical for
modern uses and needs.

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:
Way too similar to the old cathedral, kind of a waste of
time.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Really like this one. The interior is beautiful especially the
Option 3
Icon of Mary and Jesus. I definitely think there needs to be
space for children and families within the main area. The
idea of having a childrens chapel is nice but kind of
excludes them from the main worship area, especially
families with young children and babies etc. I think its
important to include them in the main service. Perhaps the
chapel could be for youth. I think some sort of kitchen area
within the main building is important as a lot of community
time happens around food etc, but doing so in a way that
doesn't take a

22/04/2013 10:45

25 - 34

Stratford-upon- Warwickshire
Avon CV37
.UK
9XD
Bishopdale
christchurch

22/04/2013 10:47

25 - 34

bishopdale

canterbury

22/04/2013 10:48

35 - 44

London

London

22/04/2013 10:50

45 - 54

Wembey

London

22/04/2013 10:52

45 - 54

London

UK

22/04/2013 10:53

25 - 34

Westcliff-onsea

Essex, UK

22/04/2013 11:04

25 - 34

Battersea

London

22/04/2013 11:09

45 - 54

Cheshunt

Hertfordshire
UK

If this St.Pauls in London, there would be no question
about restoration being the correct solution. This is the
most famous lanmark in Christchurch - so I suggest that in
the long-term, this is the most financially sound option.

22/04/2013 12:53

65 - 74

Cobden

Cobden

Having visited cities in France recently I was impressed on Does not have the same gravitas that the original has how cathedrals had been restored after heavy damage
could look a bit cheap after a while. However it may be a
caused by the war - if they can do it what is stopping us? safer option if further earthquakes occur.

Should not even be considered! It is not I'm keeping with
the way I would like to see the cathedral

22/04/2013 20:43

25 - 34

Spreydon

Christchurch

This would be great if it's possible to ensure it will be
completely safe for generations to come.

I don't understand this design. I think it looks like
Option 2
something from Salt Lake City! It doesn't seem to be
suited to christchurch or an anglican church. I think future
generations will look at it and wonder what we were
thinking building such a weird looking church.

22/04/2013 20:53

45 - 54

Sumner

Christchurch

22/04/2013 21:08

15 - 24

Redcliffs

Christchurch

I would love the cathedral to be restored but think I would I really like this design as it incorporates the feel of the old
feel nervous inside. I will miss this icon in the city centre
design with light weight, earthquake safe materials. The
but think it is important that people feel safe inside, which design is welcoming and bright. I really like the spire idea.
may not be the case if we restore the old design. Maybe if
you did a replica of the stone cladding out of plaster or
another light weight material.

While I like this design I wouldn't feel like it belongs in place Option 2
of the old cathedral. It is a great design but doesn't reflect
the old cathedral enough. It would feel out of place to
christchurch people. The spire is awesome though as it
seems to merge with or desolve into the sky. very cool!

22/04/2013 22:27

25 - 34

Somerfield

Christchurch

I would feel unsafe restoring it the same- plus we will
always remember the way it was but our city has changed
and it's now part of our history.

As the centre of our city it should represent the new
Chch.

22/04/2013 22:29

15 - 24

The Peaks

22/04/2013 22:38

65 - 74

Redcliffs

Hawarden/Huru
nui
Christchurch

22/04/2013 22:54

25 - 34

Richmond

Christchurch

22/04/2013 23:20

55 -64

Rosedale

Invercargill

22/04/2013 23:56

65 - 74

Loburn

Rangiora

23/04/2013 1:26

Select
Dorrigo
Age range

NSW
AUSTRALIA

23/04/2013 1:39

55 -64

Christchurch

Christchurch

The Cathedral symbolises the past and future of
Not an option. This does not reflect our Christian value of
Christchurch. We need to reflect where we are from and respecting the thoughts and needs of others. A very
celebrate this. The Cathedral is more than the Anglican
selfish option
Church-ratepayers have also funded it over the years as it
is part of our city. I and my children have visited the
cathedral prior to the earthquakes. Even though the
church has stated people had not been inside. We use to
climb to the top, visit at Christmas, the children service.
My children visited this as part of their high school religion
programme. They are in their twenties and are devastated
at the possibility of losing this

christchurch

Too expensive

23/04/2013 2:10

25 - 34

barrington

23/04/2013 2:38

45 - 54

Riccarton Park Christchurch

Option 1

would love the restoration but not the price

love love the traditional i think this is the was forward

definitely not, so ugly

i think the traditional look is the best of all three because it would hate to see this replace the old cathedral
would like to see the building restored; however, i dont
think it is the safest option and the budget for this project looks fabulous, has a taste of the original yet a modern
version that comes at a great price
is too high
I think it is a shame to get rid of a beautiful building. It is
worthy to preserve some history.
destory a a lovely building as this, is never a good idea
I visited Christchurch in 2003 and from a tourist point of
view feel that the Cathedral cannot be replaced and is one
of the Iconic building in NZ not just Christchurch.
Definetely restore. It is a memorable iconic building from
Not sure what this would really entail.
my visit to New Zealand. A world known tourist attraction
and a beautiful building that should be restored.

Option 2
Option 2

Option 1
Option 1
Option 1

This would not be good as it would in essence loose its
history. Contemporary churches look less attractive.

Option 1

Option 1
Select Option

I think this design is beautiful...a reminder of the old and
traditional but in line with a new era and a new improved
christchurch. This option has my vote for sure. I think the
classic design will stand the test of time and still look
beautiful in the future.
I love the architectural style of the traditional building.

Option 1

Option 2

Option 3

Option 2
Option 3
This would be my preferred option.

If restore is not possible due to the cost of it, then I would I really don't like it - it would be a real shame for
Select Option
like to see it rebuilt replicating the traditional gothic
Christchurch to loose all of the Gothic type buildings - and
cathedral.
all memory of them.
Need to move forward into the future; inspiring design.
Option 3

Costly. Operational difficulties; unsuitable for the 21st
Century. The "cardboard cathedral" could be the
permanent cathedral and replaced every 50 years. That
would free up some money to meet other needs and
ensure that the building was suitable for purpose into
perpetuity. "

Expensive compromise.

Beautiful and elegant, wonderful architecture. Is there any Option 3
way the congregational seating could be less rigid for
better interaction. If some low level remains of the present
cathedral could be retained and made into a garden that
would be the perfect memorial i.e. Coventry Cathedral. Or,
the stand alone tower could be the designated memorial
for the city.

i VISIT YOUR cITY REGULARLY. ONE OF THE
WITHOUT THAT AMAZING STAINED GLASS WINDOW
HIGHLIGHTS OF CHRISTMAS WAS TO LINGER IN YOUR THE MAJESTY OF THIS BUILDING IS REDUCED
MAGNIFICENT CATHEDRAL AND PERHAPS ENJOY THE
CAROL SERVICE. THE PEACE AND TRANQUILLITY
EXUDING FROM THIS ANCIENT BUILDING WAS AWE
INSPIRING. IT SHOULD BE RETURNED TO ITS
FORMER TRADITIONAL STYLE GLORY WITH 21ST
CENTURY SAFETY FEATURES ADDED NOT DIMINISHED
BY 21ST CENTURY ANGULAR AND UGLY
ARCHITECTURE

Select Option

Why put the church in the heart of the city when you have Option 1
alienated the people of Christchurch who want to be
involved in the rebuild. The new contemporary design
does not reflect our past which is such a strong part of our
bilingual society. An ugly choice which I hope the people
of Christchurch are not asked to help fund it. It this is
what the church wants then is has to be done
independently. So many people want to fund the
restoration but they will not fund this superficial building.

Option 2
It is very important to keep some of the traditional. After
travelling overseas I can back with a real passion to keep
our Cathedral however I know that our population is small
and the big issue is money. I have been disappointed about
the Cardboard Cathedral, in my option the money should
have stayed in the bank.
no

Select Option

23/04/2013 3:31

75 +

Temuka

Temuka

no too dear

23/04/2013 4:06

75 +

Central

Christchurch

The Cathedral building, which has been widely loved, is not
to be despised as neo Gothic. That style was not a slavish
harking back 500 years. It was a genuine revival from an
earlier inspiration. Built in the mid 19th century, the
Cathedral was true to its age and represented what our
forebears brought to the new settlement. It is a modest
cathedral by some standards, but it has excellent design, a
good well proportioned nave arcade, and some lovely
arcading the length of the nave aisles and in the choir.
Overall, it has appealed to all citizens, whether
churchgoers or not. It has bee

yes for the future generations this is the best option

Option 3

23/04/2013 4:08

65 - 74

Leeston

to old needs to be in the 21st centery

23/04/2013 4:39

Select
Age range

Ellesmere
Parish
inner city

Christchurch

Must keep this very special spiritual building

Option 1

23/04/2013 5:51

45 - 54

Sumner

Christchurch

23/04/2013 6:52

55 -64

Merivale

North

It is imperative that our main piece of heritage is
preserved. We have lost so much of the central city.
Restore the Catherdral .

Option 1

Option 1

still the same as the old one but new color

Time to upgrade bring in the 21st centery

Option 3

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
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AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

23/04/2013 7:33

15 - 24

Rolleston

Christchurch

There is no point in restoring the old catherdral, as it will
never be the same anyways

23/04/2013 7:39

45 - 54

Fernside

Rangiora

The cathedral should be restored to it's former glory
regardless of the expense. This is the foundation of our
city and was constructed by the very people who came
here before us and we should honour their vision for our
church. It would stand as a reminder that although much
of the beautiful architecture has been lost through the
earthquake the church has risen up again to take pride of
place in the square and remains the same when all around
has changed dramatically-people need something familiar
to hold to.

23/04/2013 7:45

15 - 24

Mt Pleasant

Christchurch

23/04/2013 8:39

15 - 24

Russia

Moscow

23/04/2013 8:48

25 - 34

Monaco

Nelson

23/04/2013 8:57

35 - 44

sumner

christchurch

23/04/2013 9:30

55 -64

Sumner

Christchurch

23/04/2013 9:33

65 - 74

23/04/2013 10:17

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:
Would be really good for Christchurch to have something
new and different, something to call our own!

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 3

Option 1
Nice the design is simiiar, but has lost its 'old world' charm Yuk! This looks more like a space ship than a cathedral,
not a building I would want to visit if I was a tourist and not
and appeal. Looks like it's made out of cardboard!
a place I would worship either.

Option 1
Option 3
2nd. Important iconic building.

3rd. It seems too similar in a kind of way that it doesn't fit. 1st. It is beautiful. It's very modern but seems to hold a
Trying to be something it's not. Stunning design, but not
classic look about it. I love the simplicity of it. I feel like its
right for cathedral square.
statement would be "yes the cathedral is important
Yes please

* it's familiar, personally much loved and we have already
lost so much in our city * it's heritage, part of our story
and identity as Cantabrians * it would be easiest to
fundraise for locally (and possibly more widely) * BUT the
work involved in doing the seismic strengthening, the
HUGE costs involved and the VERY LONG time frame
expected to complete the project make it uneconomic and
impractical * Yes it's heritage and its loss of our identitybut
the city is ready for

* initially very drawn to a familiar concept and being built
throughout in wood * I like the welcoming front * I dislike
the pillars as blind spots and not drawn to the COST and
TIME factors compared with Option C

* it's fresh n forward looking and honours the spirit of our Option 3
Christian tradition * it's inclusive worship space without
the pillar/columns to block views * I like the praying hands
around the entrance - a strong visual statement to
outsiders and those entering that this holy space * I like
the community connectedness of the land space and the
imaginative use of light in the ceiling/elsewhere * It needs
to be seen within the context of the new Square and i
don't know how well it would fit/ be compatible with
surrounding buildings * the displayed altar tapestry needs
rethinking -

South Brighton Christchurch

This option represents white colonialism and is essentially This option has exactly the same problem of representing
colonialism and racism as the "restore" option. See above."
racist as only European culture would be represented in
one of the most iconic buildings in Christchurch. It would
perpetuate, particularly in view of its central location, 19th
Century European aspirations of superiority and dominance
over other cultures, in particular Maori.

This is the only option which might allow the construction Option 3
of a building which incorporates serious bi- and multiculturalism. The design must reflect Maori, Pakeha, Asian
and Pacific Island cultural heritages at a minimum. Strong
East Asian elements would look to the future as this is the
fastest growing ethnic group in New Zealand. The time
has long passed when a clearly English building can be
plonked in the center of Christchurch and be assumed to
be appropriate to represent the aspirations of the new
Christchurch.

25 - 34

Sydenham

South

The cost alone seems prohibitive and in my opinion
unjustified in light of our call to stewardship. I also see the
the restoration option potentially becoming prohibitive to
mission as the forms of worship in the church change over
the next centuries. From an audio-engineer's perspective,
the narrow structure of the secret space presents
challenges. This space is not really designed with sound reenforcement in mind.

It is a compromise. Hardly what we ought to be aiming for
when we rebuilt a city's icon and the regional home of the
church. It too presents audio-visual challenges, due to it's
long and narrow shape.

Out of the three options presented it seems the most likely Option 3
to adapt to the changing needs of mission and gathered
worship. It seems more flexible with less of a
"compromise" feel. A contemporary approach lends itself
to flexible acoustic design. One thing worth exploring is
ways to dynamically change the acoustic space (for
example with rotating acoustic panels). This would allow
one to change the acoustic feel of a space given the
different needs (the acoustic needs of a choir are very
different to an amplified rock/pop/electronic band) This
design still suffers from a narrow la"

23/04/2013 11:16

55 -64

Waipara

35 - 44

Barrington

Cannot see why it is so expensive when you will be able to
re-use the stone building materials.
Ideally this is my first option
I like this option. It is traditional and a sympathetic take on
the original.

Option 1

23/04/2013 11:39

North
Canterbury
Christchurch

23/04/2013 12:21

35 - 44

ilam

christchurch

A must,the earthquake has take so much from us,it cant
have our iconic cathedral
yes

Ugly and cheap looking

Option 3

Option 2

My least favourite option. We have enough modern
Option 1
architecture rearing up in this city. We are a Anglican
Cathedral city and our iconic building should be restored or
rebuilt in a traditional way using as much of the original
features.
Totally out of place in chch

Option 1

23/04/2013 12:22

35 - 44

City

christchurch

23/04/2013 12:23

45 - 54

Melbourne

Australia

23/04/2013 19:06

55 -64

Rangiora

North
Canterbury

23/04/2013 19:11

55 -64

Huntsbury

Christchurch

23/04/2013 19:36

35 - 44

Trentham

Upper Hutt

I realise it will be complicated and expensive, but this
beautiful building and symbol of Christchurch deserves to
be restored. I grew up in Christchurch and our first baby
was baptised in the Cathedral in 2009. Such a serene and
beautiful place. Please restore it.

Option 1

23/04/2013 19:42

Select
Omihi
Age range

Omihi

Option 1

23/04/2013 21:02

25 - 34

Ilam

Christchurch

This is the only option we should be looking at , by
restoring the Cathedral to its former status we will be
leaving future generations something to be proud of and
an insight into the history that this building has .
Please restore our Cathedral and leave us our symbol of
our Christchurch heritage. Restore the Cathedral and
restore the faith in people. Don't destroy it, you'll destroy
the symbol of everything I loved in Christchurch.
Christchurch without the Cathedral as we know it is not a
Christchurch I want to live in. Leave us with a reminder of
the past. Please.

23/04/2013 21:45

65 - 74

Ilam

Christchurch
8041

23/04/2013 22:06

75 +

Cashmere

Christchurch

23/04/2013 22:31

65 - 74

Oxford

Oxford

23/04/2013 22:41

75 +

lower
Cashmere

8024

23/04/2013 23:23

65 - 74

lochiner

Lake Tekapo

23/04/2013 23:51

65 - 74

hoon hay

chch

I love the old church and would love to see it restored.
Whenever I think of CC I think of that cathedral
While I mourn the loss of our beautiful cathedral, I think
the cost of restoration is too great to justify.

Option 1
Option 1
This option would always feel like a replica, no matter how The earthquake has given the diocese the opportunity to Option 3
authentic. If we wanted to retain the gothic revival style in rethink the way we do church in the city. We now have
the square, we should choose the restore option
the opportunity to build a building which glorifies God,
provides a welcoming space for worship and reflection,
makes an architectural statement on an historic site, is
safe, beautiful and multifunctional. The new cathedral
should have flexible spaces to accommodate all styles and
sizes of worship, and also be available for secular functions
when not required for worship.
I like this design very much. It is sympathetic to the
Option 3
heritage of the Christchurch in its design but the
contemporary nature is right for our new city. The arches
at the west door look like the praying hands. It gives a
peaceful image.

Whether you are a believer or not, the square and the
Cathedral are the focal point of the City and should
continue to be so. It doesn't matter how long it will take
to restore be it 50 to 100 years. The excess cost after
insurance etc could be funded by public subscription etc.
Compare this to the Sagrada Familia in Barcelona which
has been totally funded by public subscription.

Option 1

Looks a bit to "chunky" for my liking."

Originally preferred this, but now feel it looks like ski jump
for the Winter Olympics.

Option 1

Option 3
Exciting. Would prefer semi-circular floor plan arranging
seating around sanctuary. Suggest East Window depicts
adult or resurrected Christ as it is Christ Church. Colour to
complement other colours. Rose window - can it be in
front? The diamond pattern of outer glass clashes and
detracts from it.
The king is dead long live the (new) king!

Worst of the options.

A chance to give a 21st Century architect the chance to
shine. Almost all o9f the old buildings have gone, so a new
catherdral needs to be modern.,
I favour this design as it shows the way forward. I was in
the Cathedralwhen the January quake occured and was
covered with white plaster dust. I would not go into a
restored stone building again.
this is the only way to go, we need to look forward to the
future, not backwards to the past.
Yes please. We need something unique that expresses who
we are sort earthquake. Love to you all Richard

Option 3

Option 3

Option 3
Select Option

REF

CATHEDRAL
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AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

24/04/2013 0:39

45 - 54

Riccarton

Christchurch

Beautiful

Beautiful

24/04/2013 0:52

25 - 34

Halswell

Christchurch

Would be expensive. I don't like the idea of unknowns, and Seems unnecessary, almost pointless to have this option.
ballooning costs. Stone is a cold material to sit within. It Lost design with different materials. Not progressive.
has a cold feeling, which has nothing to do with heating.

24/04/2013 1:57

55 -64

Upper
Riccarton

Christchurch

Not at all in favour of this option

24/04/2013 2:18

55 -64

New Brighton

Christchurch

24/04/2013 2:22

45 - 54

central city

Christchurch

I believe the public has been misinformed that this option
will take longer/cost more. It can be built much quicker in
line with other options. The funding is another issue
entirely but the public should be reappraised.

this design is very kitsch

24/04/2013 2:44

75 +

Mission Bay

Auckland

It is a mistake to try and replicate the past. Honour the
past by taking the best of it, but look towards the future.

An unsatisfactory compromise

24/04/2013 3:16

15 - 24

Central City

Christchurch

24/04/2013 3:37

65 - 74

St Albans

St Albans

24/04/2013 4:03

55 -64

Mt. Roskill

AUCKLAND

24/04/2013 6:59

25 - 34

Spreydon

Chrischurch

not much different from option one. Does not inspire.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:
Beautiful- Modern,moving forward,bigger, a safer
structure for future generations to come.Thank you
Reminiscent of the 'first four ships' in design (upturned
keel), or a bishop's mitre. Will allow the cathedral to
perform its civic duties the best.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 3
Option 3

Good to see something that is about going forward and
Option 3
that links with the past in a number of ways. I wonder if
we are bound by the footprint of the old cathedral in some
way as I would have like to see something in the round.
Concerned that the inside of the cathedral works not only
for liturgy shaped hundreds of years ago but also for
contemporary worship.
This is the one in my veiw, it is open, warm, inviting and
cost effective. It is time we move on from the past,
expensive uninviting, cold building that don't complement
the square.
this design is horrible.

Select Option

Option 1

I like it. A striking building soaring heavenwards, and
telling of the glory of God, and using the best of today's
techniques and materials to honour Him.

Option 3

The concept of a contemporary design solves the
problems of weight. It also ignores the problems of a
restoration of the stone cladding which was not a part
original Mountfort design. We must allow today's
aechitects to design today's cathedral for all our
tomorrows. Any nod to Mountfort and his wooden
cathedral would not only be a widely accepted courtesy
but a design enhencement as well.

Option 3

Option 1
The option to restore a bluestone cathedral does not
A faux gothic style of build is yesterday's approach to the
address the continuing problem of the site and the water building of a cathedral.
underneath. The original was built without any knowledge
of liquefaction and so any restoration of the existing
cathedral flies in the face of the advice given by engineers
and indeed the Bible to build on a strong foundation. In
terms of insurance and future quakes this option is not
finacially viable.

Option 1
Absolutely stunning. Full of light and fascinating shapes,
just the beautiful thing our city needs. Especially love that
it's keeping the rose window.

Option 3

24/04/2013 7:13

55 -64

Kaiapoi

Christchurch

option 1 restoration

24/04/2013 7:45

45 - 54

Kaiapoi

North
Canterbury

I strongly believe that this is the best option for our
Not an option that I feel would have the significant
community. The symbolism of the restoration of
emotional impact for our community that restoring
Christchurch Cathedral is worth any cost. It is the single
Christchurch Cathedral would have.
most emotionally important structure in our city. When so
much else has been suffered and lost, restoring the
Cathedral will mean that we have not been beaten, but our
community has fought back to retain the essence of who
we are, in the wake of tragic disaster. The historical value
cannot be quantified, with the destruction of so many of
our old buildings, re-emphasising the absolute importance
of at least this one icon, the heart o

24/04/2013 8:20

Up to 15

Kaiapoi

North
Canterbury

When I grow up I want to be able to show my children and This looks like a second-rate copy version and I do not
This design does not compare to the original Cathedral's
grand children the structure that stands and has survived support it. The restoration option is best and it means such glory and historical value and I do not support it.
an awful lot more than any other option.
through the earthquake period. It symbolises strength in
the way that we as Cantabrians can get back up and still
appreciate our special Cathedral by restoring it. When
most of the city is already destroyed, it would symbolise so
much to have such an important structure restored into its
full beauty. This is better than any of the other options as
although other people may not fully appreciate the
meaning of this unique structure now, in the future they
will understand and apprec

24/04/2013 8:28

65 - 74

Lincoln

Christchurch

24/04/2013 8:47

65 - 74

Bishopdale

Christchurch

24/04/2013 9:00

15 - 24

Kaiapoi

North
Canterbury

This is a magnificent structure that I believe is undoubtedly Please just restore the Cathedral.
worth the cost of restoration. When people think of
Christchurch, they still think of the Cathedral as it stood
with its majestic, traditional design. We all know that it is
the icon of the city and by rebuilding it, we can retain and
cherish our history. Although a modern design sounds so
appealing to some, I believe that our future and our past
should have one beautiful cathedral design. We have an
entire CBD to rebuild with modern architecture, let's save
the contemporary designs for that and rebuild our
Cathedral as it was, f

I understand the tendency that many people have towards Option 1
a fresh contemporary design for the cathedral, however,
we have the opportunity to rebuild an entire city with this
modern architecture. Why can we not leave ONE special
and significant piece as representative of our original city,
regardless of the cost?

24/04/2013 9:34

55 -64

Avonhead

Christchurch

I found the interior of the original cathedral to be dark and Apart form the materials, the design is too similar to one
uninviting. It had a gloomy sombre atmosphere and I found and again the comments above would tend to apply unless
it did not inspire me to praise God. I would not like to see it the interior is vastly different and user-friendly.
restored. We need to see it as the end of an era
symboising the colonisation of Christchurch by British
settlers. Today, Christchurch has approx 160 different
ethnic groups. In addition, apart from the main part of the
building being used, there was little other use for
counselling, bookroom, Christian resiurce materials and
place wher people could meet i smaller groups.

By far the most progressive and enticing design. The glass Option 3
would allow much natural light into the cathedral. It is
modern and presumably would be multi-use. It looks
inviting so that I want to go inside. What a magnificent
structure paving the way for the rebirth af a modern
multicultural city and spiritual renewal. Let us hope that the
light seen in this building will be spiritually reflected in the
new light of Christ in many lives of those entering its
preceincts.

24/04/2013 9:40

45 - 54

avonhead

christchurch

24/04/2013 10:44

45 - 54

burnside

christchurch

24/04/2013 13:17

65 - 74

Avonhead

North bay
Ontario Canada

24/04/2013 15:34

45 - 54

Grendon
Underwood

Aylesbury UK

24/04/2013 16:38

25 - 34

St Kilda

24/04/2013 17:25

Select
Dachswald
Age range

Melbourne,
Australia
D 70569
Stuttgart

24/04/2013 18:05

Select
Hoon Hay
Age range

Christchurch

Option 1
Not an option that I feel would have the significant
emotional impact for our community that restoring
Christchurch Cathedral would have.

I would like to see the present damaged cathedral made
safe which could be used as a memorial for the
earthquakes. It would be lovely and I feel a necessity to
have something Traditional in a glass and concrete
business area that is now being constructed in the central
city.

Option 1

Option 1

Option 2

Option 3

how on earth will we get the money to possibly afford this cheap look alike that no tourist will bother with
option?

An attractive, exciting, vibrant and new image reflecting
the diversity of Christchurch and the church.
best option - functional for todays worship groups, going
to be built in a reasonable time and affordable
Kiwi living in Canada, with lots of family in Christchurch
and vicinity. Love being able to have a say! Think this
contemporary design looks amazing!!!

This was such an iconic building not just for Christchurch,
but for NZ as a whole. I think this or option 2 is the best.
We visited the Cathedral the previous August, our first
time to NZ and were so impressed by this building
straightaway. It drew you to it, unlike any other building in
Christchurch.

Option 3
Option 3
Option 3

Option 1

It would be nice, if the Cathedral - a historical place to
meet Good - could be restored. When their is too much
destroyed, so it would be nice if there could be kept parts
of the destroyed ensemble, to remind of what has been.

This, I think, is not historical nor a new Impression.

Overly expensive compared to other options with the
same functional limitations as the previous cathedral

Improved functionality over Option 1 and preserves the
general appearance of the previous option but misses the
opportunity to do something fresh and more relevant to
our New Zealand culture

Opportunity for a new landmark building, bringing an
exciting focus to the city centre.
In connection with some remorial parts, there is a chance
to find a temporary form of modern way of recognicing
God , of meeting, praying and praising Him and to find a
good accustic for making musik. May be it will get a good
place of nowadays spirituality.
Is the most functional and economic solution that also
offers the greatest opportunity to create somthing fresh
and relevant to New Zealand and Christchurch culture. It
has also the greatest opportunity to create somthing that
is environmentally sustainable.

Option 3
Option 3

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

24/04/2013 19:17

55 -64

ilam

christchurch

We owe it to our forebearers to restore the cathedral to its
former self, as it was after the 1880's earthquake. The
building would have earthquake strengthening, and built in
such a way to minimise maintenance, and ongoing costs. It
is more than the Anglican church, it is the symbol of
Christchurch, our city. The church has a hidden agenda ,
and has deliberately skewed costings to favour option 3.
The PR by the church has been absolutely despicable on
this matter, trying to ram through its own idea, ignoring
the community and alienating its very own people. If look
at overseas count

24/04/2013 19:32

55 -64

1RD

kaiapoi,

To restore is the only option. The rest of the world are
horrified that there is a choice. We need to preserve our
heritage, to be proud of where we have come from and to
honor the values of our forefathers. RESTORE. It can be
done!!!

Option 1

24/04/2013 21:09

35 - 44

Beach Haven

Auckland

It disgusts me to think in this day and age that a religious
group can justify spending up to $220,000,000 on a place
to worship their god. It will do absolutely nothing for your
public image except enforce people's believe of the greed
and selfishness of religious groups. This money would be
better spent on accommodating the homeless people, not
only in Christchurch but most of the country, which would
also improve your public image. And let's face it, religion
doesn't have a very impressive image at present. Marty
McDonnell

Select Option

24/04/2013 21:32

15 - 24

Linwood

Christchurch

Far too expensive. Not the right response to an
opportunity for the Church to do something that reflects
and represents a post-earthquake Christchurch.

Don't mind it. Reflects the heritage of Christchurch to
some extent but still appears as a vast, intimidating space.
Still would like something that is a 21st Century expression
of the Church, not a 19th Century expression.

I like the idea of a contemporary cathedral and there are
Option 3
aspects I particularly like such as the interior but I think this
design from the outside looks a bit ugly. Back to the
drawing board perhaps?

24/04/2013 21:50

75 +

Burnside

No

Wooden Fan voulting very impressive, can it be
incorporated in some form in option 3 ?

Much prefered

24/04/2013 21:51

55 -64

Belmont

Christchurch
8053
Lower Hutt

24/04/2013 21:52

15 - 24

Linwood

Christchurch

LOVE LOVE LOVE!!!!!

OK OK OK....

HATE HATE HATE!!!. I woke up crying this morning from a Option 1
horrible dream. I had to witness the man made destruction
of the cathedral. It was a 1000 times worst than seeing the
footage of the earthquake bringing the spire to the
ground. I have no idea where this dream came from, I
hadnt given the cathedral any thought in the past week.
My love for the cathedral is even present when i sleep.
The thought of its destruction reduced me into a shaking
blubbering mess this morning. I hope the churches future
decision doesnt give anyone haunting painful dreams like
mine.

24/04/2013 22:20

45 - 54

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

I want option 1 Cathedral restoration. Christchurch
A secondrate copy, which would offer no meaning
Cathedral has important alue to all Chch people not only
Anglicans, of which I am one. It has significant historical,
emotional and, dare I say it, spiritual value to the multitude
of people ib Chch. Uf we do not restore it fully., I believe
generations that follow us will lament our foolhardiness.

24/04/2013 22:23

65 - 74

St Albans

Christchurch

With 70% of the Cathredral left in tack, the cost to make
safe what is there is about the same as to deconstruct,
why do we want to even concider any thing but to restore
the Catharedral, which has been the heart of Christchurch
for ever. So please put all energy in to restoring rather
than other options.

24/04/2013 23:30

65 - 74

Bryndwr

Christchurch

This is the only acceptable option. The Anglican Church
should be completely and utterly ashamed of its behaviour

since the earthquakes

with regard to Christ Church Cathedral. Here was a "God- Option 1
given" opportunity

24/04/2013 23:47

65 - 74

Bryndwr

Christchurch

The only option is Option 1! The reasons are many and
varied, reasons which the CPT and Bishop actually well
know: The Scott / Mountfort Christ Church Cathedral is
at the heart of Christchurch, historically, geographically,
emotionally and for many, spiritually; restoration would
vividly manifest the church’s connection with and
commitment to the city and its people - past , present
and future. I continue to be incredulous that the Anglican
Church, for which the maintenance of the Christian
heritage is paramount, can even for a moment
contemplate destroying this building! The structur

This option is a pale shadow of the original building; the
mana of the cathedral locally, nationally and internationally
would be severely diminished were it to be built. WHY IS
THIS OPTION EVEN BEING CONSIDERED?

This option is arguably not necessarily the cheapest
Option 1
(bearing in mind fundraising, escalation as mentioned
above.) It is a pastiche of architectural styles which is by
no means truly contemporary, because of its retention of
the Gothic / neo-Gothic structural form. It has taken the
West facade form of Trinity Church Rome and reverse
repeated the curved planes. Its interior is a pale reference
to the original cathedral and to the Gothic and neo Gothic traditions. The Lady Chapel screen, with overscale
imagery is an odd and awkward insertion! The mana of the
cathedral locally, nationall

24/04/2013 23:51

65 - 74

Prebbleton

Prebbleton

Will take too long and be too expensive. Was designed for Accept that times have changed and that modern
the 19th Century not the 21st.
concepts of worship require a much more inclusive
building.

Option 3
Yes, but, remember to bring the worship centre into the
people. Have a good look at the RC Cathedral in Liverpool.
[Paddy's Wigwam] Surely this concept can be
incorporated in a building of modern , but different
appearance.

25/04/2013 0:33

25 - 34

Cashmere

Christchurch

Iconic, amazing piece of architecture. This is a symbol of
christchurch and its people and is more than a place to
worship. It's brings emotion, and people travel to chch to
see this. Don't take the easy route, take the route the
people of Christchurch and the wider communitity want
(restore). Restoration is a long term investment that will
not be regretted.

No, this design is ugly .. I don't believe the architects get
the point :(

25/04/2013 0:51

45 - 54

Belmont

Lower Hutt

seems the obvious and logical choice. Did they opt to
restore in Assisi? Yes. Too much of Christchurch has been
lost. Why lose more?

25/04/2013 1:33

55 -64

Fendalton

Christchurch

25/04/2013 2:20

65 - 74

redwood

christchurch

25/04/2013 2:22

55 -64

Riccarton

Christchurch

25/04/2013 2:28

35 - 44

Manurewa

Auckland

25/04/2013 2:33

65 - 74

REDWOOD

CHRISTCHURC
HI

25/04/2013 3:14

65 - 74

Rangiora

Christchurch

Ugly and not of good form.

Option 1

Option 3
Option 1

Would be wonderful BUT expensive. If it was Dresden or
Coventry, the international community would rally behind
it. But even though I'm a heritage person, I could not back
such funds going to this project when it's had millions
spent on it already and the gap in available finance is so
high. Would people ever feel safe again with all this stone
above them?

Option 1
reminds me of 1970s Catholic church architecture... See
Upper Riccartob fir example. This us NOT a building design
fit for a Carhedral. Please pray and discern more carefullly
church leaders and synod. Say no to option 3!

Select Option

Ok... But not sold on this

Option 1

Option 1

Respect shown to the past, with improved lighting and
other features. Rose window feature is a must. Lighter
structure will give confidence of safety.
While timber would be more flexible than stone

Option 2

this option becomes a "nothing". We already have St
Michaels as a great example of timber. It's going to be
relatively expensive compared with stone."

Option 3

Option 2
I love the old building - it is a place I used to come to for
quiet reflection and it is a building that my family have
come to and worshipped in for over five generations. I
liked that physical link but I also loved the stonework, the
tiled floors, the bell-tower..... that building demanded
respect. It was so different to the other modern
structures around it, it felt well sacred. We have lost so
much of the city's memory and heritage through the
quakes. I urge you as the custodians to preserve that for
there will be much of the contemporary but little of the old
in our city in the f

My favourite is this design simply for the reason that the
structure retains the design elements of the original but
can better incorporate the modern needs of the church. I
also feel that this structure might be better able to
withstand further seismic activity. The wooden interior
could be quite beautiful. I would hope that the church's
bells might also be incorporated in some way as their loss
would be a sad one. The filigree of the bell tower is
gorgeous. This design makes the most of the light and has
links to the outside area as well as facilities better suited
for the church a

Whilst I can see why the church might advocate for this
Option 2
design, it really leaves me cold. The rounded structure
looks like a nod to the Sydney Opera House and I think the
replacement bell tower looks disjointed from the rest of
the building. Some of the interior is nice but the rose
window is lost and not prominent from the exterior. This
building does not resonate - and not because it is not like
the original but rather that it doesn't seem remarkable
from an architectural point of view. I would hope that you
would appreciate that a vote for one and two is basically to
retain the form
I prefer the contemporary style.The architecture is
stunning and looking forward with a new vision for
Christchurch towards the future makes it more
appropriate .The cost allows the Diocese to put other
structures into place for the future also.

First Preference

Select Option

Select Option

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

25/04/2013 3:18

65 - 74

Papanui

CHRISTCHURC This is my first choice. Does the rebuild have a time
frame? If not can we not take into account the Cathedrals
H
in England ie Coventry which has just been completed
after so many years. Can't we protect it ( the old ) from
the weather and restore it over a period of time. WE NEED
OUR HERITAGE. Once it is gone it can never be
replaced!!!

2nd Choice.

Option 1

25/04/2013 4:12

55 -64

linwood

chch

not for me .

Option 1

LOOKS LIKE THE TITANIC SINKING

Option 1

choose restore option important part of my chch history.as ok would be second choice.
well as the citys history.
RESTORE THE CATHEDRAL
fAKE

25/04/2013 4:21

45 - 54

Shirley

Christchurch

25/04/2013 4:59

45 - 54

Spreydon

Christchurch

25/04/2013 5:28

45 - 54

Cashmere

Christchurch

Please retain the cathedral, it was an important landmark
of chch and a part of my heritage of which we have lost so
much already, listen to the people its for our future and our
childrens, put it back please.
It was practical, not beautiful and would never be the same A good compromise, but still a comprise

Too expensive. Not practical. Not safe.

Much better suited as a tribute to the people of
Christchurch through the earthquakes and as a place of
worship
The best option. New, modern and exciting.

Select Option

25/04/2013 5:47

15 - 24

Fendalton

Christchurch

25/04/2013 5:50

15 - 24

Cashmere

Christchurch

25/04/2013 6:28

55 -64

Avondale

Christchurch

25/04/2013 7:17

55 -64

Rangiora

25/04/2013 8:03

45 - 54

North
Canterbury
Waitakere City Auckland.

25/04/2013 9:23

15 - 24

Papanui

Christchurch

25/04/2013 15:03

35 - 44

London

London

Please restore this wonderful and unique cathedral. It is
absolutely unique and it would be irresponsible if not
restored. I was deeply impressed by it on a visit to New
Zealand and cannot believe the church does not wish to
restore it.

25/04/2013 15:52

45 - 54

Spreydon

Chch

Looks kinda out-dated.

25/04/2013 16:12

65 - 74

UK

Time taken for restoration immaterial . Use the cardboard
one in the meantime. Heritage is important.

25/04/2013 18:58

35 - 44

Addington

Cambridge
England
Christchurch

25/04/2013 19:58

75 +

Addington
(business)

Christchurch
(now resident in
Cambridge,
England)

The Cathedral, iconically in its mid-Victorian gothic,
represents where we came from and the aspirations of our
founders. They placed Anglican Christianity at the centre
of their settlement - a vision that still influences the life
and unique character of Christchurch. If the Poles could
rebuild Warsaw, the Belgians Ypres, the Germans Dresden;
then we can restore the Cathedral - with assured external
support.

25/04/2013 20:15

45 - 54

Papanui

Christchurch

25/04/2013 21:28

25 - 34

Avonhead

Christchurcb

25/04/2013 22:03

65 - 74

Fendalton

City

25/04/2013 22:04

65 - 74

Fendalton

City

25/04/2013 22:20

35 - 44

Strowan

Christchurch

25/04/2013 22:25

35 - 44

Kaiapoi

Kaiapoi

Option 3

25/04/2013 23:08

65 - 74

Rural

Amberley

Option 3

25/04/2013 23:11

55 -64

Cashmere

Christchurch

Option 3

25/04/2013 23:27

65 - 74

Opawa.

Christchurch

Option 3

25/04/2013 23:51

55 -64

Somerfield

Christchurch

25/04/2013 23:56

65 - 74

Johnsonville

Wellington

26/04/2013 0:06

Select
Tai Tapu
Age range

Tai Tapu

Option 1

26/04/2013 0:07

Select
Tai Tapu
Age range

Tai Tapu

Option 2

26/04/2013 0:08

Select
Tai Tapu
Age range

Tai Tapu

Option 1

26/04/2013 0:09

45 - 54

Lyttelton

Lyttelton

Option 1

26/04/2013 0:10

Up to 15

Lyttelton

Lyttelton

26/04/2013 0:14

35 - 44

Mt Albert

Auckland

26/04/2013 0:22

55 -64

ILAM

26/04/2013 1:41

65 - 74

Fendalton

CHRISTCHURC
H
Christchurch

26/04/2013 1:42

15 - 24

Avonhead

Christchurch

26/04/2013 1:47

65 - 74

St. Heliers

Auckland

26/04/2013 2:33

65 - 74

Kaiapoi

Kaiapoi

26/04/2013 3:43

55 -64

Morningside

26/04/2013 4:17

45 - 54

26/04/2013 4:19

26/04/2013 4:38

Looks nice, just a bit too expensive.

Option 1

Option 3
Option 3

Christchurch has lost so much of its heritage due to the
quakes, please let us put something back not destroy for
ever

Option 1

Option 3
Please leave the Christchurch Cathedral as it was before
the February earthquake. It was beautiful, and it can be
again.

Select Option

Option 1
Option 1

Good idea - the original design updated to today's
changing styles and tastes.
Why settle for second best?
Lovely to have the classical design retained with modern,
more sound structure. This design will forever remain a
classic.

Looks like it will "date" quickly. Doesn't fit in with Chch's
Option 2
nature-based theme."
Inappropriate in this circumstance. Unlikely to look good in Option 1
300 years
Option 2

Select Option

Definitely the choice I would go with. It represents both
the old and the new and is consistent with contemporary
society. It's bi-cultural design is fully explored and
expressed reflecting New Zealand society. A fresh start
with a fresh design.

Option 3

I like this design as it indicates that christchurch is starting Option 3
afresh after a terrible tragedy. Our central church should
signify the next step in our journey as a region

As much as it would be great to have the cathedral
restored to its original glory, this is too costly and the
money should be used in more beneficial ways

I prefer a completely new design, using wood, glass and
steel, lighter and safer. This will reflect the new look of
Christchurch and the lifestyle of its people in the future
going forward. I want this place to be a desirable
venue.Inspirational.

Option 3

The chance for reinvention doesn't come along often,
please grasp it.

Option 3

Option 3
Sound engineering and ecomonical reasons for not
selecting this option

Option 3
We must not forget our pioneers who labored through
many years to build the original Cathedral to the glory of
God without being able to move beyond its foundations of
a concrete pad for 8 years! Money was there problem also.

The design of this Cathedral will take us into the 21st
century and beyond. This external contemporary design
seems to reflect there will be found a sacred space for
prayer and praise within its walls.

Option 3

Option 1
This is the design option that offers the most hope. It will Option 3
support (I hope!) both traditional and contemporary
liturgical worship, offer appropriate hospitality and
administrative support spaces, and be cost effective.
Bravo to the Christchurch Diocesan Synod for giving their
support to this option! Our prayers are with you.

I cannot imagine this option would hold any integrity for
the Anglican Church in this century. It would be unethical
to spend so much money on creating a museum piece, in
an architectural style that offers nothing to us today
except sentimental attachment for many who have played
no active part in the life of the Church community.

The Contemporary Design will complement the "new"
Option 3
Christchurch in architectural design. The third option is the
safest
Option 1
Option 1
Our prayers are the most important .
I dont think I will be willing to go back into this building

Option 3

Atlanta, GA USA Of course!

It reminds me of the court houses in the American towns
and cities
Not like the real thing

We need to be looking forward. A new beginning after the Option 3
devastation. It is bright cheerful and welcoming
dated after a few years
Option 1

Beckenham

Christchurch

Too expensive.

Yes please. Looks exciting. Traditional but modern.

As mentioned on Radio NZ, it looks like a lady's genitals.
Crude, but true.

55 -64

Epsom

Auckland

I grew up in Christchurch and attended Burnside High.
Fittingly I am writing this in Berlin after visiting Vienna
Prague and Krakow. In every city they have and still are
faithfully restoring buildings reduced to rubble back to their
former status. Buildings like the Cathedral are unique in
NZ. It could be argued here that they have thousands of
ancient churches cathedrals or buildings so why not
restore some and bulldoze the rest? In every case they
recognise the value to their history each building brings
and they replace them faithfully in the style and materials
that they were built

65 - 74

Ilam

Christchurch

Option 2
Option 1

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:
Auckland

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

Old-style buildings tend to disappear more as time goes on. Looks nice, but lacks historical significance.
I prefer keeping them to remember how old they are and
the architecture of the time they were built.
who has this sort of money to repair. We need to move
Lets go modern. i'd go with the next one.
on.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

26/04/2013 4:54

15 - 24

Glendowie

26/04/2013 5:09

55 -64

26 Montrose dr NELSON
Atawhai

26/04/2013 5:40

55 -64

Remuera

Auckland 1050

26/04/2013 5:59

35 - 44

Bryndwr

Christchurch

I feel like we've moved on and just building it again feels
like it keeps looking back

26/04/2013 6:48

45 - 54

Burwood

Christchurch

We needed to build a cathedral in order to gain city status.
It may technically belong to the Anglican Church but its
amenity belongs to the people of Christchurch. It is an
integralpart of our identity. Restoration would send a
powerful message about our past and our future through
the techniques that would be employed. The church's
stance has added to the stress the city is under. Let those
who will fundraise for the restoration get on with the
mission.

26/04/2013 7:21

65 - 74

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

26/04/2013 7:23

55 -64

Glenbervie

Whangarei

Yes, but in wood as originally designed. I am an Anglican
and object to the narrow range of options

No - too compromising

26/04/2013 8:10

45 - 54

Thorndon

Wellington

Rebuilding this cathedral is a grave mistake. The building
lacks capacity to provide the spaces for contemporary
Christianity - there doesn't seem to be dedicated spaces
for children and young people. How would the Church
fulfil its mission with a building best designed for the 19th
century?

An improvement on Option 1, but looks a bit second best
compared to Option 3.

26/04/2013 8:22

15 - 24

Georgia Tech

Atlanta

The restoration is both more structurally sound and
preserves the rich culture and history of New Zealand.

26/04/2013 10:07

Select
Picton
Age range

Picton

Option 3

26/04/2013 10:27

55 -64

Fendalton

Option 3

26/04/2013 10:38

15 - 24

RD2

134 Fendalton
Rd.
Christchurch

26/04/2013 13:03

55 -64

Huntsbury

This is not my favourite option
CHRISTCHURC The only reason I would think the option 1 would make
sense to me is if it should fit in with the arts centre as that
H
part is being restored.

26/04/2013 22:15

25 - 34

Burnside

Christchurch

So much money and time.

26/04/2013 22:56

65 - 74

Halswell

Christchurch
8025

I think that our forfathers had a vision for this city and that
it should be kept alive, and by restoring our cathedral is a
good way of doing just that.

26/04/2013 22:58

75 +

Ilam

Christchurch

27/04/2013 0:25

35 - 44

St Martins

Christchurch

it is just too expensive to try and retain the existing
building. Having grown up in Christchurch and lived
through the earthquakes I just don't know how many
people are going to feel comfortable returning to this
building in its restored state. While it was a lovely building,
we have to accept the fact that it is gone and we need to
move forward

27/04/2013 1:43

55 -64

Marewa

Napier

Even though the people of Christchurch would like
to have their beloved cathedral back, 200 plus million is an
exorbitant amount just to make people feel better because
they don't continue to mourn the loss. You will still have a
stone building that will not be as safe as a new building and
this amount of money may not result in a construction
likely to preserve the building in a future quake. Some
buildings in Christchurch built to withstand a 9 quake were
largely unaffected by the quake. This is the type of
building that you need.

27/04/2013 2:16

45 - 54

Meadowbank

Auckland

Unfortunately this would look probably like a fake, like a
Whatever the present generation has inherited from the
Las Vegas copy of ten real thing. This option begs the
Canterbury's early settlers and church leaders, good and
question: why?!
bad, including the old cathedral building, it is not the
church's role in this world to preserve the past, as if we
could try to make things last forever. The purpose of
Christ's church is made clear in the bible, and I see nothing
when I read the bible that speaks to our obligations to a
particular architectural heritage. On the contrary, diverting
time and resources to re-creating an expensive and, in
hindsight, structurally inadequate building from a bygone
era would be

This is the option I prefer as it maintains much of the
original building as well as using 21st Century modern
lightweight and resilient materials. The ChristChurch
cathedral is for me a very spiritual, holistic, personally and
emotionally fulfilling Home of Our Lord which I used to
visit annually, until the earthquake. It is also has a
significant spiritual connection for me from my childhood
days where I often visited with my younger sister and
beloved maternal grandfather. In addition, this very special
place was where my heartfelt prayers were answered
about the peaceful & joyful unif
This is ok

It looks like half a boat sticking out of the ground.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 1

Really like this design, but not sure about the design ,
Select Option
behind the alter. It really is in your face and I don't think
fits this design. Cant this be made softer with more stain
glass windows around it.
Option 2

I like this one - I do hope there will be a space to wander
through and sit. I don't love to steeple bit but I love the
shape of the sanctuary and I like that there is still a rose
window. I wonder if there will be a small bit of the old
cathedral left so that people can touch it and remember.
I'm imagining a 1 m high x 2 m long piece of the wall
somewhere

Option 3

Too ridicuous for words

Option 1

Option 3
No - design is boring and lacking any character. Open this Option 1
up to a competitive design contest and I might change my
mind.
The contemporary design is inspirational and I think
Option 3
provides a wonderful opportunity to create a space for the
worship of God. It also symbolises openness with the
community at large. I love the overall concept, especially
creating spaces and buildings for choir and children something that is lacking in the destroyed cathedral's floor
plan. There is a fantastic opportunity to create something
equally, if not more, iconic than the existing building
design. However, I really don't like the seating plan - I'm
concerned that when seated in the transcepts, people may
be physic
Option 1

Would work a lot better if the colour scheme was more like
Not really a fan since it would take so much time and
money to get something that wouldn't be as sturdy as the the original - it looks really drab and boring all the same
grey, but it would be much better with white highlights
either of the other options ...
around the windows and so on, like the original.

Definitely my favourite - I feel like the spire should be
Option 3
attached (or more obviously attached), maybe just with
some diagonal rods - at the moment it looks too much like
a separate and unrelated structure. Still, the design of the
spire (and the whole thing) looks awesome!
If the surroundings of the cathedral are going to be
Option 3
modern new buildings, it would make sense to choose this
option. I personally like the idea of the contemporary
cathedral. I really like the design and already look forward
to being able to worship there. This is a more sensible
option to me as it will be a reality much sooner than the
other two options and I am getting older. It is also more
affordable.

Replica? Strange concept, why not create soemthing new. We have moved past being entrenched in the past, Chch
This is not afterall a feature film!
is ready to take on a new design which reflects the old
Catherdral by is more suited to our contemporary society.

Select Option

Option 1

A new Christchurch - a new contemporary Cathedral
Option 3
which will be much more functional for the on going
purposes of the cathedral being primarily the worship of
God
this is the best option for the Cathedral to move forward Option 3
and once again return to Cathedral Square. This option
offers to a much more "user friendly" option that will
benefit not only worship but the diversity of community
uses. It will enable much needed spaces for school groups
and offer state of the art facilities for the Cathedral
Community and the city at large. It will also mean that the
Cathedral staff will have the space that they need to do
what they do best! The choir will at last have space for the
music and proper practice space. This option is the most
financially responsi"
St. John's Cathedral Napier is a modern (1960's) cathedral I like the idea of a modern building that can meet the
built in the traditional style. Some people love it, but for needs of future generations
others it is neither one thing nor the other, ie it looks and
functions like a traditional building but does not have the
warmth and interest of an old brick or stone building; it is
modern but with all the constraints of an old building which
we have not been able to modify to meet the needs of
the way younger people want to worship now or in the
future. Though Napier people are cognisant of building
strong buildings since the 1931 quake, I don't think this bu

Select Option

This is surely the best option, look to the future. However, Select Option
I feel that it should reference in some way the old building.
There are plenty of precedents.. from Coventry cathedral
to Dresden, and even in my church, St Chads
Meadowbank, when we replaced a crumbling old 1920s
brick building with a shiney new one, we created a heritage
wall, we used bricks from the old building on one outside
wall, we used wood from the ceiling to form a magnificent
full sized cross in the sanctuary, and so on. An
unashamedly modern building that meets today's needs
but builds on, not on top of, the past.
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If it wasn't for the $, this would be my preferred option.
Restoring the church would be a statement to not only the
people of Christchurch, but also the people of New
Zealand. And it's gorgeous. But the current economic
climate you have to be realistic.

This is my preferred option. It retains the beautiful design
of the original church, but uses modern materials, allowing
for a safer church and one that has those little
idiosyncrasies fixed :)

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

27/04/2013 3:24

35 - 44

Glendowie

Auckland

27/04/2013 3:51

Up to 15

Upper
Riccarton,
Christchurch
8042.I
definitely

Upper Riccarton
Christchurch
8042.

27/04/2013 4:15

55 -64

Parnell

Auckland

I prefer to see the original cathedral restored. Does it
matter if it takes a few years longer than option 2 ? Not
in my view. Anything that we do that is worthwhile does
take time. Although option 1 is very expensive option, so
is option 2. Let's go the extra mile. Then we will end up
with a true legacy for future generations, & a fine example
of achievement in the face of severe odds. Lots of
people outside Christchurch would be willing to contribute
to any restoration fund. We were all proud of the old
cathedral whether locals, Anglicans or otherwise. I could
be reli

27/04/2013 4:32

65 - 74

St Heliers Bay

Auckland

Of course I would love to see the original restored, but this Artistically, this would be sacrilege - it would be a travesty.
is 2013, and waiting for several years and spending so
many millions of dollars is completely unfeasible.
Remember and celebrate the original cathedral with a
permanent exhibition of its beauty in photographs, models
and paintings and move on. Use remaining windows and
other features in the new building where possible as a
commemoration.

27/04/2013 5:00

45 - 54

Mt. Pleasant

Christchurch

Dear Bishop Matthews

27/04/2013 5:35

55 -64

Rotherham

27/04/2013 5:53

65 - 74

Hawarden

27/04/2013 6:24

65 - 74

Merivale

27/04/2013 6:33

75 +

Fendalton

North
Canterbury
North
Canterbury
Christchurch
8014
Christchurch,
8041

27/04/2013 6:35

75 +

Christchurch

27/04/2013 7:51

35 - 44

Upper
Riccarton
Halswell

27/04/2013 8:25

45 - 54

Upper
Riccarton

Christchurch

27/04/2013 8:51

75 +

Woodend

27/04/2013 9:20

75 +

Tinwald

North
Canterbury
Ashburton

27/04/2013 9:45

65 - 74

Somerfield

Christchurch

I do not think this is right option as Cathedral needs new
look and it's function isn't enough room to accomadate all
needed for all the purposes of cathedral

27/04/2013 17:10

45 - 54

Haslemere

UNITED
KINGDOM

The cathedral is iconic and should be restored. It is the
costliest option but I believe the money could easily be
raised as there are many people like myself who have
visited Christchurch and would want the cathedral
restored as we remember it. I'm certain many people in the
UK would donate money to this worthy cause.

27/04/2013 19:50

15 - 24

Ann Arbor

Ann Arbor

27/04/2013 21:43

45 - 54

Meadowbank

Auckland

27/04/2013 21:46

15 - 24

Glendowie

Auckland

27/04/2013 21:50

65 - 74

Remuera

Remuera

I would turn the old cathedral into "Safe Ruins' There is
with a small museum dedicated to the earthquake
something quite lovely about time worn ruins which remind adjacent. An eternal reminder and a lovely place of peace
one of a great catastrophe or incident in the past. I have to visit. Then build a new cathedral"
spent many happy hours in the great safe ruins of Europe.
Christchurch would do well to develop the cathedral in
such a way

27/04/2013 22:12

75 +

St Martins

Christchurch

This design was for me a product of its time. It was the
for me the more important feature is what happens inside
way we thought a church should be. Now we see such
the building and whether such a design serves the church
buildings as being limited in the way they function as was today."
proved to be with the addition of the Visitors Centre which
was controversial when it was mooted. While the
appearance of the Cathedral may be "iconic" for many

This design is merely perpetuating what churches are
expected to look like. We live now in the 21st centuary.
Archecture for all kinds of buidings have moved on and
there are many more alternatives as is we now see being
erected all over the city. This design takes us backward
and not forward.

27/04/2013 22:46

65 - 74

Avonhead

Christchurch

Too expensive for the Church to fund. There is many
other areas that the Anglican Church could spend their
limited funds. The Church is the congregation and not
necessarily the building. It is icon only for the older
generation and the younger generation will ultimately
accept whatever design is chosen.

We do not need to remain in the past.

Option 3
Best value for the Church to fund. Can be designed for
better acoustics and congregation participation. Can be
built to the highest code for seismic activity. Will fit in with
the modern style of most of the new CBD

Christchurch

I'm sorry, but I don't like this. At. All. It doesn't look like
Option 2
what I consider a church should look like, but I could be
biased considering I have visited a number of old churches
in the UK and I like more traditional churches. And if you
were creating something other than a church, then I'd
probably still say no...sorry, but contemporary design can
be very ugly and this just reinforces that belief.
I definitely prefer this option. It is an exciting plan for the
Option 3
future of the Anglican Cathedral for the 21st Century and
beyond. The Diocese is to be congratulated for producing
such a modern plan. The Cathedral is for the worship of
God basically and NOT just as a tourist attraction. May this
plan be selected as we go forward from the devasting
earthquakes - which, alas, have caues so much loss of life,
sorrow and devastation.
Option 1

Wonderful idea. Create a new and vibrant city of
Christchurch with the latest technology and design and
make the city a fine example of new innovative planning
and building. I like the design - who cares if it looks like a
boat? Be imaginative and go for it. (My passion lies in the
fact I was born in Opawa, Christchurch!)

I am an Anglican. I used to work as a Japanese Speaking
the centre
Tour Guide (JSG) taking 100s of Japanese tourists through
the Cathedral each year. It was the highlight of their visit
to Christchurch. It was THE reason they came to
Christchurch. They LOVED it! They know Christchurch as
"The Cathedral City". This church is a unique architectural
heritage for our city. It is one of a kind. It has been the
core
I like this design and would prefer to have ec numenial
services there.

Option 3

Option 1

Option 3
Option 3

A gift from the past that given the forces of nature
presents as past it's use by date.
I would definitely like the cathedral to be restored (this is
my first choice) I feel very strongly that we owe it as
homage to the city fathers who built it - an amazing
achievement, especially when one considers the difficulties
that they would have encountered.

A copy from the past, not cheap but nasty.

Provides a focus for the future

I cannot quite understand the 2nd option as I am not
I do not think that this design represents a house of God.
certain whether or not it is the original design that was set It reminds me too much of the Sydney opera house.
aside in favour of the present cathedral (or what remains
of it). Otherwise, I think that a wooden cathedral, built to
the original design, would be a beautiful, safe and practical
place of worship.

Option 3
Option 1

Option 3
Please restore its such a beautiful building And it makes
me feel peace when i see it.. Please Please dont pull it
down its who we are
Too expensive and there are plenty of old beautiful gothic
cathedrals all around the world. I'd prefer something that
functions better for the church.

Please restore

This is such a bad option please dont do it

This is OK but still pretty expensive,

Option 3
This is OK and it is my preference but I really hoped that
we could come up with something that not only functions
well for the church's needs, but is also iconic in a kiwi way.
This looks like part of the Sydney Opera House. I love the
spire idea though - it looks very cool.
this is my prefered option

Option 1

Option 3
Option 3

I think this is a good option for money and for looks in new Select Option
city as it will be. I however do not like the Virgin Mary and
child in the sanctuary window. We do not worship a baby
but the Living Lord. I think you have done a
comprehensive job of writing the conversations book. Very
helpful .Thank you.
Option 1

Option 1
I feel passionate that the Cathedral is restored to the
buildings original state as much as possible. An icon of NZ
must be remembered.

A possibility but wouldn't be the same.

Definitely 'NO'

Option 1

Option 1
Select Option

Option 3

27/04/2013 23:06

65 - 74

Halswell

Christchurch

Not in favour.

Prefer interior design to original.

Most favoured, although more detail required.

27/04/2013 23:10

65 - 74

Halswell

Christchurch

Not in favour

Prefer this interior to original

Prefered option. Would favour extensive use of laminated Option 3
NZ timbers in construction. More detailed required.

27/04/2013 23:12

75 +

Upper
Riccarton

Christchurch

Too costly. Would not be compliant with earthquake
I have no great objections to this option unless it was
standards therefore the safety aspects must be
taking longer to build and cost more than any other option.
considered - - - stone is not a good building material. Take
too long to restore Cathedral as it was. The old internal
pillars obstructed view and the seating didn't feel all
inclusive. I'm definitely not in favour of this option.

If the Cathedral is to be rebuilt then it should be
appropriate for the times as was the old Cathedral in its
day. The old Cathedral suffered damages in earthquake
prior to our recent ones so timber needs to be the main
material used in a new building and the use of glass very
carefully considered. I do not like the idea of having " a
mother and baby " depicted in the main coloured window
in the Chancel - - too Roman Catholic ???"

Option 3

Option 3
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27/04/2013 23:13

75 +

Bishopdale

North-West

Gothic revival is harking back to pre-Reformation times
See above comment.
when churches and Cathedrals were built to reflect what
is now considered a flawed understanding of God and a
feudal view of society. God was deemed to be above and
beyond us, and this was reflected in the architecture of
the places where God was worshipped. Society was also
considered to be stratified in orders of importance as in
the feudal organisation of humankind ('the rich man in his
castle, the poor man at his gate, God ... ordered their
estate') and this was expressed in the internal settings of
churches with their dis

Not only does this offer the opportunity to shape our most Option 3
public and powerful architectural statement about God and
community according to the times and place we live in
today, but also the chance to express this in a way that is
at the very least as soul-warming and inspirational as the
best Cathedrals of another age. The current Option 3
clearly suggests this can be done.

28/04/2013 0:53

75 +

Mangere
Bridge

Auckland

Option 1
This would be my preferred option. The matrix of crosses This is a fall-back choice if option 1 is rejected. At least the Very sorry to say this option has no appeal to me. I have
had some minimal training in architecture and appreciate
and ticks for all three options is very subjective. Seems to plan is not changed too much but again the matrix is
where the designers are coming from. Shades of Coventry
subjective in its treatment.
be phrased in such a way as to discredit this Option 1
Cathedral, which is of course a modern masterpiece. But
please, it's not for Christchurch.

28/04/2013 1:14

45 - 54

Halswell

Christchurch

The site showed an error message when I submitted
originally so I have redone it

28/04/2013 1:17

75 +

Fendalton

Christchurch

28/04/2013 1:21

65 - 74

Papanui

Christchurch

28/04/2013 1:25

65 - 74

Ilam

8041 West

28/04/2013 1:33

65 - 74

Cust

Cust

28/04/2013 1:59

55 -64

Cashmere

Christchurch

28/04/2013 2:08

65 - 74

Ilam

Christchurch

Option 3

28/04/2013 2:09

65 - 74

Fendalton

Christchurch

Option 3

28/04/2013 2:12

55 -64

Fendalton

Christchurch

28/04/2013 3:44

65 - 74

Middleton

Christchurch

28/04/2013 3:57

55 -64

Netherby

Ashburton

28/04/2013 4:58

75 +

Glendowie

28/04/2013 5:08

75 +

Waikanae

28/04/2013 5:35

65 - 74

AvonheadChris Christchurch
tchurch

28/04/2013 5:51

65 - 74

Amberley

Amberley

28/04/2013 5:56

55 -64

Cashmere

Christchurch

28/04/2013 5:56

65 - 74

28/04/2013 6:00

45 - 54

Clifton,
Redcliff
Cashmere

Christchurch,
8081
Christchurch

28/04/2013 6:05

45 - 54

Mt pleasant

Christchurch

28/04/2013 6:29

65 - 74

Woburn

Lower Hutt

28/04/2013 6:35

45 - 54

CAshmere

CAshmere

28/04/2013 7:18

45 - 54

Motueka

Tasman district

28/04/2013 7:37

55 -64

Woodend

Woodend

28/04/2013 7:37

45 - 54

Prebbleton

Selwyn District

Too expensive, will take too long to reconstruct. Inflexible
use of spaces is a further disadvantage.

28/04/2013 7:49

45 - 54

Prebbleton

Selwyn District

Even if seismic "strengthening" is put into the new building I wouldn't necessarily trust it

28/04/2013 7:56

65 - 74

Fendalton

Christchurch

28/04/2013 8:16

45 - 54

Halswell

Christchurch

28/04/2013 8:27

65 - 74

St Johns

Auckland

28/04/2013 8:29

Select
Huntsbury
Age range

Cashmere

28/04/2013 8:46

45 - 54

Tai Tapu

Christchurch

It would be great to go back to before the quake but we
can't. The church cannot justify the enormous cost of
restoration (even at the lower end of the range) when
there are so many needy people around. Just a fraction of
the difference in cost could go a very long way if used in
outreach or mission. And a significant proportion of people
who experienced the quakes will never feel completely
comfortable inside a huge stone building, however much
strengthening has been done.

This is the worst of both worlds really - in being similar to
the old cathedral but not the same it would be a constant
reminder of what we had lost. In the concept pictures the
inside looks beautiful but the outside less attractive. If we
have to rebuild (and sadly I think we do) then we should
rebuild boldly for the new millenium.

I did not expect to like any contemporary designs (some of Option 3
the modern churches visited on "the Tour" were in my
opinion hideous) but when I first saw the concept pictures
I felt a jolt of delighted surprise. I would like to thank the
architect(s) who have come up with an inspiring and
elegant design (with no concrete in sight

28/04/2013 9:27

55 -64

cashmere

chch

no

no

yes please

Option 1
I want a safe, modern building that will go on meeting the Option 3
needs of future generations.
This is an opportunity to move forward. I love the design, it Option 3
will be in line with the art galleryin terms og introducing
vibrant form. It may also be completed in a more timely
manner to meet the needs of ChCh, v.s. waiting a life time
for a full or partial reconstruction.

Expensive, style proven unsuitable for terrain without
extreme measures. Many now feel unsafe in this style of
building. Was acoustically OK but difficult to see
proceedings from many parts.

Unclear how this would differ from a restoration- ?
different materials Wood would be better

Why not start again and design a building that can
accommodate the Cathedral's many purposes in the best
way?

Option 3

We need to look forward to the next generations,
Option 3
therefore I would vote for this one
I think this plan looks great. It looks very practical from a
Option 3
worship and church use point of view as well as being part
of its environment. I think as a city Christchurch has a
marvelous opportunity to move forward architecturally.

Option 3
More appealing than Option 1, though not by much. This
One may return to the place of his birth: He cannot go
one seems to be a case of 'neither fish, nor fowl, nor good
back to his youth. --John Burroughs (1837—1921) This
quote sums up my feelings about Option 1. The church is red herring'.
only ever one generation away from extinction - whatever
building is erected to replace the Cathedral, must resonate
with the hearts and minds of our young people. Let's have
a 21st Century Cathedral, not a 19th Century one. And
don't get me started on the cost, seismic stability, public
safety, etc...

Game, set, and match, to this one. The bullet points sum
Option 3
the argument up ably. My wife and I were hugely
impressed by the Paulinum, University of Leipzig,
stunningly representing the Paulinerkirche (destroyed by
the Communists) with its avant-garde glass facade; the
example given on this website resonates with it:
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:PaulinumAugusteum7201
2.JPG My only wish is that if Option 3 is chosen, then its
design should be thrown open to a world wide
competition. May God's blessing rest gently on all involved
in the final decision.

Auckland

Too expensive and doesn't make use of the opportunity to Fake traditional
improve the space for present-day needs.

Gives the appearance of contemporary without the
Select Option
substance. Pseudo Gothic in modern materials. I favour a
truly contemporary design for the main church, while
retaining some of the original at the lower level, including
the base of the tower with a light superstructure above.
Forget a fake Gothic form. How about an architectural
competition to generate fresh ideas.

Kapiti

This option will seem to be a very expensive way of telling This option also indicates an unwillingness to release the
the world that we as a people do not wish to move on.
traditions of a past era, which, although honourable and
Although the design is very beautiful and uplifting, it is of upright, would seem to indicate that we will not change.
its time (or even more ancient).

This option shadows that which has been done in
Option 3
Coventry. If you have been there, the old and the new are
married together in a very thoughtful and impressive way.
The ancient cathedral remains in its ruined state for all to
see and wonder at, yet the new cathedral, reflects a
modern but respectful view of the faith.

Whilst a city icon it was a dreadful building to worship in
unless you were seated in the middle area. It was an
1850's design. Let's move on.

My preference now. Let's have something of the 21'st
century. Light and airy and inclusive.

Option 3

Very much like this option. Not quite sure about the spire

Option 3

Modern, better use of space, with up to date interior
design, to meet needs of worship.
Absolutely tremendous, exciting, just what Christchurch
needs.
Great design - looks very appropriate for this Century

Option 3

I support a contemporary design

Option 3

Option 3

Too costly. Not a good use of space.

My initial preference. The "original" design before the
church fathers meddled with it. But still an 1850's
concept."

Poor use of space. Boring.

I do not support restoration

This is definitely my favourite option. I love the old look,
without the expense of Option 1.

Option 3
Option 3

Attractive building. Financially possible? Many advocates Option 3
of the other designs are neither practicing Anglicans nor
even church goers.
This is my least favourite option
Option 2
Option 2

I feel we need to move from this design and build a more
open viewing cathedral.
People elsewhere in the world have always restored
buildings - we have so few old beautiful buildings in NZ
that it is an absolute crime not to restore this cathedral.

Symbolising a new beginning and providing a safe place of Option 3
worship for your parishioners
Too sharp a contrast to the current cathedral. I don't
Option 2
favour such wide-spread use of glass. The rebuilt
Christchurch runs the danger of becomming a 'glass city'. I
think the design for the new spire is frankly unattractive.
at a psychological level. While keeping heritage is a nobal
sentiment
Preferred Option

I like the feel of this design, open but still a touch with the Appears out of place in the square environment.
past.

Option 2
Option 3
Option 2
Option 1

I strongly support option 3 Contemporay I am an Anglican Select Option
and have been very familiar with our magnificent cathedral
since my childhood, especially in recent years through my
involvement in AAW and my Anglican commitment to the
Festival of Flowers. It is sad to see what has happened to
our Cathedral, but it is time to move on. Napier and
Coventry Cathedral are examples of rebuilding and looking
to the future.

Option 3
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28/04/2013 9:28

55 -64

.

Prebbleton

Too costly and not as save as the other options.

My preferred option with the one exception that the cafe
blocks the cenotaph. The design fits in between the
"Restore" and " Contemporary"design so should suit
everyone - eventually - even though it is costly in
comparison to Option 3"

Mat be the cheapest but I don't think it suits the
surrounds.

28/04/2013 9:48

55 -64

Rangiora

Rangiora

No

No

28/04/2013 10:01

65 - 74

Howick

Auckland

If it wasn't for the fact that the cost to restore is so
prohibitive, however it would be nice to see as much as
possible re-used within the new Cathedral.

This is the option I prefer and would really like to see as
much material as possible, windows etc from the original
Cathedral used within this option.

Yes a modern option, acknowledging the way we worship Option 3
today not last century. A rounder ,more inclusive shape
and with much more light.
I really don't like the large (pressed metal- brass,
Option 2
copper???? icon) at the high altar. This option is a bit too
futuristic for my liking. I see it as being sculptural, but
somewhat flimsy in appearance and somehow it doesn't
seem like a place of worship that I would expect in a
Cathedral.

28/04/2013 10:03

65 - 74

Fendalton

Christchurch

28/04/2013 10:25

55 -64

Burnside

Christchurch

NO.
I attended the Public forum on April 24 and come away
with a strong impression that the decision has already
been made and the Property Trustees are going through
the motions of public feedback etc and are certainly not
listening to the public. As far as I'm concerned there is only
ONE option and that is to Restore. It's a pity you are not
showing a sense of faith, hope, respect, commitment,
value, courage and love - Christian attributes- and leading
by example. I admire Knox church for their courage to
restore their building. I agree auxiliary buildings for youth
groups, community gro

28/04/2013 12:05

65 - 74

Amberley

Canterbury

It will never be built exactly as it was

28/04/2013 17:25

65 - 74

khandallah

wellington

I would like to see our Cathedral restored. Having lived in
Europe for 14 years, and viewed the wonderful restoration
and pride taken for example, in the old East of Germany=
Berlin and Dresden Cathedral - back tto the original
architecture and the rebuild and preservation of history,
we too, have always prided ourselves in our well known
icon. I feel many around the world would join in to help us
with donations, if we advertised ourselves internationalloy,
to face huge costs estimated. We seem to have been
hasty in removing some wonderful structures, without due
consideration for keeping our

28/04/2013 17:39

35 - 44

avonhead

Christchurch

28/04/2013 20:05

45 - 54

Beckenham

Christchurch

I do not want to be in a similar situation again. A major
earthquake again might leave this build standing but
unsafe. I would be distracted by looking around and
thinking what might have been had there been a large
event in the Cathedral during the Feb. Earthquake. The old
Cathedral lacked suitable spaces for mission , exhibitions
and fellowship

28/04/2013 20:13

65 - 74

Auckland

Auckland

I think best to have this option 1. It shows we are not
defeated by the earthquake. I can't see any reason to have
a cathedral if it is not like the original. It was a real symbol
of Christchurch, and a new one would have no real
meaning.

Option 1

28/04/2013 20:38

35 - 44

Avonhead

Christchurch

Restore - though I personally feel it should be made safe
and contained and used as our memorial. It holds so much
for christchurch. When they will end up building some
hideous memorial that really means nothing. But as this
wasnt an option, next best one is to restore. I have
travelled the world. And leaving it in ruins but contained is
exactly what you would find overseas. Why are we
obcessed with pushing it over. Look at the bigger picture
of what it means to the people of christchurch. Not just
the church!!! PLEASE!

Option 1

28/04/2013 20:44

45 - 54

Beckenham

Christchurch

I think that rebuilding (restoring) the building as it was is
bonkers. Expensive and a desperate hanging on to the
past. "Do not hold on to me

for I have not yet ascended to the Father." Most of the
stories of the resurrected Jesus have the witnesses NOT
recognizing him when he first appears. This makes no
sense if he looked exactly the same after Resurrection as
before. On theological grounds we should not attempt to
make the Cathedral the same either."

Standing in the square at the De-consecration Service I
was particularly struck by the wooden arches and beams
forlornly exposed but still holding up the remains of the
roof at the West End; with a pigeon floating in and out. I
would very much like to keep that aspect of the building.
It was the ground under out feet that failed us in the
Earthquakes and reducing the stone content within the
Cathedral is entirely in keeping with this. However

28/04/2013 22:24

35 - 44

Norwich

UK

Has to be the only option. Enough survives for this to be
readily achievable, at far less cost than is being stated.

28/04/2013 22:28

15 - 24

Tai Tapu

Christchurch

Overall this is a visually pleasing church. Has historical
references and is remembered fondly.

Clearly included only to divide the results from those who
want a traditional building. I note there aren't two
"contemporary" options."
I think this design is lacking the white highlights that the
original cathedral had, which is partly why is it less
appealing. The proportions are also different, with the main
church taller compared to the tower. This makes the
tower look shorter and less grand.

Absurd, third-rate design which will date rapidly and cost Option 1
far more than is being claimed, and lead to expensive
maintenance problems in the future.
I like this design. I think it appeals to younger age groups, Option 3
the generations who will grow up using it. Even though it
looks modern it is still awe-inspiring and the colours give it
clean, pure look. The inside looks like somewhere I would
want to be still and pray, or sing. I think that you have to
keep moving on and go forwards, and sometimes let go of
the things we know.

28/04/2013 22:59

25 - 34

Fendalton

Christchurch

please see above - I believe that elements of the traditional
I strongly believe that there should be a pragmatic
restoration of the Cathedral which largely retains its iconic option should be integrated into the restoration option
external form but utilises modern technology and
alternative materials where necessary to enhance safety
and internal functionality. (So my suggestion probably falls
between Option 1 and Option 2 but with emphasis on
maintaining a similar exterior, perhaps with the exception
of the upper half of the tower being made from more
modern/safer materials) I believe there are a number of
crucial reasons for a pragmatic restoration (which are not
covered within the design criteria): 1.

I believe that the Contemporary design while pleasant is
Option 1
actually too bland to age as well as the current Cathedral.
It looks like a smaller and cheaper copy of the Oakland
Cathedral of Christ the Light, which I admit is an
impressive building. As such I think that long term it will fail
to achieve the iconic status and centrality to the
community that the old Cathedral did. While I can
appreciate the importance of present day functionality and
outreach, I think that these factors have been given too
much weight by the Church. What might be ideal now,
probably won't be in 50 years. As a

28/04/2013 23:09

75 +

STROWAN

Has some merit if Option 1 proves impossible
CHRISTCHURC There seems to be a difference of estimates as to the
cost. I believe the Diocese is choosing the most expensive
H
and the other group have selected the cheapest. If
possible the old Cathedral should be retained.

28/04/2013 23:56

65 - 74

Riccarton

Christchurch

29/04/2013 1:08

25 - 34

Rangiora

Rangiora

29/04/2013 2:14

45 - 54

Phillipstown

Christchurch

29/04/2013 2:25

75 +

STROWAN

CHRISTCHURC
H

29/04/2013 2:35

35 - 44

Beckenham

Christchurch

A poor imitation of the original

Option 2

This is an opportunity to provide a much more functional
building using current building techniques
NO.

Option 3

Fresh and new for the new city

Option 3

Option 1

Select Option

I ove it! especially the bell tower.
I quite like the idea of returning to the original idea of a
wooden build but would like to take it further and see a
'natural materials' build. Native woods, weaving, stone. As
sustainable s possible.

Option 3

A chance to be innovative with design but honour the
Option 3
past. Use material from the original build as foundation for
the new, a metaphor there. I particularly want to see a
church that is energy efficient , photovoltaic panels
incorporated, water tanks, grey water use etc. If there
were another emergency the building could become a safe
haven, Civil defence and medical store. Particularly want
to see an exhibition area, a kitchen and eating area for
fellowship and mission, not run by an external business. An
education space for talks and films. A quiet external
contemplative space (quad). I like

I'm not sure how this would turn out. I suspect it could
end up inside as morfe like a glitzy cinema than a church

Option 2

Option 1

Option 3
Option 3
Although we are not parishioners in a traditional sense. The a place that had history
Cathedral was "our" church. As a former Englishwoman
and now a proud citizen of NZ the Cathedral was one of
the only places that felt like a church to me

a touchstone and connection to all the pioneers that made Option 1
this place the wonderful city that it is. I have prayed there

THE COST AND PROBLEMS OF RESTORING COULD BE Option 3
TOO MUCH TO JUSTIFY, WHILE A CONTEMPORARY
CATHEDRAL SHOULD BE A BEACON OF THE NEW
CHRISTCHURCH ARISING FROM THE RUBBLE.
The Cathedral simply MUST be restored, and it has been
shown to be totally feasible.

Option 1

REF

CATHEDRAL
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ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED
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CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

New, but with a hint of our past

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

29/04/2013 2:55

45 - 54

Richmond

Christchurch

29/04/2013 2:58

55 -64

Gleniti

Timaru

Option 2

29/04/2013 3:21

75 +

Merivale

Chch

29/04/2013 3:33

25 - 34

Ilam

Christchurch

29/04/2013 4:41

35 - 44

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

29/04/2013 5:19

55 -64

New Brighton

Christchurch

29/04/2013 5:22

65 - 74

Cashmere

Christchurch

29/04/2013 5:30

65 - 74

St Martins

Christchurch

As a Cathedral Regular, I was very fond of the former
Cathedral as a place of worship, felt attracted to and
inspired by its internal ambience and its design features,
reminiscent of so many great European (particularly
British) cathedrals I am familiar with. The connections
with the early Canterbury settlers, the glorious organ,
stained glass windows etc. are all important to me.
However I have no hesitation in deciding that we must
build for the church-goers of future generations and not
blindly revere the past. I was not particularly attracted to
the external form of the cathedral, which

Not an option as far as I'm concerned; the design is bland,
uninspiring. I appreciate the attempt to use seismically
resilient materials rather than stone, but in my view the
result will only be attractive to those who want restoration,
but put current seismic standards and building codes as
the most significant factor in their decision.

Option 3
Definitely my preferred option. I have a preference in
general for modern architecture and design and want to
see in the centre of our city a building which strives for the
pinnacle of human achievement in architecture as we
know it today. Above all the internal design must be
inspirational for worship and the layout must incorporate
spaces which will enable the building to function
effectively, to accommodate all the uses, both spiritual and
community-oriented, which we can envisage now as being
relevant for the next 100-150 years. I would prefer that
the design opportunity be thrown open

29/04/2013 5:32

65 - 74

Somerfield

Christchurch

Neither one style or another. As above. However it may be
Previous earthquakes have caused damage to the
less prone to future earthquake damage but have we really
cathedral. We should not leave a legacy of problems for
future generations. The Gothic style was built by pioneers made any gains?
whose main experience was of that style of building. It
does not reflect today's needs and the people who will use
it. It will not sit so comfortably with the planned new
architecture.

Allows for adequate foundations using today's technology Option 3
to reduce earthquake damage and risk to people as much
as possible. Has the possibility to build for maximum
functionality for today and the future. Is aesthetically
inspiring and will be a powerful statement for our city of
our rebuild. A number of cities around the world that have
needed to rebuild their cathedral have opted to build a
modern and inspiring structure. We should join them. Cost
is also important but should not be the overriding
influence.

29/04/2013 6:03

55 -64

Harewood

Christchurch

29/04/2013 6:04

45 - 54

Harewood

Christchurch

29/04/2013 6:26

35 - 44

Strowan

Christchurch
8052

29/04/2013 6:52

45 - 54

St Albans

Christchurch

29/04/2013 7:32

25 - 34

Bishopdale

Christchurch

29/04/2013 7:39

65 - 74

Northwood

Christchurch

29/04/2013 8:18

75 +

Somerfield

Christchurch

29/04/2013 8:23

65 - 74

Cracroft

Southwest

29/04/2013 8:41

55 -64

Sydenham

Christchurch

This was not the best example of this architect's work.

29/04/2013 9:02

55 -64

Halswell

Christchurch

29/04/2013 9:57

45 - 54

St Albans

Christchurch

Yes, yes, yes, please restore our beautiful cathedral. We
Don't like this one at all, however, still preferable to option Dislike this intensely. Looks like an upturned dingy,
Option 1
have lost so much and we don't need another of our city's three.
horrible! What happened to Sir Miles Warren's wooden
icons destroyed.
gothic design? I would like to see this idea explored as
another option.
I attended services at the old cathedral and I am a
This could be a nice compromise should it be deemed that This is my preferred option. The thing that gripped me
Option 3
about this design initially was the interior, for me personally
cathedral regular. I was inspired by the art and
the wider community feels so strongly about staying as
architecture of the old cathedral that expressed the love
true to the neo-gothic original as possible that a significant this design is not a compromise, from an aesthetic point of
and reverence of previous generations for God. It's demise departure from that style would risk alienating them. I like view it is the superior of the three options. The fact that it
is a sad loss. The old cathedral stood as a visible reminder that this option is not as expensive as a option 1, is safer, is also the least expensive and quickest to construct is a
of our city's strong Christian heritage. The old building will and will be completed sooner. The slight improvements to big bonus. This is also the most resilient and therefore
always be a fondly remembered focal point of past
congregation views and acoustics enjoyed by those
safest of the three options. These factors alone would
attending services would also be a good thing. However I make this design a clear favorite but when the facts that a
communual life in Canterbury. There is therefore a
feel that this design is all about how the building looks from significantly larger number of people will be seated, with
strong emotional impulse to restore the building to it's
the outside, it is a design mainly for the benefit of those
better lines of site and enjoy significantly better acoustics
original design in the hearts of a number of Cantabrians
who seldo
a
that I can identify with a

29/04/2013 10:00

55 -64

Merivale

Christchurch

This is my pick. I believe we should try and preserve what I am not so keen on this one.
we can and keep our heritage. I was Christchurch born and
bred and was taken to the cathedral regularly by my
mother. Although now living in Timaru I am in Christchurch
every 4-6 weeks. Before the earthquakes I nearly always
popped into the cathedral to pray and to light a candle.
This meant a lot to me. Gaye

This would be my second pick. I like the exterior but am
not so keen on the interior design.

Option 1

Too expensive, and a non-functional building. Avoid this at Better than restore option, but still not flexible enough to
all costs!
maximise use for mission.

Option 3
Best option. However, should change design to: maximise space for community groups, -increase
hospitality space -reduce investment in choral worship and
organ- fund contemporary worship equipment instead Add a kitchen -Include children in the main building, for
instance by adding a parents' room -Prioritise radical
hospitality. Install public showers for some symbolic feet
washing!

It would cost far too much to restore the existing
Cathedral, there has been far too much damage and we
need to move on as a city.

This is my very favourite option...let's go for this Option 3
something startlingly modern and fabulous in design - it will
attract residents plus tourists - reminds me a bit of the
famous Spanish church "La Sagrada Familia" - I think it's
stunning and cheaper and quicker to build. Let's start
anew!!"

Option 3

Option 3

Option 3

Option 3
Option 3
I understand that it is too expensive to restore the
cathedral and give it a high level of seismic stability. I
therefore have chosen the traditonal option as I feel this
goes some way to retaining the memory of what existed
before. I have family history with the catherdral as my
ancestor was Bishop Harper and it is important to me that
some of the beautiful elements of the old cathedral are
reinstated in its design. To me the traditonal option
reflects this while also making it a safe place for worship
in the future.

Option 2

Beautiful fresh design . Great plan to move forward in the Option 3
new Christchurch
Option 3 please. Cheaper option and saves money towards Option 3
more important issues.
Christchurch is changing and will be moving forward with Option 3
many new buildings. The old Cathedral is a sad loss but the
Church is moving on and the new design will support that.
History is a wonderful thing but it also changes.
Option 3
My first choice but not the new spire. I would rather
Option 3
rebuild the old tower as an earthquake memorial and a link
with the past - so my choice is a hybrid. I also would like to
see all the functions that are planned for outside the
cathedral footprint brought inside on the first floor (not
below ground), with the main worship space on the
second floor. Access via gradual ramp to the second floor
entrance would give a sense of uplift into the sacred
space.

2 relatives are named on the Honours Borad in the War
memorial Chapel, my grandfather was the standard bearer
for the laying up of the South African Veterans flag & his
funeral was held in the Cathedral. This option speaks to
me of what has been lost in the city & the Anglican faith
which built & sustained the Cathedral. It reconnects a city
which has lost so much with its past. I was christened in a
anglican church started by the Saxons, modified by the
Normans & subsequent generations. It speaks to me of the
generations of faithful before me. Buildings are important
in worship as the Bish

like the wooden fluted interior ceiling but the exterior is
not so stunning

This option is not the original so it achieves nothing. The
contemporary cladding looks awful. The major concern
about this design are the ancillary buildings which
completely alter the effect of the cathedral & its impact
on the square. These ancillary buildings appear to have
been overlooked in the public discussion. No one I spoke
to who favoured this option realised it meant all these
additional buildings. Especially of concern is the boxing in
of the Cenotaph between a cafe & childrens chapel. With
the 100 anniversary of WW1 approaching this is not the
time to be shifting the Cenotaph fo

Praying hands concept is great. A 21st century cathedral Option 3
in a 21st century rebuild in amongst all the other
modernised architectural offerings going up around.
Reduced price and time of rebuild is good. PLEASE have
disabilities of parishioners considered: I need a ramp not
steps at the entrance....and it is more practical for
transferring of funeral caskets , or wheelchairs or strollers.
Easy access toilets are a must. W-I-D-E aisles
/accessways. Id would prefer not Mary & The Baby up
front, rather the Cross.Thankyou for this opportunity

I dont like the design. I note from the Press discussion re Option 1
the Oaklands RC church that there were considerable cost
overruns. Again the ancillary buildings & 2 storey ones at
that will completely alter the relationship between the
cathedral and the square. Again people who just glance at
the pictures do not appear to have noticed this aspect &
are concerned when it is pointed out. This option would
see the Cenotaph fenced in by a cafe & toilets. If this was
a wahi tapu there would be no question of placing food
consumption & toilets beside it. Either that or the
Cenotaph would have to be mov

REF

CATHEDRAL
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ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

CITY/AREA:

SUBURB:

29/04/2013 10:09

65 - 74

Central Area

Gore NZ

Although the old Cathedral was beautiful and a mark of
Christchurch - it will never become more than a rebuild.
The rebuild is too costly and is of the past. The old
Cathedral should be remembered as it was in its day and
should now be left in history.

not a good choice as it isn't what was nor does it
represent today.

29/04/2013 10:35

55 -64

temuka

south
canterbury

Way too ugly and a poor reflection on the original

29/04/2013 10:54

45 - 54

Sockburn

Christchurch

Although it would be nice to have this building, it is going
to take too long and be far too expensive. On a world scale
the Cathedral building is not special enough to warrant the
expense.
Too expensive and not up to a good standard. It's a shame
to lose it, but it seems more sentimental than sensible to
restore it.

29/04/2013 11:43

15 - 24

Governors Bay Canterbury

29/04/2013 19:11

25 - 34

Huntsbury

Chch

29/04/2013 19:17

35 - 44

Huntsbury

Chch

29/04/2013 21:11

65 - 74

Cashmere

Christchurch

29/04/2013 21:12

Select
westmorland
Age range

Christchurch

29/04/2013 22:57

55 -64

Riccarton

Christchurch

29/04/2013 23:25

45 - 54

New Brighton

Christchurch

29/04/2013 23:27

55 -64

Rangiora

Waimakiriri

29/04/2013 23:33

Up to 15

New Brighton

Christchurch

29/04/2013 23:41

45 - 54

Christchurch

29/04/2013 23:59

65 - 74

North New
Brighton
Woodend

30/04/2013 1:01

25 - 34

Bryndwr

Christchurch

30/04/2013 1:04

65 - 74

Huntsbury

Christchurch

30/04/2013 1:05

25 - 34

Maylands

Perth

30/04/2013 1:05

45 - 54

Cracroft

Christchurch

30/04/2013 1:26

55 -64

merivale

christchurch

30/04/2013 1:48

65 - 74

Yaldhurst

Christchurch

30/04/2013 1:57

55 -64

Ohoka

Kaiapoi

30/04/2013 2:30

55 -64

Strowan

christchurch
8052

30/04/2013 2:33

25 - 34

Methven

Methven,
Canterbury

30/04/2013 2:40

45 - 54

Greenpark

Christchurch

30/04/2013 2:48

35 - 44

kaihinu

Hokitika

30/04/2013 3:09

45 - 54

Harewood

Christchurch

30/04/2013 3:20

45 - 54

Mairehau

Christchurch

The Cathedral in this form is iconic and is probably the
most recognised buildingin Christchurch. I do not believe
the figures given for the cost and time to restore the
building as it was. Methinks the figures have been fudged
to present a overly negative view of this option.

A good compromise. Traditional form, but modern, lighter
materials. I like the concept, but again believe the figures
have been weighted to give a negative impression of this
option in both time and cost. I cannot see how this option
is any more expensive in cost or greater in time than
option 3?? In the cost documents it seems that option 2
has been costed retaining the walls to a certain level, but
that is not what the option summary mentions - a
completely new structure. Again - I do not trust the
figures!!

Obviously the Bishops preferrred option and miraculously Option 2
the cheapest and shortest in time to complete. Do you
really think we are that shallow? The costings figures are
interesting, but I cannot work out from the documents
why options 2 and 3 are any different in cost and time
given they are both totally new buildings?? Looks nice, but
is not the Christchurch Cathedral, the iconic building in the
centre of Christchurch!

30/04/2013 4:17

65 - 74

Avonhead

Christchurch

I love 'traditional' architecture and will find it difficult to
adapt to anything new and modern. I would, however, feel
unsafe in a restored cathedral and I am sure there will be
many who feel that way.

I think the building outside looks very strange. Being so like
the original but different would be annoying to me. I do not
like the idea of a spire and would prefer a tower but not
necessarily a high one. I like the worship space, particularly
the stained glass at the east end, and there would seem to
be plenty of light.

I would have liked to choose a contemporary option that is Option 2
built to withstand earthquakes but sadly I cannot choose
this design. The idea of a glass bell tower horrifies me and
as one who has a phobia for heights I could never hope to
climb to the top. I hope there is covered access to the
separate buildings. I do not find the arches pleasing to look
at and in particular I don't like the arch at the entrance to
the sanctuary and it creates worship space that isn't as
open as that in Option 2. I don't like the mother and child
either but I expect that is an indication of what could be

North
Canterbury

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

AGE

Option 3
this mimic in design the structural shape of the old
Cathedral but also points to the Church of today. It will
very quickly become a replacement symbol of modern post
earthquake Christchurch. One that represents hands of
prayer rising from the ashes of the past.

Funky and exciting, this cathedral takes the church into a Option 3
new era. While we do not forget the cathedral as it was
this building takes the concept of the old and blends it into
the future. Cheaper and much faster.
I am in favour of a contemporary design. The bell tower is Option 2
I like the retention of the rose window, and the use of
aesthetically pleasing. However, I don't like the 'boat' look
modern materials. The new-look bell tower is good.I like
of the main frontage, nor the large iconic picture inside the fact that 'Internal layout allows for improved
Mary does not usually overshadow Jesus in the Anglican
sightlines, congregation configurations and, acoustics.' It
church. I would rather see a cross, which doesn't confine
seems to me this concept embraces modern technology
and knowledge of space-use, while keeping the best of the the image of Jesus to one artist's impression. I also doubt
icon of our city.
the contemporary design would become a lasting symbol
of our city, as the original cathedral has been. It is for
these reasons I am voting for option 2, although I would be
happy to view a revised contemporary design.
Option 3
Could live with this.

This does not fit the style of Chch.

I can see advantages in reflecting both the history and neo
gothic traditions of Christchurch, as well as building
something designed for and representing the future.
Being loved by the community is an important attribute,
and I can see that this design might appeal to a wide range
- and upset the smallest number. Compromise can
sometimes be the worst option, by achieving none of the
positive features of other options, but in this case, with
good interior design and ancillary buildings, it could be a
very striking statement for the city

I like this option for its simple bold statement of
confidence in the future. The internal design would be
the least constrained by existing forms, and therefore
could best meet the requirements of future use.
Personally this would be my preferred option, but for the
sake of harmony and to attract public support, I think the
traditional option might go some way towards satisfying
the vociferous rebuild camp

Option 1
Option 1

The original cathedral was a powerful symbol of the
planned settlement of Christchurch for its first 150 years,
but given that the earthquake damage requires some major
action, it would be a very negative thing to do to simply
recreate what was appropriate 150 years ago. The church
should be built to become a powerful symbol of the future
Christchurch and the church's place in it

Option 2

Option 1

A new design for a new Christchurch with improved
seismic resilience.
This is the way forward

We canot spend huge amounts of money on looking
backwards - this not what Christ would have us do if he
were here!

Option 3
Option 3

Option 3
I have been involved over the years in events at the
Cathedral more recently as one of the Cathedral flower
arrangers. I have always loved the old cathedral but believe
that the contempary design is the right choice for the
future. It is important that whatever the design, it is
absolutely stunning as well as fit for purpose.
I may be only a kid but I have thought about it and in the
niceset possible way ... who would want to be in a stone
Cathedral if a Earthqauke happend and YES it could and
NO nobody would want be in it!
The funding for this should be used to support the people,
Christ came for the people not the buildings
I (Jean) would not be happy entering a restored cathedral
following the damage sustained as I would be too nervous,
also the cost prohibits restoration

NOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

As Christchurch City has to be rebuilt, cannot understand
building a replica of the original cathedral. Would prefer a
modern Cathedral being built to blend in with surrounding
buildings, plus the cost would be too much.

Awsome, Safe, modern and Jesus would like it

Option 3

Great contemporay design

Option 3

Impressed with proposed contemporary Cathedral, except Option 3
not too sure about the steeple as appears in drawing to be
separated from the main building

Option 2
I would like to vote for the contemporary design as I would Select Option
like to see us move on to a more modern concept.
Anything other than this would merely be trying to
replicate the original design which had many shortcomings.
The new design will accommodate modern thinking around
it's various uses. Thank you for the opportunity to select
an option.
Option 1
Love the way this option re-uses or re-instates elements
of the old cathedral

Option 2
love the look of this ,it will do wonders for the new rebuild Option 3
of christchurch
Option 1

Now that the true figures have come out for restoration it
is the only way to go.
I want the original cathedral restored as it was before the
earthquake. The Christchurch cathedral is our heritage
and is our history. If the Anglican Church gets rid of our
cathedral it is turning its back on us the people of
Christchurch because we have contributed to this
cathedral through our rates and various other subsidies. It
is also our birth right. We have been through enough here
in Christchurch and we need our cathedral back. Destroy
our cathedral and you the Anglican church will lose our
support and good will.
Restores the heart of the Christchurch and church
community. Preserves the heritage of our city. I believe is
worth spending money on.
If the new figure of $67 million that has come out to do
this work is workable then this is the one and only option

Option 1
Select Option

Definitely my second choice as I love the tradition of the
cathedral, ensures some aspects of the past is
remembered.
This is my second option but the costings of $181 million to
do this as beautiful as it appears that it would be are
prohibitive

Is a lovely building and I agree it may reflect the changing
face of Christchurch, Is a lovely mix of old and new.

Option 1

This is nothing short of grotesque and will be a blight on
Cathedral square. If restoration is not possible for $67
million then a new design needs to be sought that is
traditional but more cost effective

Select Option

Option 1
Option 1
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Napier

Sentimentally a nice idea - and I used to visit when I was at Nice, safe, ordinary.
Canterbury University but not that often as the arts centre
was a more fascinating old building and the Basilica
infinitely more elegant and majestic. A rebuild means we
all end up with a pastiche of what was and with a space
that is less useful for contemporary purposes. This is an
opportunity to create a place for the future, not a
memorial of the past.

Select
Avonhead
Age range

Christchurch

Restore Restore Restore to it's former magnificent glory

75 +

30/04/2013 4:22

45 - 54

30/04/2013 4:27

30/04/2013 4:28

Bluff Hill

Kaiapoi

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

A wonderful idea! It will be a fabulous centre piece for a
Option 3
new Chch centre. When the cathedral was originally built,
it was to a stylish contemporary design, so in the spirit of
that, please give this space an opportunity to move into
the future. I have been in St Magnus Cathedral on Orkney
where the base layer is alot older than the top layer due to
Viking marauders, and it is exciting to see the history of a
place through its architecture. Consider the earthquake
to be your equivalent of Vikings, WW2 bombing raids,
historical catastrophes etc and think ahead 100-200 years
and what the
Option 1

30/04/2013 4:28

35 - 44

Somerfield

North
Canterbury
Christchurch

Option 3
I think history should be preserved if possible.

Option 1

30/04/2013 4:38

45 - 54

Burnside

Christchurch

The Cathedral should be rebuilt as it was. It doesn't matter
that it may take many years to build as at the end of the
day it is a testament to the people who have lost their lives
during the earthquakes. Auckland has the Sky Tower,
Wellington has the Beehive and Christchurch has the
Cathedral, a momument to the people of Christchurch and
as there is very little left of any heritage buildings, I believe
we need one building to stand for all the others that have
been demolished.

Option 1

30/04/2013 4:39

25 - 34

Ilam

Christchurch

It is far too expensive. There appears to be residual safety This option is likely to be the option that appeases all but
concerns. There insufficient flexibility for contemporary
pleases no one.
worship. It is iquestionable whether the church should ask
the community for funds when I think the gospel mandate
is for the church to bless the community.

30/04/2013 5:02

25 - 34

Central City

Christchurch

30/04/2013 5:07

45 - 54

Sumner

Christchurch

30/04/2013 5:07

65 - 74

Waipara

Waipara....Nth
Canty

30/04/2013 5:15

65 - 74

Waikuku

Rangiora

30/04/2013 5:21

55 -64

Rural (Kaiapoi) Canterbury

30/04/2013 5:21

Select
39
Age range

blenheim

30/04/2013 5:25

15 - 24

St Johns

Auckland

30/04/2013 5:28

65 - 74

Avonhead

Christchurch

30/04/2013 6:00

55 -64

Beachlands

30/04/2013 6:26

45 - 54

30/04/2013 6:28

Option 3 is by far the most attractive option. Nevertheless, Option 3
I have major concerns that the building will not be
functional. If the Cathedral is to be used for effective
mission and ministry, it has to support major hospitality
facilities, numerous small group rooms, accessible and
functional childrens facilities and the technical audio-visual
requirements for contemporary worship. In my view, the
current design lacks these elements.
Option 1

I would like to see the Cathedral restored using all the
original blocks and stone
In recent time I have visited Hamburg, Berlin, Prague,
Dresden & St Petersburg noting that RESTORATION has
restored pride and identity. Bombed to rubble in WW2
(opened1745) reconstruction did not start until 1992.
It
was almost open in 2009 when I visited--now in full use for
orchestral concerts etc. This building was totalled--Chch
is damaged!

Option 1
Option 1

Give it a rest Please! Tell Anderton and Burdon et al that it Why throw good money after bad?
is 'Time for a Change'. The future has arrived and with it
an opportunity to create a stunning new cathedral that we
can all say 'What a vision the Bishop and her Church has.""

You have one chance to do it right and this is the path to
follow. Please hold on to your vision.

Option 3

As a fan of neogothic architecture (and the medieval
I'm sorry, but this looks like a cathedral from the
abbeys and priories in the UK) I am naturally biased,
Disneyland school of architecture!
however I like the solidity of the design (no pun intended)
and the connection with the past. Being a link to the past
does not exclude this option from being part of the future.

This is less a Disney interpretation, more something I would Option 1
expect to see in Las Vagas - all I see is a gaudy, upturned
boat!

like how it reflects its roots yet brings it into the present / this is horrible. looks like something from a vampire movie. Select Option
future.
Don't do it!

Don't do it!

Auckland 2018

Would not do justice to the fact of the earthquakes would be like "pretending" it did not happen. Despite
aching for the Cathedral of my childhood and adolescence

and weeping for it's destruction

One Tree Hill

Auckland

This restoration gives due acknowledgement to the history OK if you like a new building pretending to be old... but
OK if you like a new building... But the modern world (and
of this historic NZ building, and the long heritage of the
isn't that just anoher cheap knock-off? The modern world NZ) is full of them.
church organisation itself. Given that most of the cathedral is full of them...
is still in place (the demolishers thankfully got stopped),
then materials if not labour savings should be possible.

25 - 34

Redwood

Christchurch

A nice idea, but I would rather see the money it would cost I think it looks to much like a non permanent building.
to restore the old Cathedral go to a better use.

30/04/2013 6:31

45 - 54

Pukekohe

Auckland

30/04/2013 6:38

35 - 44

Pegasus

North
Canterbury

Old, drab and a reflection of the past. I would be very
disappointed if the Luddites of Canterbury caused a great
leapt backwards.
No- waste of Money

30/04/2013 6:42

35 - 44

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

30/04/2013 6:43

65 - 74

Akaroa

30/04/2013 6:45

75 +

Rangiora

Akaroa. banks
Peninsula
North
Canterbury

30/04/2013 6:46

25 - 34

Bryndwr

Christchurch

30/04/2013 6:55

15 - 24

LINWOOD

CHRISTCHURC This is the ONLY option REAL Cantabrians want.
H

30/04/2013 6:57

35 - 44

cashmere

christchurch

Far too close to the old Cathedral. Tied to closely to the
memories of what happened.

30/04/2013 7:00

35 - 44

Strowan

Christchurch

30/04/2013 7:03

35 - 44

Fendalton

Christchurch

I would of loved to still have our old cathedral but given
the improvements that can be made in many aspects I
think the contempory option more practical viable and
p[referable.
Limited appeal and comparisons to overseas experiences
seem to overlook the fact that while old in an NZ sense
the restoration would actually be of a modern heritage
building relative to those overseas examples.

Boring

Its a mix that is trying to please but doesnt work

Hello my name is Jethro Day I am a young ordinand of the Option 3
Christchurch Anglican Diocese and am actually living in
Auckland at the Anglican college up here, but I will be back
in a year or two to get ordained and serve my curacy. Who
ever is reading this will probably know that. My studies
though are in societal and cultural change, and how the
church can respond to it. Therefore my comments are not
some arbitrary opinions, but formulated after careful
consideration and study. Design 3 needs to be the one!
The Church is not the curator of heritage but the steward
of the Gospel. This design sh
Looks beautiful!

Option 3

a "restoration" does not somehow acknowledge the
experience lived by the people of Christchurch....."

Option 3

Option 1

Love it. I looks bright and inviting like the future of
Option 3
Christchurch needs to be. It may also help attract a
younger audience back to the church. Go for it. Best value
for money in my eyes.
Absolutely stunning design, modern with a sympathetic
Option 3
connection to the past! Shows the Anglican Church as a
positive, progressive but still proud of its history.
Great idea... love the design and think it will generate huge Option 3
interest on completion . Ignore those resisting change .
Option 3

When seen against more modern buildings the cathedral
looks so stern, like our old time religion!

This version looks so welcoming and open. I like the
Option 3
visibility both in and out.
This is the 21st century. Why build a medieval style
Option 3
cathedral? This design is of this age. It has all the
characteristics of its forebears, but is built in modern
materials and can be made much safer. A reasonable price,
also. I might even see the finished monument!!
Option 3

Far too obvious, boring.

Appeals as an appropriate way to restore the form of the
existing cathedral thereby recognising the past of the
building while ensuring it fits the bill for the future.

Ugly abomination. This is a joke! Get rid of the crazy
Option 1
Canadian bishop. She has no idea what real Cantabrians
want.
A fresh vision of what a Cathedral can be. Like Coventry Select Option
Cathedral in England, rebuilt after the destruction of WW2,
it references the old whilst looking forward to a new
future.
This is great .
Option 3

Limited, if any, aesthetic appeal.

Option 2

REF
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30/04/2013 7:16

65 - 74

Strowan

Christchurch
8052

Too expensive and will take too long to complete.

We need a new look for a new city.

30/04/2013 7:23

45 - 54

Dallington

CHCH

This would definitely be my first choice. There is
Open to this idea if it would mean not having to deal with
something to be said about familiarity, the feeling of having such extreme damage in the future.
arrived home.

30/04/2013 7:25

25 - 34

avonhead

christchurch

30/04/2013 7:37

35 - 44

Heathcote
Valley

Christchurch

Expensive to restore. Difficult to trust building safety.

30/04/2013 7:38

25 - 34

Waltham

Christchurch

I select option 1, because I prefer to have the old Cathedral
restored to it's former glory!! because it's part of New
Zealand's history! It's a part of Christchurch that we are
proud of! It has brought tourists from all over the world
to our city in the pass to see the famous Christchurch
Cathedral! It's has seen the changes within the city and
it's people over a hundred years and more! So PLEASE
restore the original Cathedral to bring the people of
Christchurch together again and to be proud of our history
and as to who we are as a community!!

30/04/2013 7:40

35 - 44

St Martins

Christchurch

The cathedral is the heart if Christchurch, it symbolises
Christchurch and its iconic. It holds a special place in many
cantabrians hearts. It needs to be restored. It doesn't
matter if it takes years. The original cathedral was not built
in a day & money was raised to build it. A restore does not
have to hit chch people hard in the picket with increased
rates & restoring it slowly can still allow for other rebuild
work to be done.

30/04/2013 7:54

35 - 44

Northwood

Christchurch

30/04/2013 8:04

55 -64

Moncks Bay

Christchurch

30/04/2013 8:08

65 - 74

Blenheim

Marlborough

30/04/2013 8:33

65 - 74

Akaroa

Akaroa

30/04/2013 8:47

15 - 24

Redwood

30/04/2013 9:06

65 - 74

30/04/2013 9:09

A compromise. Worst possible bland outcome. Will date
quickly.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Option 3
Let us look forward and build a Cathedral which will be
suitable for its purpose -to enable a congregation to
worship and glorify God. This option, by being the
cheapest of the three, takes into consideration the need
for other Anglican churches in the city to be restored. As it
will be able to be built to high earthquake resilience, it will
be safe.
No! It just doesn't say CHCH the garden city. It's not a
move forward but a constant reminder of the historic
beauty our city has lost.
I vote for This option. Its new and vibrant just What
christchurch will be eventually. We will never be the same
so why look back!
Excellent use of modern materials. Would feel safe taking
family inside. Aesthetically pleasing. Would like to see
external lighting highlighting architecture.
Option 3, It feels so out of place and it's not right for the
city and it's not right for the people! It's not part of our
history!! And never will be!!

Select Option

Select Option

Option 3

Option 1

This option is ludicrous . Chch has been known for the
lovely old buildings & even though so many are gone a
contemporary cathedral is not what chch is known for.

Option 1

Option 2
Too difficult and expensive and we need to move on. We
dont need reminders of the tragedy in the middle of our
city.
We believe that the Cathedral can be restored for much
less that Church of England administraters have stated.
With todays building techniques shown here and overseas,
almost anything is possible.
Turning back the clock, and restoring a gothic type
cathedral will not be relevant to many people in the future.
Many of us who lived through the chch quakes will
forever feel somewhat uncomfortable and unsafe in a
stone building

A compromise with little merit

Stimulating modern design which will be a symbol of the
new beginning.

Option 3

we do not like it

cheap and common looking

Option 1

this was ok, but the exterior was very bland, didn't press
any buttons!

I believe we should look forward to the future and build a Option 3
cathedral that is relevant and appropriate for future
generations of worshippers. the concept of a modern
cathedral in the centre of a largely new Christchurch is
very exciting. I would like to see timber used extensively in
the interior, perhaps with a nod to the past?

Christchurch

The existing cathedral in the square is an important cultural
and architectural focal point to Christchurch. It may have
been designed by an english architect, but it was
significantly altered and improved by one of New Zealand's
most notable architects. It is perhaps the most important
church architecturally in New Zealand, and to throw away
the iconism that it has developed over its existence and
expect that that to be easily imbodied in a new building
does not make alot of sense. Buildings become iconic for
reasons unknown, and so there is no guarantee that a
replacement would ever attai

This design shows little merit as it is a 'mock' version of
the original, with no architectural honesty in the treatment
of the exterior. The wooden interior is very plain, with no
aesthetic embellishments on what would appear to be very
unattractive, lamiunated radiata pine columns and ribs.
These will date rapidly and will result in the interior of the
building looking as if it were completed 'on the cheap'.

The contemporary design may look as if it is at the cutting Option 1
edge of architectural design, but it looks like the sort of
architecture that will date rapidly. Modernist architecture
is highly critisised around the world for its tendancy to not
age gracefully, and so it would be a significant gamble on
the churches part to pin its image on a new derivative of
modernist architecture that has not yet proven its visual
longevity. I am also dissapointedby the fact that if a new
design is to be proceeded with, that a design competition
was not held. Any cathedral in the square will be the
architect

Burwood

Christchurch

It is time to move on, and present a new cathedral for a
I like this option. It could soon be accepted by its critics
new age. This option is not only too expensive, (by
and it maintains the traditional in the design. This was my
whoever does the calculations) it can never be as safe as grand-daughters favourite (5 & 3) because it is white!
the others. The inside of the old is not really user friendly
for today's worship options. Its going back in time. Let
those who ant this option build their own somewhere else.
Sorry that isn't too loving is it!

55 -64

Christchurch

Christchurch

Christchurch is known worldwide for its Cathedral and it is
a very beautiful building and tourist attraction. You cannot
have Cathedral Square without a Cathedral. Traditional is
the best option go modern with anything else but leave
something in the city

Option 1

30/04/2013 9:10

55 -64

Hoon Hay

Christchurch
8025

I think it is important to restore the Cathedral as we knew
it. Most of our old buildings, which remind us of our history
and from where we have come, are gone. The restored
Cathedral would be the only one to remind us of our
heritage. Another option is to keep part of the old building,
as they did in Coventry and Berlin, and build a modern
building beside it. But please, do not completely destroy
the old.

Option 1

30/04/2013 9:22

35 - 44

Lyttelton

chch

I would like to see this restored, but if it cant be then i
would like to see much of the old built into the new one...I
dont believe it would take as long as you say it would to
resstore it or cost as much because there are alot of
people even overseas who would jump at the chance to
work on the church and to donate money, so where you
got the fiqures from i have no idea. I really. We have lost
so much, and this is CHCH not some glass building..

Option 1

30/04/2013 9:46

65 - 74

Ilam

Christchurch

Would need complete dismantle and rebuild with much
better foundations

Maybe, but design really out of date

Tremendous potential, but no spire please

30/04/2013 9:57

35 - 44

Linwood

Christchurch

30/04/2013 10:01

65 - 74

Cashmere

Christchurch

Consider pricing and restoration time are distorted - have
never seen costings done in this fashion and I have seen a
reasonable number of building costings now. It has the
additional merit that it would leave much of the old core of
Christchurch as a marker of its past - Museum, Arts
Centre, Provincial Buildings, Our City, and Cathedral - not
much else is left for future generations.

This option looks very lacklustre to me. Sir Miles Warren's
original of this version looks very much better - and
probably uses more of the original building than does this especially at the east end.

I think this version could date quite quickly. Sadly the many Option 1
windows given by families will be taken out of their
context. Have the families who gave them - often in
memory of those who lost their lives in war - been
considered/consulted? The Madonna and Child is not
approriate in this diocese which has had a minority High
Church constituency. It will of course require the
demolition of even the parts of the building which are
largely undamaged ie east end and vestries and their
replacement with new building at considerable additional
cost.

30/04/2013 10:01

45 - 54

Highlands Park New Plymouth

30/04/2013 10:02

45 - 54

Rangiora

30/04/2013 10:04

45 - 54

Rangiora

Rangiora

45 - 54

Tawa

Wellington

30/04/2013 10:40

65 - 74

Thorndon

Wellington

Option 3

Option 3
Option 3

Option 3

Rangiora

30/04/2013 10:09

I think this is my favourite. It is more versatile

Undesirable

Best compromise if one likes the traditional gothic style
but recognises the need to meet modern needs
To expensive

looks like any other shopping centre in Dubai

Option 2

Recommended

Select Option
Option 3

While acknowledging that I am not a Christchurch, I do not
favour this option, even if cost were not a consideration.
Heavy, poor layout, poor acoustics, forbidding, and a poor
example of Gothic Revival. It simply does not match the
balance and beauty achieved in many Gothic Revivals in W
London, even the simplest of those built in the Oxford
Movement period.

This looks as though it could give scope for use of
excellent craftsmanship to create the gothic "spirit" and
reinterpret it for today's needs and world. Its suitability
may depend on what else goes up around the Square."

This is the option I would favour - NZ materials, the
Option 3
soaring gothic style, and light, together with a tower that
intrigues me - as I think it would Galileo! I recently enjoyed
worshipping at Holy Trinity Auckland, with its elegant mix
of styles and superb glass. Is there scope for the rose
window in this option. If cost is also a consideration, as is
almost certainly the case , you are indeed fortunate to
have this option at the low end of the scale.
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30/04/2013 10:41

35 - 44

Hoonhay

Christchurch

A full restoration is the best option.

30/04/2013 10:47

25 - 34

Hopeland

Hopeland

30/04/2013 11:28

35 - 44

Gulf Harbour

Whangaparaoa

I was heart broken when this iconic building was
Very pretty but not the same
destroyed, it would be lovely to have the same beautiful
building back.
In my opinion, this is the best way to go, even if it takes
From all options
longer or is more expensive. In my view, those are not
good reasons not to do it. It is a filosofical issue, and you
more than anyone should know about that. A temple is not
build on economical, or time issues: the Lord is eternal,
temples were/are build since the Greeks to reflect on that.
Of course there are always temporary temples (like the
cardboard Cathedral) that are made just for the
convenience of having a roof to congregate... but when
we talk about Cathedrals, Basilicas, etc... time should not
be an issue, because they are

30/04/2013 14:32

45 - 54

Wigram

Chch

30/04/2013 19:00

35 - 44

Halswell

Christchurch

Seems the easy option to me, doesn't deal with the
changed nature of the city.

30/04/2013 19:12

45 - 54

Papanui

Christchurch

30/04/2013 19:13

75 +

Middleton

Christchurch

The contemporary design simbolizes the moving forward Option 3
of our city. It will be one of the many new significant
buildings that will be important to creating our new
heritage.
Anglicans, I suggest, are defined by architecture,
Option 3
I am just embarking on a PhD at UC considering the
When considering this option, I question why we would
artefacts, liturgy and soundscape . I see exciting
issues around the debates on the future of Christ Church want to go down this track. The Gothic revival was
possibilities for our redefinition, firstly within the
Cathedral. Lowenthal wrote 'Possessed by the past' etc
arguably a response to the Oxford movement, reflecting
and it seems to me the heritage discourse is alive and well the theological emphasis of the day, when England was at transitional Cathedral and then in another contemporary
worship space. I am excited by this design concept whilst
in the city. Disaster has uncovered many of the underlying the height of her colonial expansion. Surely we are now
hoping that some of our loved artefacts will find a home
power structures of class and ethnicity. Apart from safety living in a different reality, with somewhat different
there for they too carry our story. I just hope I live long
and cost considerations, we cannot recreate what has
challenges from the gospel imperative.
enough to to worship God within it. it. Thank you team for
been lost at more than a very superficial level.
all your work. Kia kaha!

30/04/2013 19:42

25 - 34

Beckenham

Christchurch

When I visited Dresden in 1999, one of the most inspiring
sites was the restoration of the Frauenkirche. They had
erected a construction dust cloth with an image of the
completed church with timelines of their construction
goals. The whole construction process was fascinating to
tourists and locals, and because they had made the
construction a destination worth visiting, people were
donating to the cause.

30/04/2013 19:43

45 - 54

Barrington

Christchurch

More of the same - poor design, interesting not too many
We are a relatively young country and a 150 year old
traditional churches survived the quakes, sadly it will fall
building is not old compared to those in Europe say. The
basic design of this structure is not resilient to earthquakes over again when the next shake occurs.

The cathedral is Christchurch, therefore let's make it
iconic. I remember the controversey over the Sydney
Opera house; contemporary comes to mind. Wasn't the
architect deported if I remember correctly. Now ask
anyone in the world what image they recall when you say
Sydney.

Option 3

30/04/2013 19:48

45 - 54

Rangiora

Rangiora

30/04/2013 20:02

55 -64

Northwood

Christchurch

45 - 54

Cashmere

Christchurch

Modern, vibrant, the future of Christchurch. Would be a
great centrepiece for our great new rebuilt city.
While the design is not 100% to my liking ( I think the belll
tower is too 'busy') I approove of the idea of a bold
modern design that incoporates elements of the old
cathedral in a way that hopefully capture the spirit of the
new Christchurch

Option 3

30/04/2013 20:24

Why go back to the past. Let's move on. Will look out of
place in the new modern city.
Living in the past! Move on.

30/04/2013 20:29

75 +

Remuera

Auckland

The old cathedral was impressive and solemn but not
without its significant faults

30/04/2013 20:31

45 - 54

St Martins

Christchurch

30/04/2013 20:47

55 -64

Governors Bay Chch

We are not obliged to be a museum for old buildings. A
Looks like an anaemic ghost
church is a living place of worship, and so living is the past
is not appropriate
Stone buildings are problematic in a seismically active land. Nice proportions, acknowledges the past but build for
NZ has many fine wooden cathedrals.
shaky isles

30/04/2013 20:47

45 - 54

Ladbrooks

Christchurch

Like it but not sure it will represent our new city and the
cost is not worth it. So third choice for me

30/04/2013 21:03

55 -64

Ilam

Christchurch

Why go back to the past ? Need to move on. Never was a Neither one thing or the other.... a foot in both camps.
"grand" building by international standards anyway.!!"
Better than the previous option of restoring though.

30/04/2013 21:21

55 -64

Central
Christchurch

Christchurch

We know what we are getting. Those who have been
advocating so strongly for this option should stump up
with the money. The Great Christchurch Buildings Trust
alternative of restoring at significantly less than diocesan
estimates should be explored. What about modifying the
interior of Option 1?

30/04/2013 21:43

35 - 44

South Hill

Oamaru

Option 3

30/04/2013 21:49

45 - 54

Woodend

Option 2

30/04/2013 21:50

35 - 44

Halswell

North
Canterbury
Christchurch

30/04/2013 21:51

Select
Anglican
Global Missions
Age range Missions Board

30/04/2013 21:52

55 -64

Waltham

Christchurch

30/04/2013 21:57

55 -64

Aranui

Christchurch

30/04/2013 21:57

45 - 54

Bryndwr

Christchurch

30/04/2013 21:57

25 - 34

Kaiapoi

Canterbury

30/04/2013 21:58

65 - 74

Opawa

Christchurch

30/04/2013 22:04

45 - 54

Glentunnel

Canterbury

30/04/2013 22:06

25 - 34

Somerfield

Christchurch

Option 2

30/04/2013 22:06

45 - 54

Hornby

Christchurch

Option 2

Seems a waste of an idea, to me its either restore or go
contemporary. The halfway house doesn't satisfy either
side of he fence.

A sad pastiche. Please don't take this path.

is not an option, looks terible and reminecsent of three
dinghys stood on end and quite frankly the idea of a glass
spire in an earthquake zone is sickeningly absurbd.

Option 1

Lovely building again but not right for chch in my opinion

Option 1

this one shouldn't even be here. It's against all
architectural golden rules. You don't build something
"fake". Designs have to be honest

Option 1

This is my preferred option. It will be very beautiful,
Option 3
functional and safe.
A great symbol of our new city and a reflection of how we Option 3
will be...modern

It looks like the failed bell tower in Perth. And don't the
Option 1
locals love that building!! As a former student of
architecture, I love good modern architecture, but the best
modern architecture is that that sits in and around the
past, creating a rich story about the city and its people.
Bowling the cathedral would be akin to bowling NYC's
Penn Station, and replacing it with Madison Square Garden
- a crime that has still not been forgotten. Please don't
give the future generations of Christchurch this type of
regret.

Option 1
No advantage over 1.
Lacks imagination

A reasonable compromise between old and new but I still My preferred option, imaginative and with great potential.
prefer the third option. I have wonderful memories of the
excitement of visiting Coventry cathedral for the first time
fifty years ago and remain excited at the thought of what
good contemporary architecture could achieve for
Christchurch

Number 2 choice - like this but not stunning

In some ways neither fish nor fowl (neither traditional nor
contemporary). The wooden cheaper alternative by Sir
Miles Warren should be explored. The committee appears
not to take this option seriously in any case – the
committee has not bothered to complete the ground plan.
Details in Option 3 (the committee’s obvious option) such
as choir stalls, toilets, even chairs with the tables in the
café - no effort has been made to complete the plan to
even indicate these features in Option 2.

This is my preference, living in the present and looking to
the future

Option 3

Option 3

Option 3

Too contemporary -and reminds me of our ugly Art Gallery Option 2
facade Christchurch is a traditional city - This design would
suit Auckland
Number 1 Choice - On the priviso that you incorporate and Option 3
maintain parts of the old that are still standing with the
new. I think this is a lovely representation of our future
while not forgetting our past and our history
Exciting and vibrant. A beautiful and worshipful space and Option 3
makes ones soul sing to see it. The most amazing new
building in the "new " Christchurch needs to be the one
built to honour - God the Creator of the universe. Will also
be relatively cost effective and user friendly for those
who use it."
This is very obviously the option favoured by the
Select Option
committee. Like Option 2, Option 3 in some ways is neither
fish nor fowl (neither traditional nor contemporary). It is a
contemporary shell over a traditional footprint. Having the
floorplan essentially restored to the 19th century template
with (1) looking-at-backs-of-heads seating style (2) font in
the corner (3) no adjoining fellowship/meeting & kitchen
space (4) no adjoining toilets – just will not do. To do that
would be a scandalous missing of opportunity. Advocates
for this traditional footprint state it is required by
“covenants

Option 3
Yes

Option 3

Beautiful and modern. I don't like its spire though I don't
think it matches the building at all. I like the openness in
the enfolded "hands" The Spirit seems to be invited in"
Much more realistic.

Option 3

Option 2
Too expensive to restore. Will it fit with the overall rebuild Does not grab me in the least
Will it meet the demands of the ministry of the church of
this and subsequent centuries

Option 3
Option 3
Option 3

Love the contemporary style of this building. A new look
for a new city.

Option 3
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30/04/2013 22:07

55 -64

Casebrook

Christchurch

30/04/2013 22:10

25 - 34

Bishopdale

Christchurch

30/04/2013 22:12

45 - 54

Avonhead

Christchurch

Option 3

30/04/2013 22:29

55 -64

New Brighton

Christchurch

Option 3

30/04/2013 22:30

65 - 74

AKAROA

Option 3

30/04/2013 22:31

65 - 74

Northwood

Option 3

30/04/2013 22:31

65 - 74

CHORLTON,
R.D..3.,
Hampton
Grange
Woolston

30/04/2013 22:31

65 - 74

Fendalton

Christchurch

30/04/2013 22:33

55 -64

Central

Christchurch

30/04/2013 22:37

65 - 74

Burnside

Ch-ch

The first time I saw photo's of the three options without
Option 3
any details as to cost,time etc, the contemporary building
struck me as being the ideal basis as a way forward for our
church and the city. While heritage has its place it is not
the be all to end all and we have an opportunity to look to
the future and create a city and environment of some
significance.

30/04/2013 22:57

Up to 15

Sumner

Christchurch

more functional, less expensive, more onclusive

30/04/2013 23:01

65 - 74

Burnside

Burnside

30/04/2013 23:01

45 - 54

Broadmeadows Wellington

To allow a new heart for our new Christchurch and replace Option 3
the old with the new in rememberence
Option 3

30/04/2013 23:07

45 - 54

Avonhead

Christchurch

30/04/2013 23:07

45 - 54

Ilam

Christchurch

30/04/2013 23:28

75 +

30/04/2013 23:30

45 - 54

Harewood/Avo Christchurch
nhead
Middleton
Christchurch

30/04/2013 23:30

55 -64

Westmorland

30/04/2013 23:31

75 +

Riccarton Park Christchurch

30/04/2013 23:33

65 - 74

Selwyn County

30/04/2013 23:34

35 - 44

Southbridge
rural
Harewood

30/04/2013 23:34

55 -64

Harewood

30/04/2013 23:36

25 - 34

30/04/2013 23:36

Christchurch
8062

Christchurch

Christchurch

God's church is not about a building - it is about people.
Option 3
When Christ spoke of building the church up, He wasn't
talking about a building. I believe that God has no time for
sentimentality; He just wants a us to have a place so that
we can meet and worship Him. So the question is:
wouldn't God want us to focus the church's finances in
the right direction?
I would love for it to be feasible to restore the Cathedral
but I feel that the cost is at this stage prohibitive.

This is my preferred design option because I feel that it
maintains the traditional structure, and iconic 'look' that is
so much a part of the fabric of Christchurch, while still
allowing for modernisation in things such as the types of
materials used, and technologies incorporated.

It's a personal taste thing & I just don't like the look of this Option 2
option compared to a more traditional feel.

We can't go backwards. The cathedral building was great
for its time. We must look forward to this and the next
century and not try to repeat the past.

I believe this design looks forward . It will be full of light,
and hopefully arranged inside so that seating can be
changed as necessary.I believe this design is right for this
time and place

If this option proceeds it should be with those who want it This seems to be a bit vague on details. I like the idea of
committing to the extra costs that would come over and wood but were other options looked at seriously, like the
above a cheaper option and any increases in the expenses one by Sir Miles Warren.
over time. There seems to have been a lot of offers for
help with this. If it goes ahead I hope it is with the chance
to change the interior design to make it better for a variety
of worship including more in the round somehow and
making the font more central and good accessible
facilities.

Select Option
This is a good start but needs to have a change to make
sure it caters for the needs of everyone in terms of having
properly attached facilities

Option 3

Option 3

Nice middle ground

[Apologies if this is a duplicate. I tried to submit a few
minutes ago but my connection appeared to time out, so I
am re-submitting] I do not favour this option, and not only
for the often cited reasons of cost and safety. Much as I
have always loved the original Cathedral, it seems to me
that to opt for restoration would be to be making a
statement that our only vision is to replicate what we had
before, rather than take the opportunity (provided by
tectonic plate movement, not our own iconoclastic
arrogance!) to build something well fitted to serve God
and ourcommunity (worshipping and oth

I don't favour this option either. It is an attractive enough
building and I like the timber component, but I think it is
too much of a compromise, trying to both retain the
flavour of the original building and to be more
contemporary, and not really succeeding in either goal. I
think that if we went this way, we would live to regret it
later (as well as pleasing neither restorationists nor
progressives!)

Option 3

Most inspiring and would be a fabulous place of worship,
Option 3
maintaining a prominent and even more glorifying presence
in the city.
In spite of the fact that I'm not crazed about the spire, this Option 3
is my preferred option, although I hope there would still be
scope for modifications to the design. I have followed
some of Bosco Peters' discussion of this design on his
Liturgy site, and like the idea of providing for more
inclusive, semi-circular gathering space (assuming I have
read him aright!)

Option 1
Option 3
I would love to see the Cathedral restored to all its glory
but feel this is inpractible as there are some many of our
churchs damaged in Christchurch I am one of the lucky
ones and worship at St. Christophers

Select Option

With all the rebuild that is forcasted a new concept would Option 3
be in keeping with waht is being currently planned in CBD.
Option 1
The cost is ridiculous and we should not restore the old
Cathedral, Christchurch City is changing it will be modern
the Cathedral should fit in with the news plans.

This design will look fantastic in a modern day
Christchurch

Option 3

Christchurch

The Catherdral was the most iconic building and image of
Christchurch - pre quake. While personally, I'd love to see
the original building restored, my view is that would be a
task with enormous risk both from an operational and
financial view point. I see this option as desirable, but not
do-able. My preference therefore is contemporary. A
modern building which brings with it all the cost (both
construction and operational) benefits with some suitable
design references back to the original building.

Option 3

Redwood

Christchurch

55 -64

Strowan

Christchurch

Option 3
I Really like this design. I think we have a wonderful
opportunity to do something new. But also remembering
our past. I think about when I have grand kids and they
ask why didn't they do something new.
I love this. It points to God, is attractive in its design and
Option 3
financially practical. Historically churches are known to
have huge wealth tied up in property hindering their
capacity to financially bless their communities in need. We
want to honour God, and be wise stewards of His
resources, that His own kingdom may advance in the
community, instead of the church structure financially
holding that back by putting all their money into just an
expensive building.

30/04/2013 23:36

75 +

Cashmere

Christchurch

30/04/2013 23:37

55 -64

Rakaia

Rakaia

30/04/2013 23:37

65 - 74

Riccarton

Christchurch

30/04/2013 23:39

45 - 54

Fendalton

Christchurch

30/04/2013 23:45

65 - 74

Amberley

30/04/2013 23:46

75 +

Springfield,
Parish of
Malvern

North
Canterbury
Rural
Canterbury

30/04/2013 23:48

35 - 44

Ilam

Christhchurch

30/04/2013 23:48

55 -64

Avonhead

Christchurch

I would love to see the old building restored if it was in the
budget but being practicable with what needs to happen
to do that would takes years and lots of money - hopefully
most things inside should to be reused in the new one.

Need a complete change from the old style Cathedral

So I am voting for the traditional new one as we need to
move on and accept that what was old sometimes is not
practicable in a new age. We have to think of safety as
regards all these earthquakes that still seem to be
happening and may just be part of the future.

PLEASE NOTE: this is being submitted on behalf of a
Option 3
parishioner who DOES NOT have a computer (& therefore
email/interent access) Reasons for selecting this design:
attractive, cheapest & quickest
At this stage can't fall in love with this new design.
Option 2

It is good to see an opportunity being grasped to produce
architecture that reflects that the Church is not tied to
structures belonging to the past.

This style has served its purpose

This is my favorite. Still the same as before but up to date
with today's materials
Too much like the old style

Option 2
Let us move forward with todays style for today

Option 3

Only a building using the best of conemporary design in
Option 3
every respect wil properly reflect the faith of the present
church in the future. The old building was testimony to the
faith of those who built it: we must be equally true to what
is our vision now.

Withour enormous strengthenig of the foundation
strucure, I would not go into a rebuild of the existing
Cathedral.

not a cost effective option

Option 3

a preferred option, balance from both option 1 and 2
Best of both old/new

too far off the 'feeling' from the original cathedral

Option 2
Option 2
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30/04/2013 23:51

55 -64

257 Hossack
downs road
,Waiau,north
canterbury

Waiau

I prefer the restoration option .Of all the buildings in
Christchurch to be saved this is the most important from
spiritual,historic aesthetic viewpointsThe world is watching
how we value our past buildings and this rebuilding will do
the most to restore hopeto the people of the city . There
is much of the buiding to be preserved .

30/04/2013 23:52

55 -64

Papanui

Christchurch
8053

A very expensive option. The old cathedral was beautiful
but the design limited what could happen in the space. A
church has to be a place where people can worship God
and serve humankind. This building allows for worship

30/04/2013 23:55

55 -64

Avonhead

Christchurch

Any restoration leaves the building more likely to suffer
more damage in the next major earthquake. The old
building might have looked great on the outside but didn't
really work that well as a church.

30/04/2013 23:57

65 - 74

St Martins

Christchurch
8022

1/05/2013 0:00

35 - 44

Oriental Bay

Wellington

1/05/2013 0:02

55 -64

avonhead

christchurch

1/05/2013 0:02

75 +

1/05/2013 0:04

75 +

1/05/2013 0:08

55 -64

Wigram,
Hornby
Wigram,
Hornby
Central

Christchurch
8042
Christchurch
8042
Christchurch

Too expensive and will look out of place in a newly
designed city.
Too expensive and will not fit in with new buildings of
modern design.
I am increasingly of the view that the whole city is being
dragged down by this debate. We face the prospect of the
central city being regenerated, with a contentious and
divisive building site right in the middle of it - for years to
come. Far from being a symbol of resilience and
regeneration, the Anglican cathedral appears to be on its
way to being a major obstacle to community confidence
and optimism. The Cathedral should never have been built
on the ground it stands on, or the way it was. It would
never be considered today. I regret the loss of the building,
but reluctantly subscribe t

1/05/2013 0:10

65 - 74

Hoon Hay

I have no wish to restore, just save treasures

1/05/2013 0:20

45 - 54

Avonhead

Christchurch
8025
Christchurch

1/05/2013 0:21

55 -64

St Albans

Christchurch

It would be wonderful to have the Gothic cathedral fully
reinstated by the time of Christchurch's bi-centennial.

1/05/2013 0:21

55 -64

somerfield

christchurch

We feel that the cathedral should be restored no matter
Don't like at all. No historic value .
what the cost or timeframe for completion. Christchurch
has lost so many of it's heritage buildings. Restoration will
give our children and future generations of Cantabrians an
iconic building with which to relate to our rich history and
hope for the future; we believe this can be achieved and is
important to all people of our city.If other cities can do, so
can Christchurch.

Too modern. would stand out for all the wrong reasons.

1/05/2013 0:23

75 +

South Brighton Christchurch

Take too long, to expensive(money could be put to better Better to completely renew than have mixture of repair
use within Diocese)
which would be neither true to history nor modern.

We need a building that looks to the future, will be uplifting Option 3
for those of faith and will draw the wider community in to
seek solace and comfort if needed- or the feeling of joy
and happiness that religious and secular events provide.

1/05/2013 0:25

55 -64

Ilam

Christchurch

1/05/2013 0:28

65 - 74

Hillsborough

Christchurch

1/05/2013 0:29

65 - 74

Cashmere

Christchurch

1/05/2013 0:34

55 -64

Papanui

Christchurch

1/05/2013 0:37

35 - 44

Governors Bay Lyttelton

Too much like the past

1/05/2013 0:38

35 - 44

Johnsonville

Wellington

1/05/2013 0:38

75 +

Ashburton

Ashburton

Option 1

though in a format that excludes some. It does not allow
for much service of others - ie not a multi purpose space.
Please do not allow those looking for an "icon" to limit the
potential of what the church can and should be today."

Option 3

Excellent design. I love the way it looks like hands praying. Option 3
Lets move forward and celebrate a new Christchurch in a
new church. I can't understand why atheists and others
who have never stepped inside the old cathedral can
expect to have a say over how the Church moves on.
I prefer this design because: It speaks to our age and the
Option 3
future. It is more cost effective and quicker to build Safety
has been taken into consideration A new cathedral for a
new city It is a design that fits 2013 and future
Christchurch and NZ and is looking ahead rather than
backward to English Gothic
Option 2
I choose this design as I know the old cathedral design did Option 3
not work well for the parish with meeting rooms, functions
etc. I feel the new design would be more practical for the
parish and could design it how they wished and be easier
to work and worship there.
Same as above
Same as above
No. The least appealing option - neither one thing or the
other.

Beautiful, inspiring and excellent to fit in with modern new Option 3
buildings.
Wonderfully inspiring and fitting to go with modern
Option 3
contemporary buildings in the new Christchurch rebuild.
Yes , but somewhere else - so that the city centre can be Option 3
quickly regenerated. I am not impressed by the actual
design suggested. A modern cathedral. but not that one.

beautiful, light, spacious, in keeping with contemporary
Option 3
setting.
If the church is right then its too expensive and too long,
Compromise - won't make restorers happy or fulfil todays Pleased the interior does not look like the inside of a boat - Option 3
and its still an old building suited to a time past, (from the possibilities. The balance of designing for permanence or Appreciated Bishop Victoria's comments "What is safe
about an overturned boat" Like the light . I cannot see
PRESS 1/5/13) -if GCB Trust's engineers are wrong and future flexibility is challenging with technology rapidly
the interior walls on the pictures of option 3 but I did not
base isolation is required to make it seismically resistant I
changing. This compromise will give less options for
like the cold concrete interior walls of Christ the Light.
don't want to discover their error in a quake. I would
tomorrow's possibilities than should be achievable with a
Oakland.
Don't like Madonna image but I understand
struggle to have confidence with a reduced rebuild.
contemporary design.
that is just to show the space is designed to carry some
image. Something particularly kiwi and Anglican should go
there. See the relevant Stain glass windows in St James
Kerikeri depicting early agriculture in NZ - wheat and"
Lacks character.

Option 1

Would prefer the seating focus to be circular where
Priest/speaker can address people from centre. Would
request some personal approaches toour Constitutional
partners regarding structure Would appreciate a specially
designated "children's church" chapel/area."
To costly and how many people would want to return time Why go back to the past think of a new generation still
frames tolong.
dark and un interesting

Option 1

Option 3

A new vision and beacon of hope for our city. The use of Option 3
light weight materials and natural light is inspirational. Good
sight lines uniterupted by large obstucting pillers. More
ecomical to heat and clean. Good clean arch lines and the
use of wood incoropates the use of natural materials. This
desigh will atract many tourist because it will be verry
different.
A user friendly, light, modern, earthquake proof building in Option 3
a contemporary style is the way forward.
Christchurch is going to be built as a new city, so we don't Option 3
want an old Cathedral. Its is going to be a modern, vibrant
city, where people come to see what can be done, what
has been done, and be encouraged that Christchurch has a
future. We want something that is different, where
visitors and tourists will make a point of coming here to
see the new. The world over we have old, we have the
opportunity to present new, modern and what the people
of Christchurch have chosen. Thank you for giving us this
opportunity.

This one is a nod to both the past and the future.

Too modern

Option 2

I do not support full restoration for three main reasons:
- will probably end up pleasing no-one, but overcomes
safety (I understand that this option is the least
most of the objections above.
earthquake-resistant of the three) - as someone whose
family spends a total of over 25 hours per week on
average inside a cathedral, I would not be happy to be
exposed to a greater level of risk than necessary; liturgical
flexibility (the acoustic of the old Cathedral was not
sympathetic to the choral music which is so central to
cathedral worship, and regularly attracted negative
criticism from visiting musicians - and the interior
arrangements did not lend themselves easily to other s

I love it - please build this one!

Option 3

This is a true part of our history and a valid memorial to all
those who contributed to the making of Chistchurch. It
would be shameful to lose the names of people such s
Harper, Julius, and all who contributed to the creation of
this memorial to our past.

A waste of time.

Option 1

A possible reminder of our histoy'
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1/05/2013 0:40

65 - 74

redcliffs

christchurch

not an option financial and time restraints

this would be good but still the same reasons as for option this is my preferred option with a few changes to the front Option 3
allowing a bigger area for steps leading up to entrance and
one preffered the front plan than the restorative option
a much larger covered area in the entrance way

1/05/2013 0:41

15 - 24

Riccarton

Christchurch

This option holds on too strongly to what is lost, what
cannot be regained and risks looking entirely backward in
order to find the city's identity.

I feel this building holds onto the traditions, the vision of
the previous building without being a desperate cling to a
broken structure. The opportunity to make the building
safer while maintaining some aesthetic resonance is
valuable. There is an opportunity here to move forward but
that also needs to pay credence to the past, just as
Christianity must do as it moves in the contemporary
world. This building will be in sync with the image of the
Anglican church where other options either deny progress
or shun the historical grounding of the church.

1/05/2013 0:46

45 - 54

Papanui

Christchurch

1/05/2013 0:58

55 -64

Raukapuka

Geraldine

1/05/2013 1:01

65 - 74

Merivale

Christchurch

So much of the building is, or was, intact that it should be Neither fish nor fowl.
given maximum consideration to use it, and restore the
damaged part to its original design. Obviously new
standards will have to be adopted. The cathedral is so
much a symbol of Christchurch that it should be retained.
And it showed the hope and faith of our founders that it
would be wrong to demolish it. As father of an exchorister
it is my preferred option.

1/05/2013 1:02

35 - 44

New Brighton

City

The last oppertunity to retain whats left of our heritage.
NZ is such a young country how can we keep any links to
our culture when buildings are ripped down so quickly
before they become old? If it can be restored to meet
building codes then saftey is not an issue.

1/05/2013 1:03

35 - 44

Bryndwr

Christchurch

This is not a unique cathedral design and why spend more
money to restore what is not unique?

1/05/2013 1:07

65 - 74

Russley

Christchurch

Definitely restore. The rest of plans shown for rebuilding
appear to be modern concrete & glass. Most with little
imagination. Another huge glass edifice does not appeal.
The modern shape looks like a McDonalds (arch)
hamburger "supersize me" building."

1/05/2013 1:11

55 -64

Merivale

Christchurch

1/05/2013 1:13

65 - 74

Templeton

Christchurch

Time to move on. We shouldn't be hampered and hinged
on the past. It wasn't the original design anyway.

1/05/2013 1:23

55 -64

Sumner

Christchurch

Would prefer for the Cathederal to be left as a kept ruin in
a garden environment

1/05/2013 1:26

15 - 24

Avonhead

Christchurch

1/05/2013 1:29

65 - 74

Northwood

Christchurch

1/05/2013 1:30

75 +

Avonhead

Christchurch

1/05/2013 1:30

65 - 74

St.Albans

Christchurch

1/05/2013 1:31

55 -64

Burnside

Christchurch

1/05/2013 1:38

55 -64

Fendalton

Christchurch

1/05/2013 1:38

65 - 74

Papanui

Christchurch

Understanding that the land under the Cathedral has been how can land be stabilised etc unless the whole damaged
regarded as "swampy" from the start
building is demolished. Otherwise

1/05/2013 1:43

45 - 54

Halswell

Christchurch

Love to see it restored. We have lost almost all of our
heritage buildings and it would be nice to have the main
one survive along with the Bridge of Remembrance.

1/05/2013 1:45

45 - 54

Halswell

Christchurch

Option 3

1/05/2013 1:48

65 - 74

Riccarton

Christchurch

The concept for a modern cathedral - NOT built in stone - Option 3
is magnificent. Not only will it give greater liturgical
freedom than the previous neo-Gothic straight-jacket, it
will also make the centre of Christchurch a far greater
attraction for visitors than ever before.

1/05/2013 1:49

65 - 74

avonhead

ChristChurch

1/05/2013 1:50

65 - 74

Halswell

Christchurch

1/05/2013 1:51

35 - 44

Bryndwr

Christchurch

This option is a step backwards for the diocese. I respect
the fact that people want it all back as it was but
restoration is going to be far too expensive with dubious
results. I know I certainly would not feel safe in it.

1/05/2013 1:52

75 +

spreydon

christchurch

1/05/2013 1:53

65 - 74

Rangiora

Rangiora

no thank you it was pretty awful, more like a museum than no not at any price!
A great big yes, lets have space, no clutter, welcoming and Option 3
peaceful space , yet vibrant and alive!
a Cathedral,
Although I was sorry to see the old Cathedral in ruins, I am No, No, No. This is just an imitation of the original. Boring! I much prefer option three. One can see/feel the
Option 3
now further down the track and do not think it should be
awesomeness of God who is forever taking my breath
repaired. I think that we should all be looking at what
away. It seems to me to be more fitting of this particular
brings God to the fore and when looking back at this
time than a sombre building that "sold" ChCh to the world.
Cathedral I'm afraid I only see a tourist attraction with God
No doubt there will need to be some alterations that differ
attached occasionally.
from the initial sketch but I wholeheartedly go for this
option"

1/05/2013 1:57

45 - 54

St Martins

Christchurch

1/05/2013 2:01

65 - 74

Merivale

Christchurch

This option while forward looking and striking loses
Option 2
connection with the history of the church and its
traditions. The look of the outside might please a
contemporary world but it would seem discordant with the
congregation within and the other ornaments of their
worship. It's steeple is a shard of glass with none of the
gothic strength of the old steeple. This is not only an
aesthetic conversation but one of theology. These
steeples are to point to something beyond this world but
something of strength and majesty. I feel this building is
sold out to please the city's desire for beauty
I think this the best of the three options. However, I
would have liked to have seen an option with a different
shape allowing a more intimate atmosphere, and more
flexibility in use.

Option 3

I dislike the design and concept.

Option 1

My second choice, but inferiour to option 1 in looks.

A great option if we had no existing one. Too futuristic
almost space age looking. The steple has a Mormon
Church look.

Option 1

I find this option uninspiring - safe but uninspiring.

Option 3
The best thing about this design is the light and the fact
that those outside can see in and see worship in action.
However this design is already dated and I would like to
see us consider something more unique to reflect the glory
of God.

Option 3

Option 1

Option 3
No, moving on.

Love the idea of a contemporary church.

Option 3

Keen to see a modern design using NZ materials reflecting Option 3
NZ life
Option 1
I think there should be two options for this one. Because
everyone who wants a contemporary cathedral can
choose this, whilst everyone who wants a traditional
cathedral gets their votes split over two choices. It's just a
bit bias if you ask me
I prefer this option because it is modern and cost
effective.
Think that a brand new Cathedral is the best option.

Select Option
Option 3

Get with modern day requirements not just for the human Option 3
race to look at or Jim Anderton to
make his
comments!!!.
I support the contemporary cathedral because this will
Option 3
allow us to have a building that supports the mission of the
church in the 21st century. Even if the costs for each
option were similar, I would still support this option. It is a
beautiful building that can be a city icon as well.
Option 3
a restoration could still be subject to the same uncertain Option 3
base (according to my amateur understanding of such
things !) "
It is very hard to envisage when you only have a couple of Not my cup of tea. Reminds me of a Morman Church and Option 1
photo's. But I would be happy with this one as well. It still we are Anglicans. And I think it would look dated after a
looks like a Cathedral should look. And still looks magestic. couple of years. I like a church to look and feel like a
church. I know that there is more than the physical look of
a place of worship, but I still prefer and would feel more
relaxed in a more traditional church. They are very special
places. I would have liked to have seen some more designs
than just the two new ones. And make a decision without
the price of it being such a huge factor.

I believe the early settlers constructed the gothic building This concept is neither one thing or another .Not
to remind them of what they had come from and to
interested in this desighn .
remind them of their past homes. However we have
moved forward and the old building was no longer suitable
for modern day liturgy . There was little room for staff to
function efficiently and there was little storage .

Having survived the WW2 Blitz on Coventry and the
Option 3
commencement of the construction of the new St
Michaels Cathedral before coming to ChristChurch and
joining the Choir in the early 60's , I am all in favour of this
or similar contemporary design . It looks to the future and
is inspiring in it's vision of God's glory . It is an open space
which will have a wow factor as well as superb accoustic
.Lets get started !!!!
I vote for this option

Select Option

This design seems to reach for both camps. A wish to
This is the opportune moment for change. I like this design, Option 3
update with a wish to retain the sense of the past. I would plus its the cheapest option. We want the church to be
certainly prefer it to option 2.
forward looking, not mired in the past. Elements of the old
cathedral will be incorporated so the past is not entirely
lost. It is important, while respecting the wish to keep the
status quo, not to be defined by it. Keeping the status quo
is not often the best option

Please repair our beautiful Cathedral

Option 1
We need to move forward and have a safe and beautiful
place of worship and community. It would be good also to
have a memorial nearby to honor the past and the people
who lost their lives in the earthquakes.

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

I would not go into a restored cathedral as no matter how Is a mish mash. Does not get away from problem of
much assurance there was that it was safe, I would not
columns blocking view.
trust that assurance. The cathedral had already been partly
earth quake strengthened but look what happened.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

1/05/2013 2:02

65 - 74

Avonhead

Christchurch

Like new design, clean, airy, model as shown had good
Option 3
feel about it. We need to build for the future, not the past.
Question how necessary the spire is. Doesn't appear to fit
well with the cathedral.

1/05/2013 2:04

65 - 74

Burnside

Christchurch

1/05/2013 2:08

65 - 74

Barrington

Christchurch

1/05/2013 2:10

75 +

Bishopdale

Christchurch

1/05/2013 2:11

65 - 74

Cashmere

1/05/2013 2:15

65 - 74

Southbrook

Christchurch
8022
Rangiora

1/05/2013 2:16

65 - 74

Rangiora

North
Canterbury

Much as I would like the old catherdral rebuilt I realize that
the cost would be astronomical and still the building may
not be safe in the event of another large earthquake. We
must put people first.

1/05/2013 2:18

45 - 54

Athol

Southland

Strongly in support of this. An attractive neo-Gothic
It seems a somewhat unhappy compromise between
design. Surely the most important building in Christchurch traditional and modern. The tower looks awful.
from an historical point of view. Fully restoring the
cathedrals in European cities such as Gdansk and Munich
both preserved buildings of great significance and
symbolised the recovery of these places after WWII. This
option could do the same for Christchurch.

A pleasant design - the modern take on Gothic works well. Option 1
But for the reasons mentioned above prefer Option 1.

1/05/2013 2:19

65 - 74

Opawa

Christchurch

Ideally restoration would be fantasic if there was an
assurance as to furture safety, the money could be raised
promptly and the right craftsmen are used to undertake to
restoration

I liked the original Scott design with the wooden cladding.
I feel that Warren and Mahoney have done nothing to
enhance the original . If the Scott design was
implemented it would get my vote

I agree with some of the noted critics that the Waren and Option 1
Mahoney concept is mediocre. I cannot understand why
CPT gave them the commission to design a new modern
cathedral. Such commission should have been put out
internationally. Had that been done I believe CPT would
have had better choices to consider and an International
Competition could have been held in conjunction with
international fundraising. I like the idea of a contemporary
design that reflects and meets the needs of Anglican
worship now and for another 150 years. The WM design
will age badly and likely ( with it being like

1/05/2013 2:24

45 - 54

Avonhead

Christchurch

1/05/2013 2:24

45 - 54

Avonhead

Christchurch

We need to look forward not back

a new thing needs to be done

1/05/2013 2:25

45 - 54

Manassas

Virginia, USA

1/05/2013 2:26

15 - 24

Casebrook

Christchurch

1/05/2013 2:28

65 - 74

Khandallah

Wellington

1/05/2013 2:28

45 - 54

Burnside

Christchurch

We prefer this because that the Diocese needs to look
forward, not back. It is an exciting design which is
adaptable and multipurpose. We have been fortunate to
have worshiped in the traditional cathedral but now is the
time to recognise new needs in olur society.

Option 3

Option 3
This option with the inclusion of the Base Isolation I think is
a safe method to use while retaining the traditional design.
Incorporated with the lighter weight materials for
construction, I think this would provide a satisfactory and
safe Cathedral for many years to come.

Option 2

Option 3
I have thought carefully before making my choice. Even
Option 3
though I have fond memories of the cathedral I have
grown up with over the last 50yrs or so, I now think that
we have to make a statement which encompasses the
future of CHCH for our children's sake and also fits in with
the, hopefully, modern city that will emerge. The third
option also has elements which hark back to an earlier
architectural history but is also contemporary. I also think
that this design will make a statement to the world that we
want to be taken seriously as a community.
I prefer this option as it is more like the old catherdral and
as it will be built using wood it would be the safer option as
wooden buildings seem to have fared better than any
other building material. This design reminds us of the
people who have been there in the past so links us to our
history.

This design to me seems at odds with Christchurch and
Option 2
does not feel warm and welcoming to me. It looks more
like a spaceship at the front and disjointed. We don't get
an idea of what the inside will look like so first impressions
count.

Option 3
I love the sense of light, the separate tower with the cross Option 3
and a sense of movement across the building.
I think this is a wonderful option, and I am very sentimental I think this is a beautiful alternative to the Restoration idea. Honestly, I don't normally like contemporary architecture, Option 2
I think the design improvements would probably be more but I have to admit I love this design, although it is not my
about keeping Christchurch the way it was when I lived
'sound' in an earthquake zone, and that this would be a
personal favourite.
there 25 years ago!
great option
I love the idea of having our cathedral restored. Nothing
No doubt is quite a nice design for a replacement, and
Stereotypical modern rubbish, If this ends up being the
Option 1
can compare to the feeling on Christmas eve, dropping
kudos to the designer but in my personal opinion it just
new design I could not see the square in the same light
presents outside the majesty of the cathedral and the spirit looks like a poor substitute for such a grand building.
again and as above would just be 'that other building'
of the community. With a new design I feel some of that
spirit would be lost and it would be 'just another building'.
Contemporary - but not necessarily the design proposed. Option 3
Check out Coventry Cathedral.
Option 3
We need a church, not an icon. It needs to serve the
mission and ministry of God. We need to look forward and
prepare for the ministry ahead with a facility that can meet
that need. Any other option holds us to the past that we
have grown on from and it leaves us rightly accused of
irrelevancy, inwardness and loving our tradiiton more than
God's mission.

1/05/2013 2:29

65 - 74

Ilam

8053

1/05/2013 2:29

65 - 74

Northwood

Belfast

1. Restore

Select Option

1/05/2013 2:30

25 - 34

Cashmere

Christchurch

1/05/2013 2:34

75 +

Prebbleton

Selwyn County why do we want an imitation Gothic Church? Stone does
not seem to do well in earthquakes. If this option was
selected how many people would feel comfortable coming
to the cathedral? Further, restoration would provide a
rather limiting space.

This would be better than restoration. Hopefully if this is Definitely the best option. Modern, shows the church
the selected option the structure would be of wood. I
moving into the 21st Century. A modern iconic building
believe that many people would feel more comfortable in a that the church would be proud of.
wooden building.

1/05/2013 2:41

65 - 74

St Albans

Christchurch

Lovely idea but ........

Good option but rather a compromise.

1/05/2013 2:42

15 - 24

Lincoln

Selwyn

I am a final year Landscape Architect Student at Lincoln
University, If we are to restore the Cathedral to its
previous glory, even if it looks the same it will not be the
'same' because its a different building and will have a
different feel to it. It may look, smell, touch the same but
the way it feels wont. What we need is a heart in our city
that we can all relate to, the past, present and future
generations. I think It will be very difficult to restore to
exactly 100%, therefore it will not be the 'same'. So my
recommendation is a combination of a few techniques. I

1/05/2013 2:42

65 - 74

When in
Christchurch
Christchurch - and North
Inner City
Canterbury
(Oxford)

1/05/2013 2:44

45 - 54

Redwood

Christchurch

I think this is the right option for Christchurch. It stay with
the orginal design but is build with more sturdy materials.

Option 2

1/05/2013 2:49

75 +

Riverhead

Auckland

I chose this design because it combines elements from the
past with a modern approach.

Option 2

This looks to the future as a place of worship of God, and Option 3
is a welcome change from the centuries old traditional
church buildings.
Overall, an open, contemporary design seems to me to be Option 3
a great idea. Are there other ideas within this form? Love
the main part. Not sure about the look of the tower design
on the left. Inside, I think it would look better/more
congruous if the arch in front of the stained glass windows
was actually arched at the top too, rather than blunted (a
little mismatched aesthetically).
Option 3

My preferred option. A building which is modern and
Option 3
inspirational at the heart of a new city
A contemporary would look attractive today, but as the
Select Option
Either we safe proof whats left of the church then build
architecture style changes in the future it will not be as
onto it using modern materials using the same
Architecture. Or Turn the existing into a ruin/memorial/ impressive. A contemporary church in Christchurch would
artifact that people can visit and is connected to the new be welcomed, I think the city would appreciate it with the
amount we have lost.... BUT not in the heart of our city
church that is built using the same architecture with
modern materials. It would be possible to take the roof of where we had such a unique style of church throughout
the existing church and turn it into an attraction that way our history, to replace it with arty contemporary church
would be an insult to Christchurch people past, present
with out losing more of our history and heritage.
and future. If we do go with this option we will need an
amazing Architect, I would recommend a design
competition, that way we will get a ra
I loved the old cathedral but it is time to move on and to
Option 3
embrace the 21st century. Love the design and concept
but would like some reassurance that the interior will be in
line with contemporary liturgical thought.

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

The cbd will be all brand new. We need something of a
past to show the cities history. Why not let the symbol of
Christchurch be that. Right in the centre of town like it has
been!

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

1/05/2013 2:49

15 - 24

Hornby

Christchurch

Option 1

1/05/2013 2:50

65 - 74

Merivale

Christchurch

I favour a contemporary design built incorporating
retained stable remains of the old cathedral. eg as in
Coventry Cathedral, or St George's in the East, London.

Option 3

1/05/2013 2:52

35 - 44

Karori

Wellington

I believe that the church needs to hold is history, it's
journey so far, while looking forward to a future in a world
so different to when the first four ships arrived. Worship
is different, people interact differently, and our worship
and community spaces need to reflect that difference.

Option 3

1/05/2013 2:53

65 - 74

Oxford

Oxford

far too expensive. I find it hard to believe overseas people Yes love the traditional design Any design must have a
will donate huge sums. Think it is a decision for Anglican
suitable bell tower for our beloved bells.
people who use the cathedral should make the decisions.

1/05/2013 2:53

65 - 74

Burnside

Christchurch

I think it would cost far too much when there is a
tremendous need for the money to be spent on other
Churches in the diocese. However it would be good if
money was no object

1/05/2013 2:54

25 - 34

St Martins

Christchurch

I believe that if it can be restored, it should. It can be built
to code, so it should be. It is an absolutely crucial building
to me, my heritage and my family. I grew up running
around that building. I was christened and wed there, my
daughter was christened there and I hope she can have
the option to get married there.

1/05/2013 2:57

Select
Burwood
Age range

Christchurch

It would be nice, but what made it special as a part of
Love this option too
history as the effort required to make such a beautiful
building .... in that era.; rebuilding it would not be the same.

1/05/2013 2:58

45 - 54

Highfield

Timaru

1/05/2013 3:04

35 - 44

Paekakariki

Wellington

1/05/2013 3:05

35 - 44

Fendalton

Christchurch

1/05/2013 3:06

65 - 74

Selwyn

Tai Tapu

1/05/2013 3:11

65 - 74

woolston

christchurch

1/05/2013 3:12

25 - 34

Papanui

Christchurch

1/05/2013 3:18

65 - 74

Merivale

Christchurch

1/05/2013 3:24

65 - 74

Papanui

Christchurch

Price prohibitive

1/05/2013 3:27

65 - 74

Huntsbury

Christchurch

1/05/2013 3:28

35 - 44

Casebrook

Christchurch

I grew up in Christchurch and the cathedral has always
been the main symbol of my city
I don't believe it is possible to restore to it's former
standard without excessive expense

1/05/2013 3:31

65 - 74

Spreydon

Christchurch

1/05/2013 3:31

55 -64

Avonhead

Christchurch

1/05/2013 3:32

55 -64

Darfield

Darfield

1/05/2013 3:33

35 - 44

Somerfield

Christchurch

No don't do this

1/05/2013 3:39

55 -64

Avonhead

Christchurch

Too expensive and will take too long. All the arguing over
it has already taken up so much valuable time and money.

1/05/2013 3:40

35 - 44

Mairehau

Christchurch

1/05/2013 3:49

45 - 54

Riccarton

Christchurch

1/05/2013 3:59

35 - 44

sumner

Chch

1/05/2013 4:00

35 - 44

Harewood

Christchurch

Option 2

1/05/2013 4:00

65 - 74

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

Beautiful contemporary look yet quite calming and
Option 3
outstanding. Would be lovely to see this going up along
side the o ld as with Coventry Cathedral? The cost to build
and the time to build is far better than the other options.
It would also attract more visitors to see it and thus more
revenue. Of course - Not forgetting what the building is all
about.

1/05/2013 4:01

45 - 54

Ilam

Christchurch

New city, new building

Option 3

1/05/2013 4:04

65 - 74

lam

Christychurch

1/05/2013 4:05

65 - 74

Linwood

Linwood

I think a contemporary church would be ideal for the site,
and may be get a lot of the younger people to church and
a lot of families also back to church. Also it appears to
have some wood in it which is better than having all brick
as was the case with the old Cathedral.

Option 3

1/05/2013 4:12

65 - 74

Tai Tapu

Christchurch

1/05/2013 4:16

45 - 54

Wadestown

Wellington

1/05/2013 4:17

65 - 74

Tai Tapu

Christchurch
7645

Better than option 1 , lovely interior, not so sure about
Option 2
upturned boat shape, but prepared to learn to like it. Once
again must have a bell tower capable of holding the weight
of our wonderful bells.
Looks good but again too costly. Like the fact it would be Preferred option. I would personally like to have the same Option 3
as Coventry in England....the new Contemporary cathedral
lighter inside.
alongside the old. I'm not sure about the spire - I would
leave that out - but have been told the people of
Christchurch want a spire. I don't think it fits in. Not sure
about the vast Mother and Child etching in the chancel would take some getting used to.
This design concerns me the most. I don't believe this
option can be done in a way that would look authentic, I
think it would look false, temporary and just remind us all
the more of what we had lost.

This design really concerns me. I am not closed minded to Option 1
a contemporary Cathedral, but not this design necessarily.
If you were to go down this route, put it open to a world
wide competition. I believe that Warren and Mahoney
could not compete on a global scale. It really worries me
about what would happen to the remains of the old
building if this modern building were to go ahead. The bells
need to remain for a start. I know the building is
deconsecrated, but every stone, every tile and every
material used in that building is sacred to me. This is not
treating it with the respect it deser
My preferred option as I like how light it appears.... like
God's warmth flooding down to protect and encompass
the visitors.

Option 3

Option 2
This option shows the resilience of the city, restores the
heart of Christchurch, and provides a link with the history
of the city.

Too expensive

Option 1

OK with this but why not take the opportunity to build
somthing new and functional

I don't feel any of the options are appropriate for
Christchurch. There before us lies an opportunity to
create something for the people of Christchurch and
visitors alike that could be more multi-functional than
strictly worship. Take down the existing structure to a
safe level, leaving notable architectural attributes then
build a structure alongside or in front that encompasses
that takes inspiration from the old in its design.

Select Option

My preference

Option 3
Option 3
Option 3

Certainly more affordable than restoration

My PREFERRED OPTION

Option 3

Time to built a new 'heritage' for a new city. Time to
leave the past behind, remember it fondly, but look
towards tomorrow.

Option 3

Option 1
This would be a choice to look towards the future

Option 3

My choice ... Contemporary

Option 3

Very expensive and perhaps not that crucial to the identity Option 2 would be my choice. The cathedral shape and
Not keen on this idea - dont' find it very attractive to look
of Christchurch. A cathedral is good but it doesn't ahve to size is preserved. It would be a functional church with a lot at.
of history regardless of whether the "Old Shape and
be exactly the same as it was.
Building" is restored. I think it would develop a new
character of it's own."

No - lets acknowledge we had earthquakes and things
broke, lets move on
Not the real thing and design doesn't appeal.

Option 2

The Cathedral is a place of worship, not an icon. God has Option 3
given us the chance to move forward out of the ruins. It is
an Anglican House of God. Let it be so.
Yes, nice and bright, and cheaper
Option 3
Generally it is appealing, however maybe some aspects
Option 3
could be adjusted e.g. the 'mother and child' image at the
front of the cathedral is too dominating. It could be a
really great new design of cathedral for the new
Christchurch as well as being a practical cathedral for this
day and age.
It was very hard to perform in the old space. Quality
Option 3
acoustics and good lighting and sound rigs would enable
this space to be better utilised as a performance venue.
The church should be forward-looking and serve the needs Option 3
of a greater number of people. I seriously doubt that the
founders of this province would have supported the
reverence of anything merely because of its age. They
came to make a new country - new countries must grow
and change.
Option 3

Option 3
I definitely don't want to see the old Cathedral back on the
site. It has done its job, now is the time to go forward not
backward, as is the idea of the men on the Heritage Trust
Board. (Backward I mean). Where are these men from if
they think they can restore the cathedral for $67 million, it
is just ridiculous. what with the amount of building going
on in Christchurch at present and a lot more to come..
. I don't think they have done their

I think I have covered the traditional comments, I would
like to see a contemporary Cathedral put up to go with the
rest of the new buildings which are going to go up in
Christchurch, and keep up with the times.

option 3 is my top preference cost effective and pleasing Option 3
to the eye for 2013.
Option 1
Top preference all round

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

1/05/2013 4:17

55 -64

Richmond

Christchurch

Why would you? It's expensive, it wasn't an outstanding
piece of architecture, it didn't work particularly well
liturgically, it speaks of the past, its safety in another
similar seismic event could not be guaranteed.

1/05/2013 4:17

35 - 44

Richmond

Christchurch

1/05/2013 4:19

45 - 54

1/05/2013 4:19

45 - 54

CITY CENTRE CHRISTCHURC
H
Tai Tapu
r.d.2
A shame to loose a beautiful building that was an iconic
Christchurch
landmark. but can restoration using the original materials
be done and also achieve the strength required to
withstand another major earthquake. Ultimately a
combination of the original building with elements of the
Traditional design may be best. Christ Church Cathedral is
a special building to Cantabrians. replacing it will be hard
for many to accept. however careful restoration using
modern techniques to strengthen the building should be
investigated. The big question is "How many people will
want to enter the restored Building if "

1/05/2013 4:20

65 - 74

South yarra

1/05/2013 4:22

55 -64

Lincoln

Melbourne
Australia
Lincoln

1/05/2013 4:25

55 -64

Merivale

Christchurch

1/05/2013 4:26

45 - 54

Burnside

Christchurch

1/05/2013 4:31

65 - 74

Ilam

Christchurch

1/05/2013 4:31

65 - 74

Redwood

1/05/2013 4:32

65 - 74

Ilam

CHRISTCHURC
H
Christchurch

1/05/2013 4:32

65 - 74

Bryndwr

Christchurch

1/05/2013 4:32

35 - 44

St Albans

1/05/2013 4:36

55 -64

1/05/2013 4:37
1/05/2013 4:38

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:
Although the wooden interior is attractive the concept is
unremarkable and clearly a compromise. Doesn't inspirecould become boring

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Exciting, inspiring, safe, looks to the future

Option 3

I appreciate its fresh look but maintaining valued aspects
from the previous building. Like the new materials, light
and interactive with the rest of the square. It will be a
special place to worship God in ...! Representative of our
best innovations, talents and skills of today!!

Option 3

Option 2
A wooden Cathedral following the Gothic design is my
prefered favourite. But I would like to see the Steeple
rebuilt using a steel frame but clad in Stone to look like the
original. Do the original plans for the cathedral as a wooden
building still exist and can these be used as a basis for a
new Cathedral.

Option 2
The least favoured design for myself. It does however
have some merit. If built could be come an iconic landmark.
Unfortunately the City has lost much of it's heritage and as
a result is now a little bit lost as much of the 'identity' of
the city has largely disappeared. Losing one of the
buildings that was internationally recognized as part of
Christchurch may be too hard for many residents of
Canterbury to come to terms with. Cantabrians today
treasure their history and much has now been lost due to
the earthquakes.

Option 1
Option 3
Option 3

Some wish to burry us in the past - irrrelevant.

Ugly and a poor compromise.

I like the clean simple lines of the entrance and the way
Select Option
the shape draws our eyes up , this is , of course the same
effect the tower and cross have visually , it also seems to
me to have a calming effect as I look at it.
Option 3
Excellent - going into the future in strength and with
purpose. We need to be us, not the way our city founders
believed they should replicate dear old blighty! Ous Church
needsx to be out front leading, not burried in the past
bogged down with enormous insurace and maintenece
costs.
Option 3

Ugly and a poor compromise.

Option 3
Excellent - going into the future in strength and with
purpose. We need to be us, not the way our city founders
believed they should replicate dear old blighty! Ous Church
needsx to be out front leading, not burried in the past
bogged down with enormous insurace and maintenece
costs.

If I wanted to put the clock back, this option would be
ideal. I am amazed at how it can replicate the past. It is
beautiful! But we are moving on. The city and the church
are looking to the future. It is difficult to pictureb this
model in amongst the buildings of a reconstructed Square.

A try, perhaps, to make a brilliant statement for God in the
middle of a futuristic Christchurch. I was expecting to like
this building. The.materials are exciting, It is striking. But it
is too much the model of an incomprehensible originsL. I
cannot see it coming to life

(this is my second effort, I lost the original. I have
Option 3
forgotten what i wrote here.) It fits the square, it invites
more than a passing interest, it says something about God,
by lifting the viewer out of the everyday, workaday, square
blocks. The interior is both welcoming and challenging, a
sacred space, both supportive and evoking wonder.

Christchurch

I see no need to "recreate" exactly what was there. I
found the cathedral to be a Holy and versatile place

a refuge in the city

Fendalton

8052

no

no

a beacon of Godliness in the Square . But it's form as it
Option 3
was is NOT what the church is about. This is a decision
for the Anglican Church
Yes, a new Cathedral. I like the drawings that have been
Option 3
published very much. Can we have a competition for the
altar window/tapestry/icon/east wall/whatever it will
be..........and can we put the 7 acts of mercy back up? Can
we have a Children's Chapel? Not a play area ( we should
have that anyway.) But a real chapel area suitable for the
young/very young...........Jesus the shepherd, or Fishers of
Men or something along those lines. St Nicholas? Saint of
Children? With an altar and all the furnishings and fittings
designed especially for children.........seating etc. suitable
for Primary

55 -64

Fendalton

Christchurch

Option 2

75 +

Kaiapoi

Christchurch

Option 3

1/05/2013 4:38

35 - 44

Rolleston

Christchurch

Option 2

1/05/2013 4:40

75 +

Avonhead

Christchurch

1/05/2013 4:40

45 - 54

Karori

Wellington

Too expensive

1/05/2013 4:41

15 - 24

Chch city

Christchurch

1/05/2013 4:43

65 - 74

Diamond
Harbour.

Banks
Peninsula.

Restore this gorgeous building . I'd love my future kids and No .
their kids experience this amazing building.
Option 1 belongs to our past, which it served well but with This is a better option but still associated with the past.
increasing difficulty concerning the fluidity of space and
administrative facilities. It will always be associated with
the earthquakes and therefore with a feeling of
uncertainty about any future seismic activity. We all loved
it though and if something by way of a memorial could
remain or be constructed - that would honour its life.

1/05/2013 4:49

65 - 74

Redcliffs

Christchurch

Option 3
It is time to look forward and to move on, both as a
church, and with our church buildings
NO ! It's horrid

Option 3
Option 1

Option 3
This is the way to go forward into a renewed and
refreshing future. Open, hospitable, light reflecting, soaring
spaces to welcome us all. Most appropriate for the present
and leading us onward. I do hope that we will have the
courage and faith to be people of our own era.

We simply must be able to afford what we build. I believe Option 3
the Cathedral was representative of architecture in its day.
A modern and fully functional new Cathedral will be
representative of our era and the circumstances we find
ourselves in. Church is not the building it is the people in
the congregation and fellow ship who are the church we
believe in.

1/05/2013 4:50

65 - 74

Redwood

CHCh

Should be the only option

1/05/2013 4:51

65 - 74

Allenton

Ashburton

I believe this option is too expensive and will take too long This retains some features of the old cathedral but is
to rebuild.
looking back rather than forward.

Option 1

1/05/2013 4:52

65 - 74

Westmorland

Christchurch

Option 3

1/05/2013 4:52

45 - 54

Sumner

Christchurch

1/05/2013 4:53

75 +

Beckenham

South West

This was a fine building, but was a building of its time.

I think this contemporary option will encourage younger
Option 3
people to want to involved in church.
Option 3
This is essentially a Victorian building. It would lose some of This suggests the church is alive in a changing society,
its character if it were built in concrete. Most parish
without capitulating to it. It has the necessary dignity.
churches till recently have been built to the same pattern, However, I wonder how flexible the interior design would
which is difficult to adapt to the purposes for which
be for a variety of forms of worship, and other kinds of
informal meetings. It looks as if what will go on inside is not
congregations want to use them.
much different from what has always gone on. It is my
preferred option.

1/05/2013 4:54

65 - 74

Spreydon

Christchurch
South

too expensive and time frame too long. We need a
cathedral sooner rather than later

1/05/2013 4:55

55 -64

Wellington

1/05/2013 5:09

45 - 54

Formely of
Linwood
Avonhead

1/05/2013 5:14

45 - 54

Sumner

Chsistchurch

1/05/2013 5:18

45 - 54

ilam

chch

Time to move on. The city Fathers built in the style of
there era we should build in the style of ours

A modern building which will reflect the "new"
Christchurch."

Beautiful and appropriate. A cathedral people will want to
come and see and to worship in . When we travelled
overseas we appreciated the cathedrals that were still
there but were inspired by the ones that had been
destroyed because of war and the beautiful buildings that
had taken their place.

Option 3

Option 3

Option 3

Christchurch

My choice as it would retain this iconic symbol of
Christchurch but with a stronger building

Select Option
Option 3

when we have another quake I wouldn't like to see any
more people hurt

a new quake proof icon

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:
Why try to preserve the past. We still have plenty of old
buildings and this is "traditional English" which is not what
Christchurch is now about"

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

1/05/2013 5:18

65 - 74

Halswell

Christchurch

1/05/2013 5:23

45 - 54

Fendalton

CHRISTCHUCH

1/05/2013 5:24

55 -64

Spreydon

Christchurch

1/05/2013 5:28

45 - 54

North Adelaide Adelaide South
Australia

1/05/2013 5:34

65 - 74

Paraparaumu
Beach

Kapiti Coast

1/05/2013 5:37

65 - 74

Hokitika

West Coast

1/05/2013 5:38

45 - 54

Fendalton

Christchurch

1/05/2013 5:40

55 -64

Havelock
North

Hawke\\\'s Bay Far too expensive.

A mish mash of two styles. Neither old nor new.

My second choice

This is neither one thing or the other

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:
Magnificent. This will inspire people, particularly the
younger ones.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Select Option

My Anglican background is Anglo-Catholic so I love
Option 3
tradition, ritual, colour and liturgy however when choosing
a church for my family I chose a middle of the road style of
service in a beautiful church building. Later on as our
lifestreams service was introduced we began worshipping
in the church hall. A well designedand well built beautiful
building will become a part of Christchurch heritage and
history for the next 150 years or so.
Too expensive and not necessary

Also expensive but my preferred option if funds
miraculously become available. However, I do not wish to
see the Church go into massive debt to fund this. If the
majority of local want this options they need to be
prepared to fund it themselves

I am sure we could live with this option, economically it
makes sense. Contemporary doesn't mean ugly or
unspiritual. I have seen magnificent contemporary
Churches and Cathedrals overseas and believe the
population would eventually accept it. I may not be the
tourist attraction that the original one was but that is not
the main purpose of the Cathedral.

While an iconic building

it left a lot to be desired as a practical and versatile
worship space. The cost of creating a SAFE "version" of it
is impractical. It can never be the old cathedral - it would
always be a version of the old."

Why try to copy what has been? Christchurch community Option 3
is forward-thinking and has the chance to show that it can
honour the past while building for the future - which is
what the founding fathers did, after all. This option is
preferable to the total restoration of option 1, as it is
financially achievable and also inherently safer than the
stone, but why try to re-create the past?

Option 2

We don't live in CC but have often attended services at
Option 3
CC Cathedral. Tragic as the loss of the old cathedral is, I
feel this is the time to look forward, to build a cathedral
that speaks for today and for the future, and not just live in
the glories of the past. Coventry Cathedral is a wonderful
example of 'moving on'. No one would look back now and
long for the old cathedral. Christianity needs to show it is
concerned with TODAY, and not living in the past.
Option 3
Too long, too expensive

My first choice

Doesn't appeal

Fantastic - love that it fits with the gothic design of
yesteryear, safe, modern and it will take a lot less time to
get up and running
A fresh new look, contemporary, appealing with lots of
light. A modern place of worship suitable for the 21st
century and beyond.
Think this is too much like Las Vegus too flashy.

Option 3

Option 3

1/05/2013 5:41

65 - 74

Spreydon

Christchurch

1/05/2013 5:42

65 - 74

Halswell

8025

1/05/2013 5:42

55 -64

Bishopdale

Christchurch

1/05/2013 5:45

65 - 74

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

1/05/2013 5:46

55 -64

Belfast

Ch Ch

1/05/2013 5:46

75 +

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

Option 2

1/05/2013 5:52

35 - 44

Rural

Oxford

Option 3

1/05/2013 5:54

65 - 74

Marshland

Christchurch

1/05/2013 5:55

35 - 44

Spreydon

Christchurch

1/05/2013 5:55

55 -64

Marchweil

Timaru

1/05/2013 5:59

55 -64

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

Definitely not. This building was only a mediocre example Not my choice. Still doesn't deliver for the future - it is a
of its type of architecture when it was whole. It does not compromise. I have serious concerns about the acoustic of
a wooden building.
provide the Cathedral community with the necessary
facilities to continue to develop its presence and mission in
Christchurch in the future. Those that support this are
wanting to re-build a monument, not a living church. Cost
and time frame are also a 'huge' factor.

This is definitely the way to go. Cost, facilities, worship
Option 3
atmosphere for all people regardless of faith, something
for the future. If it is a tourist attraction that Christchurch
people want - then this would deliver - but it would and
should be so much more than this. Let's look to growth
and the rapidly changing society and world.

1/05/2013 5:59

45 - 54

Redwood

Christchurch

Although I have shed tears over the destruction the
earthquake has wrought on our cathedral I feel it is too
costly to restore it and there would always be some doubt
on how seismically safe it would be.

I am pleased to see the architects inclusion of the rose
Option 3
window in this modern design. It will be good to have a
building that better meets the needs of the cathedral
congregation, the diocese and use into the future. I do not
however like the look of the tower so hope there can be
more consultation on it.

1/05/2013 6:01

65 - 74

Akaroa

Banks Peninsula So much of this stunning heritage building still stands
intact. Let us rejoice in that fact and repair the damaged
portions and in so doing restore our beloved cathedral to
its former glory. The Anglican Cathedral is a central part
of this city's history - in a sense it represents the very
essence of it. Restore the cathedral and you will restore
the bruised spirit of the people of Christchurch.

Option 1

1/05/2013 6:05

65 - 74

Cracroft

Christchurch

1/05/2013 6:08

55 -64

Karori

Wellington

Far far too expensive and we have a chance to make a
Too expensive
completely new start. We need a building that has a vision
for the next 100 + years

I really think that this is the way to go for the furture. The Option 3
church has to not be so attached to the buildings. It is the
people who are the church therefore we should be
investing money in people and communities not buildings. I
think this design is the one that will be able to be used for
many things. This is the building that has the vision

1/05/2013 6:12

55 -64

Hei Hei

Christchurch

No way. We want a safe 'mother' church. There are more I like this one as it is a connection with the 'old' but built in
people in Christchurch than the "wealthy" few who think 'new' lightweight materials. It also looks more imposing
they can get their own way by 'bribery or by buying' their that the Contemporary design.
way in. First and foremost the cathedral is a church - for
practising Anglicans (not Catholics like Jim Anderton - he
should divert his energies and money to the Catholic
cathedral)."

I don't like the tower as it looks disjointed and is separate
from the cathedral. It also reminds me of the Sydney
Opera House, even though I understand it represents
praying hands.

Option 2

1/05/2013 6:14

65 - 74

Hillsborough

Christchurch

I do not favour restoration. My emotional attachment to I see little merit in pursuing this option. considering the
the cathedral is longstanding as my father Herbert
overwhelming advantages of the third option.
Sherwood was the cabinetmaker in the team comprising
Harman Gurnsey and Vivian who were responsible for the
Chapel of St Michael and St George Panelling, the
Rherodos, the sanctuary panelling, the Bishops Throne
and numerous other miscellaneous furniture items over the
period of mid 1950 to mid 1970. I still have in my posession
various miscellaneous redundant bits of carving and surplus
mouldings and elements that came from the building
phases. While I have numerous experiences

I strongly support this option. My reasons for support are
as follows(but are not limited to these: It acknowledges
that the citizens of Canterbury have developed beyond
their colonial roots, and acknowlege their true South
Pacific culture. The design proposal I consider is
magnificent, and would be enhanced by many of the
furnishing and decorative elements of the interior of the
old cathedral if only they can be salvaged in time. The
strong emphasis on the use of engineered timber is an
acknowledgement to the internationally recognised
excellence of the graduates of Canterbury school of

Option 3

1/05/2013 6:17

65 - 74

Merivale

Christchurch

Not favoured. Not in keeping with the new city. Looking
to the past. Old building was not fit for purposes of a
modern church. The old building was costly to heat and
maintain.

Favoured. Modern design seems more in keeping with the Option 3
community's future and provide more flexibility for use of
the church. Would like to see more information on the
design, particularly of the interior. Some concerns about
how well the cleaning of the glass exterior can be done.

Love this new design. We need to pick ourselves up, dust
ourselves off and move forward, (to almost quote a
song.)

Option 1
Option 3

Option 3
Option 2
No. Not at all. The building and ground below are too
unstable. It has gone, lets move on to something to suit
todays needs

No. I really like this design but it does not improve the
space, views etc for services/ functions etc

Yes This is my choice. It could look beautiful amongst
other new buildings but more importantly be a more
"usable spcae""

Option 3

Option 3
My preferred option. The interior looks inviting and
interesting. Relevant and exciting design.

Option 3
Option 3

this option is just so much better, giving a church that can Option 3
function as a church and a real community center1. it will
be great for Christchurch will look so good to have its
spiritual Anglican home modern and a symbol of real
progress and something we can all remember the
Earthquake by.

Rather bland copy of the original which still looks
backwards.

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:
The traditional one would be so like the present one, it
would be as though it had not replicated and that part of
the square would be as it had been for years, but again I
think highly impracticle for the future.
YUK, YUK, YUK!

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

1/05/2013 6:19

65 - 74

burnside

christchurch

While it would be great to restore the present cathedral, I
think it is highly improbable due to costs.

1/05/2013 6:21

55 -64

Kingsley

Upper Hutt

Yes, but, would it ever be up to EQ scratch? because of
this I think it would be better to go with option 3. (we
lived in Heathcote '78 to '84 so knew the place well)

1/05/2013 6:28

55 -64

Ilam

Christchurch

1/05/2013 6:29

25 - 34

St. Albans

Christchurch

1/05/2013 6:35

Select
Beckenham
Age range

Christchurch

1/05/2013 6:39

65 - 74

Mairehau

Christchurch
8052

I feel that the original cathedral should be restored as it has
meant so much to the people of Canterbury both in a civic
and religious sense in the past and present.It is a very
important part of who we are and where we have come
from. Too much has been too quickly destroyed. The heart
of Christchurch comprises the cathedral, the Art Centre
and the Provincial buildings. All places where before the
earthquakes I proudly displayed to visitors.

1/05/2013 6:42

Select
Redwood
Age range

Christchurch

Means more to me than others

Not as good as original

Too modern for sake of being modern

Option 1

1/05/2013 6:44

35 - 44

Mt Pleasant

Christchurch

Yuck.

Awesome, this has my vote.

Option 3

1/05/2013 6:47

35 - 44

Mt. Pleasant

CHCH

No, I think it is a backward step. I loved the old cathedral
but it is time to move on and have something equally
special (or more so) and more realistic to today's
community and needs.
Not in favour.

Terrible option (bottom of the three).

Really like this. It is important that the church (the
building) is there to advance the mission of the Church
(i.e. the servants of Jesus). Don't like the mother and
child iconry although realise that this is just illustrative at
the moment. Awesome design!

Option 3

1/05/2013 6:48

55 -64

Akaroa

Akaroa

1/05/2013 7:03

65 - 74

Waltham

Charleston

Totally unrealistic as one too expensive and two not ideal
liturgically.

A possible second choice

First choice

Option 3

1/05/2013 7:06

45 - 54

Rolleston

Christchurch

1/05/2013 7:08

55 -64

Ilam

Christchurch

1/05/2013 7:09

15 - 24

Ilam

Christchurch

1/05/2013 7:10

15 - 24

Christchurch

Ilam

1/05/2013 7:12

65 - 74

Parklands

Christchurch

It is a toss up for me between the traditional and
contemporary. I found the interior of the traditional a bit
too harsh/angular/skeletal and was won over by the softer
arches of the modern. A mixture of those two would be
perfect. In the end, I will vote for contemporary. Love the
Rose window feature :)

While this version is quite unique it still has something of
the shape of the old cathedral in its presentation. I think it
will fit into the new modern city better than options 1 &2.

Option 3

Yep go for this one.

Option 3

Like the more missional focus and greater flexibility. Would Option 3
like to see more stained glass behind altar and am not
overly keen on design of sculpture.
Option 3

The Church needs to look forward, not backwards to the
past. My owqn experience of the challenge of the new
Coventry Cathedral is that the new design has more than
fulfilled its obligation for relevance in today's world.

Option 3

Select Option

Option 3

Option 3
a new beginning. modern architecture is more than
capable of designing a replacement that is worthy of
admiration in the coming years and decades

Option 3

Option 2
This is the best option as it will mean the the iconic
building will remain so
Not a good option - too expensive - too long to complete
and I am sure people will never feel completely safe

Select Option
We cannot rebuild to look like the old one in more modern
materials. Instead of looking back we need to look at the
future
Like it, but prefer the 3rd option

In 50 years time I am sure this will be admired worldwide
and people will say what a wonderful job was done to
create something new and exciting
Favorite option

Option 3

See under 'option 1'..

Option 3

Option 3

1/05/2013 7:14

15 - 24

Ilam

Chrustchurch

would take too long and it's too costly

1/05/2013 7:15

65 - 74

Fendalton

Christchurch

This would be my second option. At least we'd get a new
I regard this as a daft option. It is much more sensible to
building. See under 'option 1'.
start from scratch, ideally with a design that will attract
people in future both as a spiritual centre and as a tourist
sight. Were the remains of the former Cathedral restored, I
believe that many local people would be reluctant to enter
the building, given what happened in the earthquakes.
And, to be frank, coming from the UK, I never thought that
the old Cathedral was, architecturally particularly
outstanding; it was a pleasant church, but you can find
much more attractive, and much older, ones in many
parishes in the UK. A new b

1/05/2013 7:16

75 +

Sumner

Sumner, also Le
Bons Bay

1/05/2013 7:16

65 - 74

Beckenham

Christchurch

1/05/2013 7:19

55 -64

Hillsborough

Christchurch

1/05/2013 7:21

15 - 24

Ilam

Christchurch

1/05/2013 7:22

55 -64

1/05/2013 7:23

15 - 24

Waikuku Beach Waimakariri
District
Christchurch
Christchurch

1/05/2013 7:29

15 - 24

Ilam

Christchurch

1/05/2013 7:30

55 -64

Dallington

Christchurch

1/05/2013 7:35

55 -64

Papanui

Christchurch

1/05/2013 7:41

75 +

AVONHEAD

Will look good for the next 200 years and hopefully survive Option 3
the Alpine Fault letting go. The Arts Centre can carry on
the Gothic tradition in the city centre area and remind us
of our past architecture.
CHRISTCHURC Far too expensive. Still heavy construction. Least safe in
Still too expensive. Still less interactive spaces. Still poorer Least expensive. Better connection to those within and
Option 3
H
earthquakes. poor interactive spaces for both worshippers connectiveness for worshippers.
those outside. Better interactive spaces and much more
within, thus poor connecting.
seismic resistant. Retains Gothic architecture but built in
lighter weight yet strong timber laminations. Safest
because of light weight and ability of timber to "stick
together" during earthquakes. Best option for all."

1/05/2013 7:45

35 - 44

Beckenham

Christchurch

My least preferred option. The original design can never be I like it, and wouldn't mind if it was decided upon.
as safe, and was destroyed by an earthquake. Let it go.

1/05/2013 7:46

25 - 34

St Albans

Christchurch

Once its gone we will never get it back. Future generations
will appreciate saving Christchurch's heritage.

1/05/2013 7:47

75 +

Woolston

Christchurch

No, a more modern complex would be more suitable.

1/05/2013 7:49

65 - 74

Rangiora

1/05/2013 7:50

55 -64

Akaroa

North
Canterbury
Akaroa

We should take this opportunity to make worthwhile and
desirable improvements to the layout which would not
have been countenanced had there not been the serious
damage from earthquakes. I come from a long line of
Church of England people on both sides.

Option 2

restoration process and not confident about safety

Dull and uninspiring for 21st Century

Much preferred option as it is inspiring, exciting and will be Option 3
built with safety as a priority.
I prefer a new look, not a neo-neo-gothic rebuild. I want it Option 3
to be on strong, secure land so I feel safe in it.
Option 3

Too expensive and dangerous

Don't like

my preference

Option 3

Option 2 is the best.

The best. Just go with this one.

This is not a very aesthetically pleasing structure. I would
prefer if you took this into consideration when building
such a famous Christchurch icon. My friend says she
prefers option 3, but you should always go with Option 2
when you are unsure. She is also very wrong. Option 2
shall be the recommended solution.

Option 2

I believe restoration would be both the most beautiful and
meaningful. The past has weight and value and it is
important to value it. The Christchurch Cathedral is a
treasure of architecture in NZ.
Too expensive

Option 1

Yes this is the new way forward. A contemporary design
with a beautiful interior that reflects the new Christ
Church in the city. Would prefer Christ in the front
window and I do like the way the ceiling intersects in the
form of a cross. Ticks all the boxes

No Comment.

Option 3

This is my favourite. I love the mix of old and new, the
Option 3
lightness, and the fact that it incorporates styles and
practices of OUR time - it will become a significant part of
our history. My preferred option by far.
Option 1

Looks suitable for the present times and price is cheaper.

Option 3
Option 3

Provides an opportunity to start afresh in the design of a
contemporary worship centre to a contemporary society

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

1/05/2013 7:53

55 -64

Linwood

Christchurch

1/05/2013 7:56

55 -64

Akaroa

Rural

Option 1

1/05/2013 8:01

15 - 24

Ashburton

Ashburton

This would be nice however I think three is better as it is
acknowledging the rebuild.

1/05/2013 8:09

75 +

Ilam

Christchurch

The Christchurch Cathedral is of great significance in the
history of the city and I know people returning home for
visits always go to see it again as part of their heritage. Its
interior is very inspiring and has been the centre for special
occasions including some for our family. I do not like the
appearance of the modern design as it looks as if you
would be entering a cave.

1/05/2013 8:09

15 - 24

Ilam

Christchurch

I think building a safer, earthquake resistant cathedral will Option 3
be most appropriate for the future. I think this new
version of the cathedral will help bridge the gap between
the old CBD and the new improved CBD. It is important to
make a statement about the direction of Christchurch. By
rebuilding it in a contemporary style I believe it will show
that Christchurch is an innovative and modern city.

1/05/2013 8:12

25 - 34

Ulsan, South
Korea

Previously of
Thorndon,
Wellington
Christchurch

Option 1

Option 3

1/05/2013 8:18

55 -64

Brookhaven

65 - 74

Redwood

NO!

1/05/2013 8:19

55 -64

Sockburn

1/05/2013 8:21

55 -64

1/05/2013 8:23

45 - 54

Christchurch
8042
AvonheadChris Christchurch
tchurch
Linwood
Christchurch

1/05/2013 8:25

15 - 24

Ilam

Christchurch

1/05/2013 8:30

65 - 74

Avonhead

Christchurch

1/05/2013 8:30

15 - 24

Ilam

Christchurch

1/05/2013 8:34

75 +

Avonhead

Christchurch
8042

1/05/2013 8:35

55 -64

Ilam

Christchurch

1/05/2013 8:36

35 - 44

Burnside

Christchurch

Why spend all that money?

1/05/2013 8:39

55 -64

Redwood

Christchurch

1/05/2013 8:41

75 +

Woolston

Christchurch
8062

We need to preserve our historic buildings for future
generations to give a sense of history .
Maintaining the Cathedral as it was gives a feeling of
Falls between two stools. Characterless Something and
permanence to our faith . 'This is what we believe and we'll nothing
continue to believe it.' I'm not a traditionalist but I do
believe in the firm unmoveable foundation of our beliefs,
specially afterthe feeling of insecurity and fragility
following the quakes.

1/05/2013 8:41

55 -64

Cashmere

Christchurch

1/05/2013 8:44

55 -64

Bryndwr

Christchurch

1/05/2013 8:45

65 - 74

Woodend

1/05/2013 8:46

25 - 34

1/05/2013 8:53

YES

As the Cathedral has always been the focal point of
Christchurch, and the icon of the City, it must be restored.
To this end, we are prepared to donate to this worthy
cause. We feel very strongly about this, as do many that
we have discussed this with. In addition there is a great
deal of support from overseas factions who can identify
with our Cathedral which indeed is the namesake of our
City.
I would not feel safe in the event of a major earthquake in
this option.

Option 3

Option 1

1/05/2013 8:18

Christchurch
8051

absolutely NO!

I dont think this would be as nice because I dont think it
Best option
would be possible to fully recreate the original cathedral in
a modern way.

Option 3
Option 1

Can't really see the point when we have lost the "real
cathedral""

Looks exciting, light and bright - let's do it!

Option 3
Option 3

Absolutely my preference. I would also be open to an
alternative design that retains as much as possible of the
original building while incorporating some new elements.
Why are we given only 3 options to vote for? This is
shortsighted and restrictive and extremely unimaginative.
Surely we could learn from overseas expertise and invite
international opinions...

Would be my second choice, but still a long way from
restoration.

Oh no, so ugly! So disrespectful to the heritage of our city! Option 1
I would feel deeply ashamed if I had to explain to future
generations and visitors that this design was chosen
because it was supposedly the cheapest option!

I support the Option to restore. The existing Cathedral is
the Jewel in the Crown of the Historic, Heritage Precinct
which stretches from the Armagh Street bridge to the
Square. It is the iconic building which represents to the
world Christchurch city, its heritage, tradition and people.
It must be restored as a thanksgiving and tribute to the
citizens of the past and as an inspiration to the citizens of
the future.

I do not support this proposal.

I do not support this option. To demolish and destroy the
Cathedral when it is possible to restore and retain it is to
break with our heritage and history . To replace the
cathedral with a new building amounts to a denial of our
precious history and a refusal to keep the heritage we so
cherish.

The first cathedral was part of my cultural and spiritual
life from 1949 until we realised what our quakes had done. I
was always aware it was a Victorian gothic replica built of
stone veneer and a soft filling of what looked like rubble
because I`d been told in 1948 that was how the Normal
School was built,it was the method for the time. This
building had/has enormous significance to the city- but
how many of the outraged protesters are deeply involved
Christians? I still love the history of that time and the
design but now our lives have been disrupted for ever we
need a place of imme

Good to see the effort to recreate the effect of the
original but thoseold churches were refuges in war and
other disasters, they were close enclosures, cut off from
the outside community. We mostly did not realise how offputting that separateness could be to newcomers, the
suspicious, and other denominations or faiths.

Everything I`ve written is in favour of the modern design-- Option 3
it expresses supplication and celebration equally, the roof
flows like an upturned waka with a crystal keel. The
inclusiveness ofa bicultural allusion is increased by the
echo of our great sea mammals, the whales, as seen in the
ribs and jawbones we`ve known from museums and
pictures. We can celebrate hospitably within our three
Tikanga Church.

Option 3
Option 1

Option 3

Let's look forward to the future and the next generation.

A chance to make a statement and build an everlasting
icon as well as a multi purpose house of worship.
It's new, inspiring and exciting!

Option 3
Option 3
Option 1

Although I like the exterior design I find the interior, with
it's very dominant archway in the centre quite
claustrophobic. I also don't like the huge Virgin and child,
making the feel of the interior more RC than Anglican.

Option 1

This is the Cathedral that we know and love and that
This is the second best option and was an original design.
future generations will visit time and time again as we visit
such amazing buildings in Europe. Yes - it may cost a little
more and I would be pleased to contribute

It is hard to take this seriously. Will future generations want Option 1
to visit a rowing boat on its end? I would not even bother
to travel from Cashmere to the Square to see it. I have
visited a number of "modern" cathedrals in North America
and they were all disappointing"

North
canterbury

Restoration will take too long and still give us a relic of the Has some good pointsas it updates the image but is still
past. We need to move forward
restricted in its impact for a modern city

Somerfield

Christchurch

75 +

Redwood

Christchuerch

Perhaps not the best use of money if this is more
expensive than the other options.
My family has had a long association with the Cathedral
with my my grandparents being regular attendees and my
father being assistant verger in the 1980's and spending
many hours in the office at the entry to the tower.
However I am sure that they would not want to pursue the
restoration of the existing cathedral with the estimated
costs that has caused such controversy. They would be
horrified to hear the arguments that are going on with the
so-called restoration group. Jim Anderton should not be
allowed to dictate his personal views to such an extent
that is costing the Diocese so much e

Concept is uplifting and forward looking. Concept of
Option 3
upturned hands appeals. Let there be light and bring it into
the new era of Christchurch's redevelopment.
Looks American
Option 2

Preserves memory but is not as expensive. Allows for
some improvements to layout/flow etc.
Not really supportive of this as it is not really quite clear
Definitely favour this option . A chance to make a new
Option 3
what the components of the reconstruction are. it comes start and move in to the next century with a building that
across as neither one nor the other.
will be there for a very long time . The costings and
timeline strongly support the building of the contemporary
design . This seems to be the general consensus of the
Anglican Community `while those people outside the
church appear to have a different agenda . The building is
primarily a place of glorification to our God and Saviour.

1/05/2013 8:56

45 - 54

Parkside

Timaru

The only option for the long term future, Christchurch
needs it's soul back, the Christch Church Cathedral was
it's soul, as created by our pioneers.

second option

1/05/2013 8:59

35 - 44

Strowan

Christchurch

Option 1

No thankyou

Option 1

Where is the 30 million dollar option? It seems a lot to have Option 3
to raise even 30 million over and above insurance. If the
cathedral really wants to be 'owned' by the diocese then
the diocese should have much more say over the design,
i.e. artwork and floor layout etc. To just expect the people
of the diocese to help with the fund raising for a building
they had no say over the use and mission of seems short
sighted.
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1/05/2013 9:00

45 - 54

Shirley

Christchurch

My ancestors arrived in the 1860's. To embedded,
Christchurch family's the cathedral represents a link to
their past and my past and my childrens past. We can see
what they saw and stand where they stood. I don't want
to loose any more of these connections; recent immigrants
do not have these links or understand these connections
.As a society we need places where we can look back [our
anchors] No one just looks forward. To me the Cathedral is
not just a religious building, its part of my heritage.

1/05/2013 9:01

55 -64

Papanui

Christchurch

I really loved the cathedral, but this is an expensive and
potentially very long period to complete. The city will be
different from that which our founders built.

Modelling something which looks the same but is safer and The design of the building is quite distinctive and different, Option 3
faster to complete is a good option. I really like the spire
it could be a new iconic building for the city. I would like to
see some of the original design and stone used. I do not
which appears to be see through.
like the spire which too futuristic for a place of worship.

1/05/2013 9:03

Select
Lower Hutt
Age range

Lower Hutt

I think this is too backward looking, and will not meet the
needs of the church in future. It also won't help people
move forward.

Halfway house - a compromise between options 1 & 3
which again looks backward in spirit and feel.

1/05/2013 9:05

75 +

Avonhead

Christchurch

1/05/2013 9:06

25 - 34

Wilton

Wellington

1/05/2013 9:10

65 - 74

Dalethope Rd

1/05/2013 9:15

45 - 54

Merivale

Sheffield
Malvern
Christchurch

1/05/2013 9:15

45 - 54

yaldhurst

1/05/2013 9:15

55 -64

Khandallah

christchurch
8042
Wellington

1/05/2013 9:17

55 -64

Opawa

Christchurch

1/05/2013 9:20

45 - 54

Shirley

Christchurch

1/05/2013 9:21

15 - 24

Ilam

Christchurch

Option 2

1/05/2013 9:23

75 +

OPawa

Christchurch

The church needs to move forward. Our city will be, I
Option 3
Hope a modern one and we nee acathedral that will reflect
the city the cathedral also needs to reflect where and
worship is and also provide spaces for the needs of the
community..

1/05/2013 9:24

45 - 54

Darfield

Rural

Would be wonderful to have the Cathedral restored, but
the cost is too much. we have to look forward.

1/05/2013 9:25

25 - 34

Wellington

Wellington

It is important to consider cost and practicality. The role
of a cathedral has changed significantly since the original
building was designed. I think it is important to respect the
history but don't try to recreate when you have an
opportunity to build a space that is designed for now
looking towards the future rather than the past.

1/05/2013 9:26

65 - 74

HALKETT

CHRISTCHURC
H

1/05/2013 9:26

45 - 54

Avondale

Christchurch

1/05/2013 9:29

45 - 54

Karori

Wellington

1/05/2013 9:29

15 - 24

Darfield

Canterbury

1/05/2013 9:32

Select
Burnside
Age range

Christchurch

1/05/2013 9:33

55 -64

St Albans

Christchurch

1/05/2013 9:38

45 - 54

Bishopdale

Christchurch

Restoration is the best option as it is the quickest and
Too expensive and will be very costly for maintenance as
cheapest option to get the cathedral up and running again. compared to a permanent material building as above.
It is the best looking of the three options and is certainly
the cheapest to restore rather than rebuild. The mention
of removing the base isolation is not such a problem as the
church may think, as not many buildings in Chch are having
them anyway and unless the church are putting them into
every one of there churches it is not an issue, don't use
them as a smoke screen.

Option 1
Well what can you say, it looks like a sinking ship, and as
for the panel inside it looks like something out of a catholic
church. Won't be interested in donating to this version.

1/05/2013 9:38

65 - 74

Okuku

Rangiora

How safe is a restoration going to be? If we have another
7.0 plus earthquake of the same violence in 150 years time,
will we not be starting again? The Cathedral we know was
built to worship God. It was not built as an Icon!

I support a Contempory Cathedral. We must look forward
to the future not back to the past. While the past is
important I believe it is more important to look forward to
what the future holds. President L.B. Johnson said

1/05/2013 9:41

65 - 74

Redcliffs.

Christchurch.

I prefer this option as I feel the original Cathedral was truly
unique in that it was built by our forefathers, encapsulating
the history and heritage of Christchurch and Canterbury,
as well as ( I feel ) being the spiritual hub of the
city......this could not be replicated by a so called
contemporary substitution!

1/05/2013 9:44

65 - 74

Christchurch
central

Christchurch
central

It was a great building with emphasis on WAS. Not very
functional in terms of activities it was used for

Very much favour this option. It will be functional and be a Option 3
new Cathedral for a new city(rebuilt). It will reflect where
we are now and where we want to go rather than where
we have been. I am a regular involved in leadership within
the Cathedral community. I am sad that the public debates
have tended to centre on the building and not what goes
on inside it.

1/05/2013 9:45

45 - 54

Prebbleton

Selwyn

1/05/2013 9:45

55 -64

Spreydon

Christchurch

Nice idea and has been done in Europe, but no, let's move Awful, loose this option.
on.
Would be my second choice .

Great vision, we need a building to match the city of new Option 3
buildings. Bring on the new.
Prefer this option. Looks inviting and appropriate to suit a Option 3
new city. Cost is also a factor.

Option 1

My strong preference.

Option 3

Time factor and lesser amount of money are preferrable.

Option 3

First option

Option 3

Option 3
No

Second option

Not safe enough seismically. Not as functional as could be. Looks anaemic. Still not as functional as could be.

Siesmically strong therefore will appeal for safety
Option 3
concerns. Offers better acoustics, use of space internally.
Outlaying buildings need to flow/ work in better. Can't
have separate childrens area in different building to
Cathedral. Why have 2 toilet blocks? Like the idea of
courtyards/enclosed spaces. Don't like tower. Make it
blend in better with form of Cathedral. I understand need
for a chapel/other space behind screen but screen as
shown is ugly.

too hard & expensive

ugly

Option 2

A pleasing creation that inspires hope.

Option 3

Love the wood - very NZish. Love the welcoming
entrance, Love the Light/windows. Love the atmosphere
with the open space - great for everything from services
for everyday to schools or Jazz, to Ordinations

Option 3

Inviting, Maxise use of space, Will lend interest to visit.
Connect with outside community

Option 3

good compromise

This sort of construction is simply not viable in NZ - as the Poor in relation to the original
quakes have shown.
I wouldn't feel safe, and therefore wouldn't attend
too costly to have something which wasn't right for the
services.
people in the pews - too many pillars blocking the view,
too cold, too dark and based on a country we are not.

Nice but too close to the original I think we need to move This is my preferred option as we must look forward past Option 3
away from the classic design that we have had in the past. the earthquake and into the future. This is by far the most
We need to look forward.
realistic option. It is clean, bright and a modern focal-point
for the centre of our City. Economically it is the best and
most realistic price.
Option 3
I think we have a wonderful opportunity to develop
something modern and open to the Lord. I am not so fond
of the bell tower on this design but I love the open feeling
of the cathedral. In addition this maintain places for
reflection on the past with the rose window but allows the
development of a space for current and future needs
rather than trying to re-purpose a historic site.
WOULD LIKE TO KNW MORE ABOUT THE EXTERIOR
CLADDING, DONT LIKE THE PALE GREY STONE

YES WE LIKE THIS ONE

Option 3

Whether in architecture, liturgy or doctrine, this kind of
contempt for the traditions of the Church separates
people from true Religion.

Option 1

This would have to be my favourite, closely followed by
the restore. Main reason being that this is the way for the
future, and if the rest of Christchurch is going to have a
modern look to it, then shouldnt the Cathedral look to the
future as well. Just my opinion :)

Option 3

Option 1
Restoration is the only decent option. An extended west
Timber gothic churches can be beautiful, but are really only
suitable for country or suburban parishes.
porch of the proportions included in option 2, but in
original materials, could enhance the beauty of the existing
Cathedral.
This is my second option, mainly because I believe
I dont like this option at all.
Christchurch should either restore it, or make it completely
modern as that is where Christchurch is heading with the
rebuild.
I do not support this option because I think many people
This seems a good option if ministry in the cathedral is to
would be fearful of entering a building which has collapsed be mainly traditional in style. However more flexibility is
once, even if it is meant to be seismically strengthened.
probably needed if this building is to be a centre of mission
over the next 100 years or more.

I favour his option, though I would like consideration given Option 3
to the use of alternative seating arrangements and
sensitive use of projection screens for some events. I love
the concept for the rose window and tower.
I feel the A frame style is reminiscent to the first buildings Option 3
that were build by the first residents who settled. The
original St Michaels was an A frame for example. The new
design reflects the the hands at prayer a symbol of humility
and acknowledgment to a spiritual existence of God.

Should we not be asking the younger generations what
they want as a Cathedral? They will be the ones using it.
This would be my second option as it can have sufficient
seismic strenghtening.

Option 3

Select Option

REF
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1/05/2013 9:51

65 - 74

Christchurch
Central

Christchurch
Central

1/05/2013 9:55

65 - 74

Hoon Hay

South West

1/05/2013 9:55

35 - 44

Papanui

Christchurch

There will be plenty of new contemporary buildings to fill
the central city. Lets keep some history for once, as long
as its safe. We've already lost so much that we didn't
need to lose. The Cathedral as it is has plenty of charm,
character and meaning, it stands out and will still serve a
great purpose for both the church and the people of
Christchurch as a wonderful symbol of strength and new
life for hopefully hundreds of years. Please keep it and
restore it.

Some kind of strange hybrid design.

Disappointing - just not good enough at all. The spire looks Option 1
evil or like something out of a Harry Potter movie; appears
to be detached from the church and has no practical
purpose as far as I can see.

1/05/2013 9:56

45 - 54

Bishopdale

Christchurch

This is the iconic building of Christchurch. The Cathedral
serves as the pre-eminent place of worship for many. It
also serves as an a place of focus for the community
regardless of denomination during times of hardship and
celebration. We should respect the place that the
cathedral holds in our hearts.

This design was not chosen before and is possibly
resurected for nefariuos reasons.

A poorly disguised copy of an existing design. It
unfortunately evokes nothing less than a sinking ship.
Something so tawdry is not worthy of a legacy building.

Option 1

1/05/2013 9:58

15 - 24

Ilam

Christchurch

1/05/2013 9:59

55 -64

Woolston

Christchurch

To costly

To costly

This is our pick. It looks amazing.

Option 3

1/05/2013 10:03

65 - 74

Avonhead

Christchurch

Restoration would take too long and consequently be very A hundred years have passed and we need to move on and
build something that reflects the current time and space &
expensive
while it would be nice to hold onto the past style it isnt
where Christchurch is now.

This should enable the building to be built to provide for
Option 3
Christchurch the space and center that cathedrals provide
it isn't a parish church but a public amenity of the Anglican
Church firstly and the wider community secondly so it
need to be open and welcoming and able to withstand
future Earth Quake which will occur which a new modern
design should be able to do.

1/05/2013 10:04

45 - 54

Central city
resident

Christchurch

The restoration option should be pursued as many people Not as good as restoration of the original.
from Christchurch have a deep connection spiritually to
the original cathedral as a symbol of home. As an ex-pat
having lived most of the last 30 years overseas but back
home now in Christchurch, this is how I feel. Many people
overseas talk about the iconic cathedral as a symbol of
home and also know it as a significant symbol of the city
and tourist attraction. It also features in the “Top 1000
buildings of the world” book. The original cathedral is a
significant piece of pakeha culture. It is a very important
representation of our fore

Grossly inappropriate.

1/05/2013 10:07

55 -64

Fendalton

Christchurch

The Cathedral represents the aspirations of the founders
of our city. Failure to restore it would be to tun our back
on where we have come from and would also diminish the
significance of the surviving group of Gothic Revival
buildings we inherited from the early settlers. This is a
Group 1 listed building in the plan and a Category 1 listed
building under the NZHPT so there should be no question
of replacing the building when restoration is viable.
Christchurch has lost too much heritage to willfully destroy
one of our most important heritage buildings. I do not
accept the exaggerat

This design is banal and a pastiche of several of the
Option 1
cathedrals visited as part of the international study tour of
cathedrals and is likely to date very quickly.

1/05/2013 10:08

55 -64

Riccarton

Christchurch

New start- time to accept that the earthquakes have led
to momentous changes and now is a good time to move
forward. People are more important and this is the
cheapest alternative. Looks great and is keeping the main
window as a tribute to the original.

Option 3

1/05/2013 10:16

75 +

Strowan

Christchurch

This is my preferred option.

Option 3

1/05/2013 10:18

35 - 44

Somerfield

Christchurch

Although my preferred of the three options it would have Option 3
been nice to have a few more 'new' designs to consider. I
do like the more open aspect towards the Square inviting
people in. I agree with concerns raised about the children's
chapel being situated away from the main building and
adjacent to public toilets - we would do well to
demonstrate that children are an important part of the
family of God by maintaining a physical connection. I agree
with the need of flexibility for a variety of uses (and
seating arrangements). I am still undecided about the
design concept for the bel

1/05/2013 10:20

55 -64

Clifton

Option 3

1/05/2013 10:25

55 -64

Gore

Christchurch
8081
Gore

1/05/2013 10:30

55 -64

Lincoln

Christchurch

Too expensive and not 100% safe. Still has the shortcomings of the old cathedral.

1/05/2013 10:33

65 - 74

akaroa

akaroa

the only legitimate option given the very carefully drawn
up statutes and ordinances which govern the operation of
the CPT, and which were set up deliberately in the 1860's
expressly to preserve the fabric and operation of the
cathedral. the church is legally bound by these statutes
whether it likes it or not, and liturgical innovations and
other modernisation must be worked around this
framework. the building can be restored - safely and
economically

1/05/2013 10:36

65 - 74

Pleasant, but again, a little ordinary and plain. If we're going
Barry\\\'s Bay Banks Peninsula Sorry to have to say this, but I feel the original cathedral
for that look, let's have the original restored.
was rather average - nothing particularly special - quite
plain and ordinary compared with other cathedrals in UK
and Europe, and even with quite a few parish churches in
UK, many of which date back 6 centuries or more. And
sadly, the ridiculous placing of the totally out of proportion
chalice next to it - which, quite beautiful in its own way,
would have looked great somewhere along the long
straight waterfront road out towards Sumner - made the
cathedral look like a doll's house.

1/05/2013 10:37

45 - 54

Sumner

Christchurch

1/05/2013 10:39

45 - 54

Halswell

Christchurch

I favour this option. I am a Cathedral Regular and am very Option 3
committed to being a member of this congregation taking
an active part in many of its activities. I am in favour of
option 3 as I feel that a new cathedral in a new city centre
is what is required. It is sad that the old cathedral has been
damaged but it is now time to move on - a new beginning
for a new city. This option will provide a venue which will
be very functional and appropriate for how our city will be
in the future.
Behold I make all things new

Option 3

Option 1

Option 1

My hope for the diocese of Canterbury is that you will be Option 3
able to build a cathedral that meets the needs of today and
tomorrow, honouring the past, but not a monument to
that past. I am an occasional visitor to Chch, and not an
Anglican, but am following this debate with sympathy. You
will never please everyone, but I hope you will find as much
unity as possible -- and also that you will give weight to
the views of younger people. This will be their city, and
their cathedral. Best wishes
A rehash of an old concept. Not exciting or forwardlooking.

An exciting concept looking forward and built to modern
and "safe" standards. An inspiration to worship!"

Option 3

if, and only if, this was a course of action the church were Option 1
entitled to take , it would require an international design
competition to give a variety of world class designs from
which to choose. there need be no cost to the diocese to
solicit entries to such competition

Love this one - ethereal, spiritual and uplifting. To me,
symbolises rising up from the ruins - of the rigid,
conservative and materialistic past - and soaring
Heavenwards.

Option 3

When I first saw the three options this stood out as being
spectacular and worth building. However I really don't like
the spire option and can't see the bells being able to be
hung there.

Option 3

Option 3
It would be lovely to have the old cathedral back but with
much better use of the space underneath ie better
arranged and a lot stronger.

I like the interior looks but not keen on the outside look of
this option. It is hard to tell from the drawings but it looks
busy and not nearly as nice as the original stone.
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1/05/2013 10:40

15 - 24

Halswell

Christchurch

Highly ineffective for a long term ministry catering to the
needs of the inner city community. Costly (even if the
GCBT figures are right, which they aren't) and not what
we need in a forward thinking city... Let's be honest, the
last impression the church needs to give right now is that
it's stuck in the past and unwilling to progress with the
times. That is one of our hardest criticisms.

1/05/2013 10:41

65 - 74

Yaldhurst

Christchurch

1/05/2013 10:45

45 - 54

N/A

Cambridge,
England

Second choice, which gives traditional exterior, and
modern interior
Although I can see the attraction of restoring the existing However, I do support the idea of continuity and tradition
in a place of worship. A new cathedral in traditional style,
building, as someone with a reasonable knowledge of
but built with all the advantages that modern knowledge
science and engineering I believe that it will be almost
and materials can provide, would give me confidence that I
impossible to add a satisfactory level of earthquake
would remain safe in the event of another earthquake (or
resistance during the restoration. I would forever be left
with a sense of worry that the restored building would not other natural disaster) while sacrificing a minimum of the
sense of connection with the worldwide Christian
be safe in the event of another earthquake and
community. This is my preferred option.
consequently would be reluctant to enter the building.

1/05/2013 10:45

45 - 54

St Andrews Hill Christchurch

1/05/2013 10:48

75 +

Beckenham

Christchurch

Too expensive. Unjustifiable for church to spend money on Still too expensive, though pretty
a building in the face of human need. Invest in social
housing instead!

Best choice/value for money; modern and in line with
what new city will look like. A creative, contemporary
choice, hopefully with some traditional bits and pieces to
provide some historical continuity with the old church.

1/05/2013 10:49

75 +

Harewood

Christchurch

I went to my first service in Christchurch Cathedral the
This seems to be neither one thing nor another. More like
day after I arrived in Christchruch 43 years ago and would an attempted replica without the awe of people
love it to be restored if it was feasible, but it seems it
worshipping in that building for more than a century.
would take too long and be too expensive. We need a new
cathedral to get under way as soon as possible, so that the
bells will again ring out in Cathedral Square to welcome
people to our centre of worship in Christchurch,

From the drawings this looks like an exciting and
Option 3
welcoming concept for the 21st century, and would be my
first choice. It would be nice if some of the original
cathedral's features could be incorporated e.g. the carved
pulpit if it is intact. I feel that starting from scratch there is
the opportunity to build without compromising , I visited
the Polar church in Tromso- a modern and impressive
istructure where you could feel God's presence today.

1/05/2013 10:51

45 - 54

Avonhead

Christchurch

Too expensive. Other priorities ... e.g. social housing.

I like this, but I don't like it enough to spend simply
enormous amounts of money on it.

if we can do something creative and well-priced, then let's Option 3
be contemporary. A building's a building; it has all sorts of
meanings for all sorts of people, and these are valid, but at
the end of the day, people come first. There is too much
need in the city and the world to justify massive money. A
blend of contemporary and traditional would please me.

too expensive

i don't like it

do like it!

Doesn't satisfy either perspective really. Still not cheap

Option 3

Attractive design

Option 3

A contemporary design would also offer the ability to build Option 2
a very safe and trustworthy building, but I feel that there is
an element of risk involved - over the fullness of time
would we come to accept a new cathedral in a
contemporary design as the spiritual heart of
Christchurch? From this distance I cannot tell, but for this
reason the contemporary design is my second choice.

Option 3

1/05/2013 10:53

55 -64

Avonhead

Christchurch

1/05/2013 10:54

65 - 74

Burnside

Christchurch

1/05/2013 10:55

65 - 74

North Oamaru Oamaru/Rangio As a priest in the Diocese of Christxchurch for the last ten
ra/Waikari
years I worshipped at the Cathedral regularly. It was a
beautiful building but in a sense the Gothic style belongs to
a past age ie.at least 600 years ago. I believe it would be
costly to restore the Cathedral because it would have to
be done well with no short cuts.

1/05/2013 11:04

15 - 24

Edgeware

Christchurch

1/05/2013 11:04

45 - 54

Halswell

christchurch

1/05/2013 11:20

35 - 44

Merivale

Christchurch

The Cathedral as it is, has and should always be the Heart
of Christchurch. It would be an absolute abomination not
to restore this beautiful Church - this is irreplaceable.

1/05/2013 11:22

65 - 74

Ilam

North west

I would like the Cathedral to be restored

1/05/2013 11:27

65 - 74

St Albans

Christchurch

By far and away the best option. Allow for some internal Better than option 3 has it retains the traditional gothic
style but far less desirable than option 1.
modification to better meet modern usage - without
destroying its key heritage features. This has happened
throughout its history and should be allowed to continue.
Cost estimates appear excessive. Base isolation is NOT
necessary to make it a safe building. It does not matter if
it takes more time to repair than to build a new building - it
took 40 years to build the first time and world wide great
buildings do take time. Keep using the cardboard
cathedral for as long as it takes.

1/05/2013 11:28

55 -64

Ch ch

1/05/2013 11:29

65 - 74

Healthcote
valley
Woolston

1/05/2013 11:39

45 - 54

Hornby

Christchurch

1/05/2013 11:46

45 - 54

Linwood

Christchurch

1/05/2013 12:30

65 - 74

North New
Brighton

Christchurch

1/05/2013 12:34

55 -64

Fendalton

Christchurch

Christchurch

still not "a restoration"

Option 3

Option 3

My understanding is that the old Cathedral was never built Option 3
on a proper foundation. If this is the case, option 1 is
ridiculous! Option 2 is hopeless as it would give us
something that is neither fish nor fowl nor good red
herring! We are going to have a new City. We need a new
Cathedral not a patched up reminder of our past.

I think that before we as a church even think about
designing a cathedral, we need to think about what the
purpose of a cathedral is and who it is serving. To me, the
ideal purpose of a cathedral is for it to be the centre, focalpoint and figure-head of the diocese. Then the next
question is, what does that look like? As a church, as a
diocese, we should try to reflect the Kingdom of God. The
Kingdom of God serves the least, it advocates for those
who have no voice and it offers refuge to the lost, lonely,
abandoned, forgotten and unwanted. In our city, there are
a lot of people who are no

OK but still it looks backward to a past age and faith
doesn't look backwards. However it would be better than
restoration because iot would incorporate new materials
and design features presumably.

A new design for a new age amd future. Faith looking
forward and Christ calls us to follow.

I think that before we as a church even think about
designing a cathedral, we need to think about what the
purpose of a cathedral is and who it is serving. To me, the
ideal purpose of a cathedral is for it to be the centre, focalpoint and figure-head of the diocese. Then the next
question is, what does that look like? As a church, as a
diocese, we should try to reflect the Kingdom of God. The
Kingdom of God serves the least, it advocates for those
who have no voice and it offers refuge to the lost, lonely,
abandoned, forgotten and unwanted. In our city, there are
a lot of people who are no

I think that before we as a church even think about
Option 3
designing a cathedral, we need to think about what the
purpose of a cathedral is and who it is serving. To me, the
ideal purpose of a cathedral is for it to be the centre, focalpoint and figure-head of the diocese. Then the next
question is, what does that look like? As a church, as a
diocese, we should try to reflect the Kingdom of God. The
Kingdom of God serves the least, it advocates for those
who have no voice and it offers refuge to the lost, lonely,
abandoned, forgotten and unwanted. In our city, there are
a lot of people who are no

Option 3

Option 3
Absolutely ugly cold and unappealing.

Option 1

Option 1
Totally unacceptable. Our gothic cathedral has been the
symbol of Christchurch since it was built and is far more
than just an Anglican place of worship. It is part of the
soul of Christchurch and cannot be replaced by a
contemporary sinking Titanic

Option 1

Option 1
This city was founded by the Church of England. If a few
thousand people could build that magnificent building well
over 100 years ago, I see no reason why 400,000 people
can't restore it.
I do not see the sense in rebuilding a cathedral that no
longer meets the needs of the Church. It is after all a place
of worship and not just a Christchurch Icon. We need to
stop focusing so much on the attractions to the nonAnglicans and tourists who will only ever wander in and
out.

Option 1

This is a modern structure that will be more inviting to the Option 3
young people of today as a place of worship the future of
the Church.

I have lived in Christchurch all my life and to me Cathedral
Square has been the heart of our city. The Cathedral
dominated the square and was not only a marvelous
building but it represented the faith and inspiration of our
forebears and was a spiritual sanctuary in the midst of
shops and businesses. The gothic form of the Cathedral
was a reminder that the building was from a different age
and was a link to the founders of our city. We have lost so
much history and I feel that the Cathedral is one of the
most important buildings that should be saved. Other
cities in the world have rebuilt

While this would be an attractive option if not so
expensive, it is less flexible than option 3 which I think fits
in with the new Christchurch

Option 1

I love this new look. It is time to look forward and as our
city will be different so to can the Cathedral be different.
We will never forget the old Cathedral but I believe we
need to look to the future.
I like the concept of this new design while retaining
enough of the old features ( Rose window etc ) to link it
with the past. It enables the most seismically resistance
build as well as more flexibility for the coming years
through innovative design. It can also be built in a
reasonable time frame. I am not so sure that the tower
design is right

Option 3

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

1/05/2013 12:37

15 - 24

Ilam

Christchurch

1/05/2013 13:17

55 -64

Strowan

Christchurch

The only logical choice!

Option 1

1/05/2013 14:03

35 - 44

Burnside

Christchurch

The restoration of the original cathedral is more than the
mere restoration of a building. It would symbolize the
restoration of the people of Canterbury. Therefore,
assessing this option by purely economic criteria is not
legitimate. Give the people of Canterbury back their heart.

Option 1

1/05/2013 14:15

45 - 54

Singapore

Singapore

1/05/2013 14:48

25 - 34

Northcote

Christchurch

1/05/2013 15:40

35 - 44

Ashburton

Canterbury

1/05/2013 18:25

55 -64

St Albans

Christchurch

1/05/2013 18:46

55 -64

beckenham

christchurch

1/05/2013 19:00

25 - 34

St Albans

Christchurch

1/05/2013 19:10

55 -64

Upper
Riccarton

Christchurch

1/05/2013 19:12

65 - 74

Johnsonville

Wellington

1/05/2013 19:27

45 - 54

Halswell

Christchurch

1/05/2013 19:42

65 - 74

Amberley

Amberley

1/05/2013 19:52

75 +

Bishopdale

Christchurch

1/05/2013 19:54

65 - 74

Yaldhurst

Christchurch

1/05/2013 19:59

45 - 54

Hillegersberg

Rotterdam, The
Netherlands

1/05/2013 20:07

65 - 74

Sydenham

Christchurch

1/05/2013 20:11

Select
Merivale
Age range

Christchurch

1/05/2013 20:11

65 - 74

Sumner

Christchurch

Option 3

1/05/2013 20:23

45 - 54

waimate

Option 3

1/05/2013 20:29

75 +

PAPANUI

south
canterbury
CHRISTCHURC
H

1/05/2013 20:35

65 - 74

Halswell

Christchurch

1/05/2013 20:36

55 -64

Remuera

Auckland

1/05/2013 20:36

55 -64

Ladbrooks

christchurch

1/05/2013 20:40

25 - 34

Mairehau

Christchurch

1/05/2013 20:40

65 - 74

Ponsonby

Auckland

Please please please full restoration

1/05/2013 20:41

Select
Burwood
Age range

Christchurch

The present cathedral is built on a former swamp with
A pointless exercise to replicate old architecture in new
poorly designed foundations. If rebuilt in stone it will be a materials.
death trap when the Alpine Fault releases (which is will) no
matter how it is strengthened. If it is restored in its
present form I will never go in it again for any reason. I
was alarmed enough long before these recent earthquakes
and I was proved right.

This is the better option. People will initially argue and
dislike all designs but that was the pattern when the
Sydney Opera House was built. Now it is a world icon.
Go for the future.

Option 3

1/05/2013 20:47

45 - 54

Preferred option.

Absolutely not

Option 1

1/05/2013 20:48

Select
Fairlie
Age range

South
Canterbury

1/05/2013 20:52

65 - 74

North West

1/05/2013 20:54

Select
Cashmere
Age range

Christchurch

This is the ONLY Option........It was built by the For Fathers
for the People of Christchurch.... and the CCC has already
spent Millions of Dollars on Quake work in the recent
years.. thats why it is still restorable...SO in my view it is
still owned by the people of Christchurch...and is OUR
HERETAGE.... PLEASE RESTORE OUR CATHEDRAL.....

1/05/2013 20:55

45 - 54

212madras st

1/05/2013 20:55

65 - 74

The Wood

Christchurch
city
NELSON 7040

This will be the cheapest option and the best quality
outcome for the money spent
Time to move on, and stop, living in the past...

Governors Bay Lyttelton

Burnside

Option 2

I used to work and live in Christchurch. During my stay in
New Zealand I was a member of the Cathedral Singers. I
enjoyed my time in Christchurch, as a parishioner and a
singer in the Cathedral. I think we need to look forward. If
the old building is no longer safe to occupy then it would
be a better approach to build a brand new contemporary
structure instead of restoring the old cathedral.

Option 3

Option 1
I think the cost involved is too great, especially when so
many people are in need,

restore. have a glass dome and walkways make it as
attractive and people friendly
If this option was available in a reasonable and safe way to
fix the existing Cathedral many people would be for it, but
sadly I think the old lady has been shaken to bits and we
need to look towards the future but still retain some of the
key elements of the past. We can do this by rebuilding the
Cathedral with similar design to the old but using modern
materials.

Definitely not this.

Option 1
Option 2 is my preferred design option. I think that
rebuilding the Cathedral with modern materials in the style
of the old Cathedral is a great step forward. I think that we
need to be able to deconstruct the damaged Cathedral in a
way to which we can reuse some of the materials in this
new option or somewhere within the Square, i.e Paving
from the stone work, wood from the roof etc instead of
bashing it down with a wrecking ball. I think that this would
be a key step for people to move on but still retain some of
the 'heritage' that people are craving.

Of the three options, I would prefer this one, but I'm not
This design looks odd. Building in wood what looks like a
totally in support. I would prefer a partial rebuild, keeping
stone building doesn't seem to be quite right.
what can be safely kept and building something new
around and over the original, incorporating it. The restored
cathedral would never be the same as the original. It would
be an honouring of the history but also a recognition of the
earthquakes, to have a cathedral which incorporated old
and new elements.

Time for a change. We've been through a lot, let's show
those who criticise Anglican traditionalism that we are
looking forward towards the future.

Too expensive. Changes need to be made to the whole
area.
We have lost so many historic buildings in the earthquakes
and restoration of the cathedral gives us the opportunity
to restore this icon of Christchurch.

Really like the lightness and colour and believe it could be Option 3
a real draw card to the city. need to make sure that the
square around it and buildings complement it.
Option 2

Our congregations are aging. To attract the younger
generations we need to show we are not conservative in
everything we do. This just reinforces that conservatism.

Option 3 is a interesting look at what we could create for a Option 2
Cathedral in Christchurch. I think we need something
similar to what we have and option 2 is a great way to
retain some of the history of the city in a modern way.

While I could accept a contemporary design, this one
doesn't resonate with me. I would prefer a melding of the
old and new.

Option 1

Speed of construction and differentiation marks this as the Option 3
best for me - a former resident of Christchurch. My
Grandmother and Great aunt were both worshipers at the
Cathedral in the 1950's
Great lead in to the future. A symbol of a new lease of life Option 3
which the city needs. May inspire more to come in and see
what we (Anglican church) are all about.

Think we need something modern. Tell Anderton and crew Option 3
we are not prepared to fund raise to repair the old
cathedral.
It is the best option. Makes us remember the old cathedral. Just looks like a dinghy standing on its end.
Option 2
Option 1

Option 1

We are not a new people. We are the same people with a
new story to tell. Which is what our old cathedral is all
about. It is a beacon of hope and salvation to the city.
Not to be destroyed.

Option 1

I hope the bit above the alter won't look tacky

Option 3

We now have the opportunity to bring fresh new life into Option 3
the city & to take advantage of the best of contemporary
designs and architecture in the world. The nave of the old
cathedral always seemed to me to be very dark and
gloomy and the contemporary design gives the chance to
bring glorious light into that part.
NO. too expensive

don't like it at all

I have loved the original cathedral over the years and have Option 3
always felt very humble worshipping under its majestic
roof but now feel that there is a chance to build a
contemporary cathedral is really great and will relate more
to life today. The cost is so much less the a restoration and
this must be a huge consideration in this situation.
Option 1

The best option

Awful

Option 1
Option 3
Option 1

Not a good option. Sir Miles Warren's option is better.

Option 3

Retains elements of the old, but looks to the future. Many Option 3
restored buildings of this nature have used this principle. A
lot of the new buildings in the city will have a more modern
look and this would fit in with that.
Select Option

Option 1
Again, all organisation must look to serving/ministering to
future generations...

Again, I believe this design is too lavish; maybe a simple
stable with communion table, may express our Christian
faith, words, deeds & actions...

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
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ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED
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OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

1/05/2013 20:58

65 - 74

Nelson

Nelson

I grew up in Christchurch and spent my first 28 years
there. I have been to Dresden twice and seen the
wonderful restoration of Frauenkirche, and indeed saw it
as a pile of rubble in 1987. It is great for them as a tourist
venue primarily (and a concert venue) but not really
effective to nourish a congregation.

Not much point if option 3 can be implemented

1/05/2013 21:00

35 - 44

Pegasus

North
Canterbury

Not for me

This is the option that I would pick personally. I think that it I don't like the "bell tower""
is beautiful and yet modern enough to attract the younger
worshipers as well.

1/05/2013 21:06

35 - 44

Waikuku beach

1/05/2013 21:14

25 - 34

North
Canterbury
Northwood

Christchurch

The dream was always to restore, however I feel like the
building is too far gone to build back up again. Any
restoration would take far too long for us as a city, we
need the heart back up and running asap.

1/05/2013 21:15

35 - 44

Central
Christchurch

Christchurch

The restoration of the Cathedral would be a healing balm
for those of us who have lost so much since the
earthquakes. This key piece of Christchurch's heritage is
not only meaningful to us because of its architectural
beauty and local and international significance; it links us to
our ancestors, to the expression and patterns of their faith
and presence in the city. It should remain to link us forward
in time to our descendants and all future citizens and
visitors to Christchurch. It is a powerful and moving
experience to stand where your great grandparents stood;
to stand where your great-

1/05/2013 21:15

55 -64

Beckenham

Christchurch

1/05/2013 21:16

25 - 34

Ilam

Christchurch

Too expensive

1/05/2013 21:19

45 - 54

Halswell

Christchurch

1/05/2013 21:21

75 +

Cust

1/05/2013 21:21

Select
Gleniti
Age range

North
Canterbury
Timaru

It is very important to preserve what we can of the
existing building
yes, restore, this is the only option, to consider.

1/05/2013 21:21

55 -64

Beckenham

Christchurch

We have already lost so many beautiful buildings churches and other well crafted buildings - not from the
earthquake but from the owners not wanting to bother
fixing them after the earthquake. When you have a large
group of people willing to put in the effort to save what is
iconic in Christchurch (from fund raising to offering
knowledge and skills) - why is it such a battle to save
something that should be saved? You can build something
modern on all the other open carpark space that has been
created by CERA in Christchurch.

Option 1

1/05/2013 21:22

55 -64

St Albans

Christchurch

The destruction of a community's heritage is an act of
hostility against that community. To back up the argument
for the destruction of our cathedral with spurious and
misleading statements brings shame upon the office of this
Bishop and the Anglican church itself. "In the beginning
was the Word and the Word was God". Deceit and
dishonesty is not the word of God. It is self serving and
therefore is the word of the Devil Work with the people of
Christchurch to restore their catherdral."

Option 1

1/05/2013 21:23

55 -64

Ilam

Christchurch+

I feel if the Arts Centre can be repaired why can't the
Cathedral. It is the icon of our city. I am not religious and
not Anglican but I was in Alaska in the Sept 2010
earthquake and one of the first questions when talking to
my daughter was is the Cathedral OK. I didn't realise until
that moment that it did mean something to me as a born
and bred Cantrabrian.

1/05/2013 21:26

45 - 54

Swannanoa

Rangiora RD5

restore, Christchurchs name is Christchurch ,this is
the only option, and should not be high jacked, if the
old cannot be saved its gone for ever.

1/05/2013 21:30

35 - 44

Hornby

Christchurch

1/05/2013 21:31

25 - 34

Hornby

Christchurch

1/05/2013 21:34

75 +

Linwood

8012

1/05/2013 21:35

55 -64

Huntsbury

Christchurch

1/05/2013 21:38

65 - 74

Darfield

Darfield

1/05/2013 21:39

45 - 54

Opawa

8023

1/05/2013 21:42

55 -64

Fendalton

Christchurch

1/05/2013 21:42

45 - 54

Bryndwr

Christchurch

1/05/2013 21:45

75 +

Spreydon

Christchurch

1/05/2013 21:46

55 -64

Opawa

Christchurch

I am excited by the proposed new possibility. I know that,
while the old holds many fond memories for me, a new
concept could be much more useable in terms of internal
layout and the chance to have a meeting area after
services.

Option 3

Option 2

Option 3
This is a beautiful option and I believe it is striking, but the
white edifice reminds me of a mausoleum, like a ghost shell
of what was once here. I think if there is to be a new
building, it should be entirely new. Let history show what
was once there, but let the present show what is here
now.

I am not a fan of how the front looks like a rowboat tipped Option 3
up on one end. I think this design needs to be refined in
terms of edifice, because it is too monolithic at present,
and imposing. The front of the cathedral does need to be
inspiring in scale, but the entrance must still be human in
scale and inviting. I love the design in the wood on the
walls/roof, however the quality in materials used would
need to be incredibly high quality to retain the sense of
richness and warmth that was in the previous cathedral. I
would like to see a lot of stone detail in the finishings to
give that same s
Option 1

Option 1
Beautiful combination between traditional and
contemporary

Funky building and would be my second option

Option 2
Option 1
Option 1

Look to the future.

This would be my 2nd option if restoration doesn't go
ahead

Option 3

Option 1

Option 1

Option 3
Option 3
extravagant and a pointless reconstruction of a nineteenth not quite so extravagant but the rest stands!
century copy
I love the old building, but even rebuilt it would not be the No thank you
same. I fear compromises would be made in the design for
safety reasons, and would the tower really be a faithful
replica? It would have lost the patina of age. It does have
limitations in lines of sight, and may not best meet the
future needs of the Church's ministry

attractive, & liturgically satisfactory

Option 3

I love a lot about this design, built in the spirit of gothic
Option 3
architecture, using copper that references back to the old
building, above all the wonderful use of light. I hope the
tower is at least as tall as the last one. It would be good if
it again became the tallest structure in the City and shone
as a beacon above all. I wonder what provision it makes
for service as a community centre- i.e. for functions other
than worship on the site
Option 3

If they can restore the Arts Centre and historic buildings
worldwide, surely our beloved Cathedral can be restored.

Option 1

Option 3
Ideally, this would be my choice......but no doubt it will be
deemed unaffordable and impractical. The cathedral had
the most awesome acoustics, and any replacement needs
to provide the same.

I think this would be the next best thing......it maintains
some of the traditional look of the original cathedral......but
then, I ask myself, how much does that really matter?
Thinking about the style of worship that takes place in the
cathedral, this seems to me that it might be the most
fitting.......but don't forget, amazing acoustics need to be
provided!!

I, personally, don't like the look of these ultra-modern
Option 1
styles....would it mean that more young people would
worship there? I don't know. My mother is with me at
the moment, from the UK, and she says this type of
procedure was followed at Coventry Cathedral after the
war, and people hated it then, but nowadays everyone's
used to it! I find it hard to equate this style with the type
of worship and music that will be happening inside, Maybe
I'm getting old!!
Option 3

1/05/2013 21:48

45 - 54

Aylesbury

Selwyn

Please restore

1/05/2013 21:50

75 +

Somerfield

Christchurch

1/05/2013 21:52

35 - 44

Dunedin

1/05/2013 21:53

35 - 44

Dunedin
Central
Dunedin
Central

It would not matter how good the repairs were people
We want something that people will recognise as
would say that this is not the same without the extra costs Christchurch.
required. We have other things that need to be looked at
of more importance.
We support the restore of the Cathedral

Dunedin

We support the restore of the Cathedral

I love the echo of the Gothic arch. I hope the SpaceSaver art work behind the altar doesn't truncate the line
of view, that pieces from old cathedral can be included to
some extent, somehow.

Option 3

This is refreshing and would be a joy to worship there. It
appears to be opening its arms to welcome you.

Option 3

Option 1

Option 1
Option 1

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:
Might work

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:
I'm in favour of a brand new build but the option pictured
looks too much like a copy of other existing buildings: I'm
surprised the cathedral would put forward a picture of a
new building so obviously a mishmash of other structures.
Why not find an architect/s who could come up with a
unique proposal? This is Christchurch NZ , not San
Fransisco or Sydney.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

1/05/2013 21:58

55 -64

Spreydon

Christchurch

This is to be the preferred option for all but the
worshipping community!

1/05/2013 22:06

65 - 74

Avonhead

Christchurch

If it can be completed economically, it should be
Not interested.
considered as the most viable option. It was recognised
(along with the Cathedral of the Blessed Sacrament)as
one of the top 100 Cathedrals in the world by a respected
authority. Few have acknowledged this fact.

Too much like an American or Spanish "look alike" Will date Option 1
rapidly and not have the character of the present
cathedral in 100 years. Why can't we have any more
alternatives to consider?"

1/05/2013 22:10

65 - 74

Rural

Cust, North
Canterbury.

To my mind, restoration makes a statement that faith and
worship are something that belongs in the past. We have
moved on in many areas, to new insights in our approach
to worship, and to repeat what was, doesn't reflect that.
By all means, keep some material objects that remind us
of, and honour, the past. Coventry Cathedral is an
excellent example of how this has been done, whilst still
moving on into the present...

A lovely, light and airy interior, but remains still in the old
mould.

The architecture makes a statement for today as well as
giving a 'time frame' for when the 'quakes took place. I
would like to see a figure of Christ as the main art work.
Also, a worship space 'in the round' rather than the older
concept of all the action taking place 'up there' , very
separated from the congregation.

1/05/2013 22:11

55 -64

Wind whistle

Darfield

A shadow of what has been.

I don't like the outside of this design WHAT IS THE
Option 1
SIGNIFICANCE OF AGE? WE ARE ALL CONTRIBUTING!

1/05/2013 22:19

35 - 44

St Albans

Christchurch

Restoration sets the Cathedral into its position of spiritual
and historical significance for the people of Canterbury
and New Zealand
There is something about restoring the church to it's
original look

I like the lighter stone colour on the outside

What is going on with the tower?

1/05/2013 22:19

65 - 74

Glenview

Hamilton

1/05/2013 22:24

65 - 74

Redwood

Christchurch

We have a short history in New Zealand and I would like to Neither one thing or another.
see as much of our past preserved. It was a Christian
building and far from comfortable to worship in, but there
was a real feeling of past generations worshiping in that
place. I am sure that it is an expensive 'white elephant' for
the diocese to maintain, but it 'speaks 'to a lot of non
Christians. That is important and the non Christians should
contribute to the restoration.

1/05/2013 22:25

65 - 74

Mt Pleasant

Christchurch

My initial reaction was to restore the Cathedral, as it is the When this option was presented it seemed a very sensible When this option appeared it immediately seemed to me Option 3
sumbol and heart of our city, but see option2
solution to the restoration, but see option 3
to encapsulate all that the city hoped to achieve with the
forward looking rebuild ; bright, modern and seemingly
more affordable than the first two options. It would also
take many years less in the building and so this has
become my first choice

1/05/2013 22:27

75 +

Rotherham

North
Canterbury

keep the wonderful original gothic architectural historical
building alive which in turn will restore Christchurch into a
very diverse and exciting city with a blend of old and new
.

1/05/2013 22:32

65 - 74

Hokitika

Hokitika

1/05/2013 22:45

55 -64

Leithfield

Amberley

1/05/2013 22:54

65 - 74

Avonhead

1/05/2013 22:56

75 +

Halswell

1/05/2013 22:58

65 - 74

Akaroa

CHRISTCHURC
H
Christchurch
Too expensive. Christchurch deserves a 21st century
design. The square may well be quite different after the
rebuild and a 19th century cathedral could be
inappropriate.
Banks Peninsula

1/05/2013 23:10

75 +

Amberley

1/05/2013 23:14

55 -64

there are no
suburbs in
amberley
Tai Tapu

1/05/2013 23:16

75 +

Avonhead

Christchurch

1/05/2013 23:17

75 +

Woodend /
Amberley Parish
)

1/05/2013 23:18

45 - 54

Amberley,
Nth.
Canterbury.
7410
Bishopdale

1/05/2013 23:19

75 +

Harewood

Christchurch

1/05/2013 23:19

45 - 54

Oxford

Oxford

It was beautiful but it was old. It served its sacred
Same comment as above applies but of less beauty and
purpose for the last 150 years, but it is not what is needed more utilitarian.
for the next 150 years of service to God

1/05/2013 23:21

25 - 34

New Brighton

Christchurch

Least favoured option.

1/05/2013 23:27

45 - 54

Addington

Christchurch

Currently thinking we have an options in what will be built
is a disingenuous. To date there is no clear mandate to
rebuild or build any cathedral First the legal issues need to
be resolved. I understand there is a queue of willing
litigants wishing to dominate the cathedral landscape. As
Anglicans we have lost our natural right to self
determination by allowing the conversation to come
before the courts. Our redemption is to create the best
cathedral proposal and win back the support of the people
of Christchurch. To determine the best cathedral proposal
we need to firstly look at this ma

1/05/2013 23:42

55 -64

Belfast

Christchurch

Option 3

Option 2
Option 1

Will match the surrounding glass and concrete buildings
very well. It will not reflect the cities origins, but will
represent a passing fashion.

Option 1

Option 1

I prefer a new concept and architectural design to bring us Option 3
forward in our ability to worship in a modern, welcoming
and uplifting space.
I love this concept. It is time to look forward not back with Option 3
regret for what we have lost. A new user friendly cathedral
please.
Option 1
Less appealing even than option 1. It is neither one thing or Appeals tremendously to us even though we will not live to Option 3
see it. The design is very good and truly contemporary.
another.

Having thought long and hard about this, I visited Coventry Option 3
Cathedral in September of last year. In 1962 I was there
for the consecration of the new cathedral. The situation in
Christchurch is unique - almost a blank canvas. We must
think of the younger generations to come and make the
new Christchurch a special city of the 21st century. This is
a wonderful opportunity. It is good to see school assembly
halls being used for worship and churches combining with
each other. Perhaps the earthquakes have been the shake
up we all need. We need more children and young adults
learning about the Chr
contains all necessary elements. It looks inviting and "
makes the spirit soar" to quote Bishop Victoria."

Christchurch

Christchurch

Option 3

Option 3

Option 3
Option 3

No, this is a backward step. We now have the opportunity Don't like this. Looks very stayed
to move forward.
We dont care for it

Second Favoured option.

As much as we loved the Cathedral

Option 3

I really like the concept of the separate steeple/tower as
part of the church and as a memorial.
This is the choice for us even at our age we an see the
benefits of this design
Please consider further variations on this - like option 3B
presented at Synod - to maximise the flexibility of the
sacred space for varied forms of worship suitable for the
next 150 years.
The Cathedral is the poster child for Christchurch and
what we do with it represents the core foundation of the
city’s future, it marks the change that has beset upon us
and will become a shining beacon of things to come for
the city. By building a contemporary option, is proof that
we have accepted what has happened and is proof that
we have faith in the new future of the city. Proof we
accept change. If your house burns to the ground, you
build a new house. But you would never build the same
house, because you have learnt the faults of the old house.
Like it or not the city has changed f

Option 3
Option 3
Option 3

Option 3

Select Option

Cathedral - I like the look from the outside, however the
inside is too garish and too busy. I am referring to the
numeous pictures on the glass window and centre design
(behind the altar). When entering you should feel a sense
of grandeur and awe, but in a quiet, reflective and
comtemplative way. Spire: I think a more solid structure
would look better rather than the open look.

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

1/05/2013 23:43

35 - 44

Ilam

Christchurch

This is my preferred option as it retains the original feel of
the building but is a significantly cheaper option. I feel the
older style should be kept as the city will be made up of
many new buildings already. Secondly a large part of the
'feel' of the interior of the building for me is the use of
light. I see this building having the same allowance and
pattern of light as the original cathedral which I feel there
is too much of in the images of the newest model.

1/05/2013 23:47

35 - 44

New Brighton

Christchurch

NO

1/05/2013 23:48

35 - 44

New Brighton

Christchurch

Option 1

1/05/2013 23:49

55 -64

Beckenham

Christchurch

Option 1

1/05/2013 23:50

55 -64

New Brighton

Christchurch

Option 1

1/05/2013 23:53

55 -64

Ohoka

Christchurch

Option 1

1/05/2013 23:54

35 - 44

N/A

Option 1

1/05/2013 23:54

55 -64

Papanui

Andover SP11
6GK United
Kingdom.
Christchurch

2/05/2013 0:01

55 -64

Fendalton

Christchurch

2/05/2013 0:01

75 +

Burnside

Christchurch

2/05/2013 0:02

45 - 54

Governors Bay Christchurch

2/05/2013 0:09

65 - 74

Spreydon

Christchurch

2/05/2013 0:14

55 -64

Merivale

Christchurch

2/05/2013 0:31

65 - 74

Bryndwr

Christchurch

2/05/2013 0:33

45 - 54

Phiillipstown

Christchurch
City

2/05/2013 0:36

35 - 44

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

Option 3

2/05/2013 0:41

55 -64

Christchurch

Option 3

2/05/2013 0:47

65 - 74

Upper
Riccarton
NORTHCOTE

2/05/2013 0:55

45 - 54

Halswell

Christchurch

2/05/2013 0:56

55 -64

Darfield

Canterbury

2/05/2013 1:07

55 -64

Hoon Hay

South West

2/05/2013 1:07

45 - 54

Barrington

Christchurch

2/05/2013 1:07

55 -64

BURWOOD

CHRISTCHURC I feel strongly that the cost to restore to original condition
H
is obscene. I might add that I love the historical things. At
least 10 reasonable churches could be built for that amount
of money

2/05/2013 1:19

65 - 74

Avonhead

Christchurch

2/05/2013 1:34

75 +

Waikuku Beach Anglican Parish My late brother was a Chorister in the early 1950s so I was
of Woodenda regular attender at the Cathedral services.We paid to
Pegasus
have a step going up to the Bell Tower (No29 From
memory), with his name on it, to help pay for restoration
work after a fire. I think this was around $900 . His name
was Dexter Sinclair. We still strongly believe in restoration
work.

Option 1

2/05/2013 1:41

75 +

papanui

christchurch

Option 3

2/05/2013 1:52

45 - 54

West Melton

CH.CH

2/05/2013 2:06

45 - 54

St Albans

Christchurch

This is the only option as far as I am concerned. It is one of Why bother? It equates to a disneyland approach. Fake
the city's most important remaining heritage buildings and and piecemeal.
is completely repairable. Other advocates for heritage
retention have already eloquently argued the why/how
and finance solutions. If the Anglican church doesn't want
the cathedral why don't they give it to the city of
Christchurch? (we have supported it's upkeep via rates
over the years). I don't really want to live in a town that
doesn't try to save what it can and is only interested in
cheap fast solutions. If my grandparents were alive to see
Christcur

2/05/2013 2:13

65 - 74

linwood

CH CH

RESTORE PLEASE

Option 2

NO

Option 1

Option 3
Option 3
Old hat! Built for a different age. Why should we want to
continue to live in the past?

I love the vaulted ceiling which reminds me of Ely
Cathedral, but this design has many of the limitations of
the old one.

Let's be 21st Century! Flexibility of use sounds sensible
Option 3
while still raising one's thoughts to God. I think of angels'
wings, not the Sydney Opera House! I do wonder, though,
about the positioning of the toilets and the children's area.
If they are public toilets open to the general public, there
could be safety issues. If it's a separate building for toilets,
you'll need at least a covered walkway or you'll have huge
issues with umbrellas in wet weather for congregation
members who need access to a toilet.
Select Option

Invest in restoration for now and the future, save this
magnificant building . Christchurch will be full of new
exciting buidlings it does need another contemporary
Cathedral. It is short sighted not to save as much as or
restore the Cathedral. I would like to know that my
children and grandchildren will experience the cornerstone
of Christchurch heritage. The stone the wood and the
craftmanship is too special not to give everything we have
into protecting it.

while the original design was well suited to 19th C and its
Gothic revival, used suitable stonework from the locality,
the effect was ponderous - and the acoustics appalling
(compare only the RC Cathedral's). Visibility too was not
ideal due to the size and placement of the columns. All in
all, it shouted a particular theology, more akin to the Middle
Ages. Also, its eventual setting in the Sq was dwarfed by
the surrounding buildings and so the actual design lost
much of its meaning.

Like the interior - lighter than the old one - but prefer a
traditional exterior
what's the point here? a half-way house that fails as
neither fish nor fowl!

Option 2
The concept is a good beginning. Much will depend upon Option 3
materials used eventually. Echoes of the past (e.g. stone
at ground level up to say 4 metres; rose window good
idea) are needed just as much glass and so light necessary.
Wooden interior looks promising too. The shape and notion
of a boat is good. More work needed around ancillary
buildings and their function/relation to main. More
flexibility re seating.
Option 3

Looks ok, but does not deal with internal sight-line issues
associated with the original cathedral

CHRISTCHURC TOO EXPENSIVE AND TOO LONG TO COMPLETE
H 8052

AS ABOVE

This is my preferred option. It deals with the internal sight- Option 3
line issues that existed in the old cathedral. I do not,
however, like the tower as it is currently designed. It
seems somehow ethereal and poorly formed, and it would
benefit with a redesign that makes it seem more
substantial and in proprtion with the rest of the design.

LOOKS GOOD (ALTHOUGH NOT SURE HOW THE
SEPARATE STEEPLE WILL BE CONSTRUCTED).ALSO
THE QUICKEST AND MOST COST EFFECTIVE OPTION

Option 3

My son was a chorister i would like to see a new cathedral Option 3
he was amounts the last choir to sing in the ld cathedral
before the quakes. It is time to rebuild Christchurch not
salvage we need stronger and newer construction
methods
I prefer the traditional style
Contemporary will be better as will match our new City.
Won't match in with our New Look City.
Masny people would not attend church if old done up as
would be too nearvous.
Whilst I fully support the idea that the Cathedral should be Dislike completely.
a beautiful and impressive building, it has to be questioned
the expense involved in restoring such a building when
there are still so many people who do not have suitable
living conditions - where is our social responsibility. For
one who has experience being showered with loose mortar
following the boxing day earthquake I would be very
uncomfortable being in a building that may contain
questions regarding the amount of earthquake
strengthening that could be achieved

Select Option
Will look great and will be more open inside for worship.

Option 3

Option 3
This has a fresh modern view, reaching out and
welcoming. To me it speaks of where we have been but
takes us with a new vision into the future. It sets a bench
mark for an exciting standard of architecture in and around
the Square which I hope would have the next generations
saying we were wise stewards. Please just re-design the
bell-tower.

that would better meet the needs of the modern church. A nice compromise which reflects the past but doesn't
Option 3
To spend that amount of money on one building is immoral leave us stuck there. Christchurch is changed forever and
when it could be better used for some of the many social we need to move with the times.
needs in our community. I* would prefer to see the ruins
made safe and that become the "memorial" to the quakes. maybe including a museum/library of the events.. It
would be a very powerful reminder in the centre of our "
I like the flow of this design but not the Mother and Child
behind the altar. If the contemporary design concept is
adopted, could there be a competition to ensure we have
the most beautiful and useful cathedral possible?

Option 3

Select Option
Tacky and garish. You've already got a contemporary
Option 1
option being built in the form of some cardboard tubes. I
am not opposed to contemporary innovative architecture
but this isn't it and definitely not at the expense of a
repairable heritage building. A twinkly sparkly edifice won't
attract people back to the church - people are well
educated and worshiping invisible gods just seems a bit
nutty these days.

Select Option

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

2/05/2013 2:22

35 - 44

Prebbleton

Christchurch

2/05/2013 2:42

55 -64

Goverenors
bay

RD1
Christchurch
8971

This is the best option. An icon building which is symbolic
of Canterbury history. Also one which will attract the
international community to support financially

Select Option

2/05/2013 2:47

65 - 74

Amberley

45 - 54

Central City

I feel very strongly that the original building should be rebuilt and restored to its former glory.
I submit the restoration of the existing Cathedral (option 1)
should be adopted. The existing Cathedral is one of
Christchurch's most significant listed heritage buildings
whose importance has been raised by the earthquakes
legacy of the severe depletion of the City's built heritage.
The current Cathedral, the Arts Centre, Provincial Council
Buildings and the Museum form a unique Gothic Revival
grouping that has been recognised internationally.
(Evidence to the Environment Count on the proposed
Museum Revitalization.) Christchurch was established with
a strong Anglican focus (the

Option 1

2/05/2013 2:50

North
Canterbury
Christchurch

2/05/2013 2:54

65 - 74

highfield

Timaru

I do not believe in looking back and would always feel that We need to look forward - is this the way church is going I enjoyed the design of this style - it made me think of
it was not safe. Even if their was a lot of work done to
to be in the future with people sitting passively listening,
hands together in prayer, worshiping the true living God.
strengthen it.
singing or is it going to be in more flexible groupings....

2/05/2013 2:56

Select
YALDHURST
Age range

CHRISTCHURC
H

2/05/2013 2:57

45 - 54

Tumara Park

Christchurch

2/05/2013 2:58

65 - 74

Christchurch
Central

Christchurch

I strongly support OPTION 1. RESTORE. All the evidence
suggests that restoration can be achieved safely and with
a result that will be completely safe. I understand the
strong desire of many of those actively engaged within the
Anglican Church to build a new Cathedral that would work
more readily with and express better, the liturgy and the
Church in the present world. However, believing, as I do,
that the existing Cathedral can be fully restored, I would
urge that this Cathedral site is not the place in which to
realise that desire. After all, who would demolish
Westminster Abbey in or

2/05/2013 2:58

15 - 24

Sydenham

Christchurch

2/05/2013 2:59

55 -64

83 Manor
Place

Dunedin

I'm uncomfortable with my money being spent on a church I'm uncomfortable with my money being spent on a church I'm uncomfortable with my money being spent on a church Select Option
when there are greater needs in Christchurch and the
when there are greater needs in Christchurch and the
when there are greater needs in Christchurch and the
people that live here.
people that live here.
people that live here.
Please Restore our Christchurch Cathedral. I am amongst
Option 1
those many people whose love for Christchurch began as
a Canterbury University student. The Cathedral was, and
will always be, the very heart of Christchurch. What a
wonderful example of optimism it would be to see it
restored. To honour our past; to acknowlege the great
restoration of those similarly important and beloved
buildings of so many European cities after the devastation
of war. It is an opportunity to celebrate this by bringing
the Christchurch Cathedral back to life. The world would
salute us.

2/05/2013 3:21

35 - 44

West Melton

Christchurch

Christ Church Cathedral is the heart and icon of the city. It
has been for many many generations and future
generations should not miss out. It should not matter if the
restoration happens over years as it means so much to the
residents of Christchurch and surrounds. We should be
saving our heritage and not destroying it. Our fore fathers
spent so much time, effort and years to build and we
should not forget this. I do not understand why you are not
considering the wealth of knowledge and expertise
provided by the many overseas experts who have restored
many of the beautiful buildings damaged

If you do not opt to restore then I will accept traditional
based on modern building supplies. I used to always sit
outside having lunch and used it as quiet contemplation
when I needed it. To move forward, you cannot forget the
past so what about rebuilding with the original timber
building. This is still keeping with the tradition which I want
my children to know and experience. Our fore fathers did
so much to build this city from scratch and we have
already lost so much, I do not want to see the heart of the
city being discarded like an old rag, as if it meant nothing.

I do not like this at all. There is nothing remarkable or
Option 1
distinguishable about it. I will never attend or visit the
cathedral if this goes ahead. And if it does, it should not be
named Christ Church Cathedral as it is not. Quick and
cheap does not respect the history of the city. So what if
it does take years, look at all the overseas heritage which
was lovingly restored over the many years of restoration.
This is true faith. Many people have donated money to
restoring the Cathedral so if you do not choose to restore,
then you should be returning the donations.

2/05/2013 3:26

45 - 54

Mt Pleasant

Christchurch

I understand peoples attachment to this iconic building as a Has some interesting features but overall I find this option
boring.
central and core part of our Chirstchurch identity.
However, I am also aware that the expense to restore this
would not (in my opinion) be wise stewardship of such a
large amount of money. Christchurch has been shaken
terribly but I believe by moving into the future with a new,
fresh and contemporary cathedral we can create an
exciting atmosphere in our city centre. Which I hope will
draw people back to the heart of Christchurch and the
heritage which does not only lie in our buildings

Option 3
My preferred choice. I especially like the idea of our
cathedral being connected to the outside environment and
would like to see the narrow form of this option made
wider and hence more open and inviting. I am not in
favour of the structure alongside the cathedral. There is a
lack of compatibility. The main structure is grounded and
strong looking but the steeple structure is wispy and
spindly. Something more solid yet graceful would give a
more pleasing aesthetic.

2/05/2013 3:37

55 -64

mt eden

auckland

2/05/2013 3:40

45 - 54

Milford

Bucks

I support this option. this is an important icon for all of
New Zealand. It does not need to be done immediately but
should be done!
See my Epistle under Option 2. Additional comment: On
reflection of all the things swirling around over the last
days, it seems that all parties are missing a very relevant
point: Projects like this are often done in stages that allow
for funding considerations and on-going use of the
building. With the money at hand, together with
GCBT's offer to pay for the stabilization, we could get the
restoration well on the way and the nave ready for worship
as the transept and apse are attended to. The Bell tower
(see www.thePeoples Steeple.org) could be treated as a
stand alone p

2/05/2013 3:41

Select
Cambridge
Age range

Cambridge

2/05/2013 3:47

65 - 74

Christchurch

Avonhead

This is inspirational and looks forward. Whilst the past is
Option 3
important we should look forward to how God can touch
our lives and those in the future. What was there was
appropriate to the time it was built. Its relevance as a
gathering place for Christians was diminishing as it
embodied the past and non-Christians view of the Church.
The new Cathedral should reach out to all people
(believers and non-believers) God loves us so much he
gave us his only son so we can have a relationship with
God.

This option should not be adopted. The design is a pastiche
of the old and new and as such lacks the integrity of a
building with a cultural history and does not possess the
new insight of a modern building that reflects those who
built it.

This option should not be adopted. It fails to adequately to Select Option
embody or quote with integrity the current building and its
cultural history. I note the marked diminished prominence
of stain glass windows reduced to a support role of "side
curtains" to the High Church or Roman Catholic inspired
Virgin Mary graphic. Gothic Revival Cathedrals are
buildings of light utilizing the striking colored light beams of
the Stain Glass windows washing the round the structural
columns - this building forsakes this and attempts to
recreate this effect by strip roof lighting. This reduced
promi"
Option 3

I SUPPORT THIS OPTION 100% THE OPPOSITION
Option 3
GROUP SHOULD LOOK INTO AND THINK OF THE PAST
WHEN OTHER NOTABLE BUILDINGS OUT LIVED THEIR
USEFULNESS AND WERE REPLACED WITH MORE
MODERN AND FUTURISTIC BUILDINGS FOR
UPCOMING GENERATIONS. (eg CHRISTCHURCH
AIRPORT)
Inspirational

It is a matter of keeping faith with the founders and their
dream,and all with those Cantabrians who laboured to build
the cathedral,the city and the province.The cardboard
cathedral and the overly-clever architects with their
impressionistic sketches can never match or supplant that.

Option 3
Option 1

Option 1

An Epistle to the Cantabrians 23 February 2013 The Right Interesting seating arrangement, but at a horrible cost of
Reverend Victoria Matthews, Bishop of ChristChurch, the lost heritage, continuity and opportunities to grow the
Dean and Chapter of ChristChurch Cathedral, and all
Body of Christ.
concerned people; In the name of our Lord and Savior,
Jesus Christ: Greetings. As we mark the second
anniversary of the earthquake that felled the Cathedral’s
spire, I share the Bishop’s sadness over the state of the
Cathedral and the important heritage items that are still
within its walls. I agree whole-heartedly that the building
needs to be made safe and all of the precious heritage
within the Cathedral saved and preserved

Option 1

Option 1

Option 2

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Option 1
If we were to have a contemporary cathedral then it
should have been a departure from the footprint of the
existing one: completely different in orientation and form. I
think the design for the contemporary cathedral is tacky .
The interior design looks hard and brassy not inviting at all
and the tower is hideous. Please if you are going to build it
leave out the tower. I cannot see that the liturgies , music
and stick pointing that goes on in the cathedral will sit
comfortably within a building such as this. In the
transitional cathedral we already have a contemporary
large worship space. We

2/05/2013 3:47

45 - 54

Merivale

Christchurch

I am totally in favour of the full restoration of Christ
Church Cathedral. At the very least what remains should
be strengthened and restored and made accessible to the
public again. The cathedra is more than just a building, it is
the foundation stone of our city. It calls more people in
than all the other cathedral buildings in this country put
together. The interior of the cathedral is warm and inviting
with its combination of the wooden roof, terracotta tiles
on the floor, the honey coloured stone of the walls and
stained glass. It can host a range of liturgies and events
from a grand ci

The design of option 2 has very little appeal. This was not
what I had in mind when we were told the new cathedral
would be a mixture of old and new. It looks lightweight and
tinny on the outside and cold and hard on the inside. it
looks and feels like a hollow shell and is entirely
inappropriate to stand in the place of a great building.

2/05/2013 3:52

25 - 34

Merivale

Christchurch

I love the look of the stone and the materials that were
used in this building. The stone front and roof are the best
parts of the building. The inside could still be remodelled
with better acoustics, heating and natural light while still
keeping the original look. The tower could also be made of
steel like option two and wouldnt detract from the
beautiful stone and roof work of the original building. A
steel tower wouldnt remind us of the other one falling, it
would seem 'safer'. You could also add extra entrance
ways like option two which wouldnt detract from the
overall look of the or

I absolutely hate the look of the outside, it looks cheap and I dislike the tower. The main 'whale bone like' structure is
nasty! I like the design of the inside which allows more
interesting but I hate the inside design.
light in the interior. If the outside were made of the original
stone this would greatly improve this design. I like the look
of the metal tower. If it wasnt for the outside cladding, if it
was built in original stone with a restored rose window this
would be my favourite option and I think many people
would agree

2/05/2013 3:52

45 - 54

Mairehau

Christchurch

Option 1

2/05/2013 3:53

15 - 24

Bryndwr

Christchurch

2/05/2013 4:00

65 - 74

Mt. Pleasant

Christchurch

2/05/2013 4:13

15 - 24

merivale

christchurch

I think it makes sense to build a new cathedral that is more Option 3
connected to people through its design rather than
repeating an old gothic look (which was amazing while it
was standing
This cathedral will be an inspiring building which will fill all Option 3
the requirements needed as a worship, hospitalitity and
outreach space for the Dioces,e the city and beyond. It
ticks all of the boxes.
Option 2

2/05/2013 4:14

65 - 74

Darfield

Darfield

I favour this option as it will appeal to future generations

Option 3

2/05/2013 4:16

75 +

Cashmere

Christchurch

Option 3

2/05/2013 4:17

75 +

papanui

8053

I think this option is exciting. One suggestion - could the
new bell tower be placed in the centre of The Cathedral
Square as a City memorial focal point ? I look forward to
hearing our beautiful bells again
in all options, how stable is the site? Rumoured concerns
about the crypt being like a swimming pool.

Far too costly and it does not meet the requirements for a
21st century cathedral.

Option 1

Select Option

2/05/2013 4:17

65 - 74

Ellesmere

Canterbury

I choose this Option 1.

2/05/2013 4:17

65 - 74

Ashburton

Ashburton

No

Option 1

2/05/2013 4:21

65 - 74

Allenton

Ashburton

2/05/2013 4:26

65 - 74

Clyde

Central Otago.

2/05/2013 4:29

25 - 34

Wigram

Christchurch

2/05/2013 4:35

65 - 74

Yaldhurst

Christchurch

2/05/2013 4:38

65 - 74

Merivale

Christchurch

2/05/2013 4:40

15 - 24

Burnside

Christchurch

For me the three biggest draw-cards for this option are
The issue with this option is that it is, for the most part,
Option 3
simply imitating the original cathedral but lacking the same that it can be made stronger/safer than the other options,
feel and splendour.
is cheaper and will take the least amount of time. In
addition to this, it allows us to design a building that better
caters to the needs of our city and can be more
welcoming and approachable. The Church's mission is to
people, and a modern building that is safer and takes less
resources to build will be much better equipped for this.

2/05/2013 4:42

Select
waltham
Age range

christchurch

Option 3

2/05/2013 4:44

65 - 74

Darfield

Darfield

2/05/2013 4:50

65 - 74

ASHBURTON

ASHBURTON

2/05/2013 4:51

75 +

Bryndwr

Christchurch

2/05/2013 4:52

75 +

Strowan

Christchurch

2/05/2013 4:57

45 - 54

Mount
Wellington

Auckland

My family lives in Gebbies Pass. I have been in Akld for 5
years. I think the restoration is far too expensive and not
forward thinking. This is New Zealand not England.

Don't like at all.

2/05/2013 4:57

25 - 34

Woolston

Christchurch

YES , I love this building and loved showing family and
friends it. I would love to do this into the future.... Please
restore :)

No..

2/05/2013 5:01

65 - 74

MERIVALE

CHRISTCHURC
H

2/05/2013 5:03

35 - 44

SE

2/05/2013 5:04

55 -64

sumner

Portland, OR
USA
christchurch

No

Option 3
Yes. The style of the old cathedral represents the old
liturgy where only the clergy approach God and the people
watch. Modern theology includes all people and the role of
the clergy is to facilitate people`s approach to God.
Let's move forward. I love the use of light...it 'reflects'
Option 3
who we are and what we are about. It soars... let's all do
that
Although we have been living in Central Otago for the last Option 3
year, we previously lived in Christchurch continuously for
50 years, and were parishioners of St Michael and All
Angels and St Mary's, Halswell respectively. Mary was a
volunteer at the Cathedral after she retired, for only a few
months before the quakes. We both feel strongly that the
church needs to revitalise with a more modern image and
outreach, and that the contemporary design will go some
way to achieve this in the future. After all, we are talking
about a new cathedral in a distant future; it will not be
built in our lif

the difference towards option 3 can be spent elsewhere
for rebuild, the longer it takes to build, the longer it takes
for tourists to come back,

the difference towards option 3 can be spent elsewhere
for rebuild, the longer it takes to build, the longer it takes
for tourists to come back,

it is the cheapest option and takes the least time to build, Option 3
it's time to move forward, there is no need to stick to what
was there, it is for sure the old Cathedral will not be
forgotten, when the contemporary version is built
Option 1

My first choice provided the seismic strengthening can be My second choice. I like the idea of using the very original
good enough.
design for the cathedral using lovely woods and giving it a
New Zealand feel. But am unsure by the picture what
materials are suggested for the outside. I would like to
know more about the detail in this design.

My third choice. I am not anti modern design but feel that Select Option
if this is the desired option for everyone, it should be
thrown open to a world competition, not just leaving it to
Warren and Mahonney. The designs should then be viewed
by the public and a concensus reached. This would give us
a more exciting and innovative option.

Option 1

As a committed Anglican I remember this with great
affection, having attended services and other functions
there over 50 years from my student days. But I feel it is
artificial to rebuild in this way for a quite different age and
the cost is a serious constraint.

MY HUSBAND LEICESTER VOTES FOR OPTION 3
Option 3
(CONTEMPORARY)
Neither one thing nor the other. Pleasant enough but not This seems a building for the modern age which shows the Option 3
church can be part of this age and meeting the needs of
the best we can do.
contemporary worship and acitivities. I would have liked to
see an international competition like that held for designs
for Peterborough Village, for example, but realize the
constraints of time and cost on this option. If only it had
been embarked on much earlier.
Option 3
I totally love this design. I think Christchurch should be
rebuilt along these lines with pockets of the old buildings
and green areas between. Where the CTV building was
should be a Memorial Garden.
Heck no.. Horrible, what were the architects thinking :(

IT IS TIME TO MOVE FORWARD TO AND BUILD A
BUILDING FOR FUTURE GENERATIONS AS MOST OF
US WILL NOT SEE OR USE THE NEW CATHEDRAL AS
OUR AGE WILL BE AGAINST US ITS FOR OUR
GRANDCHILREN AND GREAT GRANDCHILREN TO
COME GOOD LUCK AND GOD BLESS
I believe that restoring this amazing landmark is the right
thing to do.
I definitely think the cathedral should be restored. It is an
icon and a very significant part of Christchurch's history
and city skyline.

Option 3

Option 1

Option 3

Option 1
Select Option

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:
Christchurch

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:
If the group fighting to save it want to have it and restore
it maybe we should just gift it to the city and let them get
on with it and we could worship in the Transitional
Cathedral long term. In 50 years time a new generation
could build something new for their future.

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Option 3
But if we go ahead and rebuild we might as well have
something completely new. I like the design and the
outdoor areas. I wonder if the education and hospitality
spaces are big enough though. I think we need enough
space for large groups to meet for food and fellowship and
education. Such as Synod. The other thought is having
offices that are more accessible to public so staff can
engage with those who visit.

2/05/2013 5:05

55 -64

Redwood

2/05/2013 5:11

55 -64

Dunedin ( but Dunedin
ex ChCh
Resident and
with ongoing
connections)

2/05/2013 5:15

25 - 34

Christchurch

2/05/2013 5:15

55 -64

Mount
Pleasant
Gulliver

2/05/2013 5:17

35 - 44

Burnside

Christchurch

2/05/2013 5:20

65 - 74

MERIVALE

2/05/2013 5:23

75 +

Cashmere

CHRISTCHURC
H
Christchurch

2/05/2013 5:25

65 - 74

Southbridge

Selwyn

If it is financially viable this should be the only option

2/05/2013 5:26

65 - 74

Fendalton

Christchurch

2/05/2013 5:36

15 - 24

Auckland

Auckland

2/05/2013 5:36

75 +

Ilam

Christchurch

I think it is appalling that the hopes and dreams of our
founding Fathers are being treated in such a cavalier
manner. Restoration is a must.
while it looks like the original, i think it's a time for a
dont know what to say, dont like it
change.
Rebuild definitely the preferred option. We cannot
Does not appeal
understand your rejection of all efforts to help with the
rebuild. To look a gift horse in the mouth as you are doing,
is crazy. You need to put aside your own preferences &
work together for what is best for Chch - a building with
tradition, solidity, heritage & history, would be a balance
for the future Square. Follow example of Arts Centre - get
on & do it.

2/05/2013 5:43

65 - 74

Burnside

Christchurch

Why rebuild a cathedral that is basically a copy of the
Churches built in the Victorian era to cater for the huge
increase of population in the industrial cities of that time?

2/05/2013 5:48

75 +

ilam

Christchurch

I wouldn't want to support a replica of what we had
I didn't find this option satisfying.
before, but rather a design that incorporates both the old
and the new. Coventry Cathedral is a moving example of
this concept, a building that does honour to the past,
acknowledges what has happened, but also points to the
future. I appreciated The Bishop's words about beauty and
light, and hope the modern part of the new building will
express those important ideas.

Many aspects of this option were attractive, but I did miss Option 3
some acknowledgement of the past {see above under
option 1) I don't want to select any option, but hope
there might be elements of 1 and 3

2/05/2013 5:48

45 - 54

Ilam

Christchurc h

I could almost live with this if in deed it is so much more
Firstly I am an Anglican. I am of the opinion that we need
affordable.
to untangle the Cathedral Debate in terms of what the
Cathedral means to the community of Christchurch and
what the Cathedral means to our Anglican Property
Portfolio. I am well aware of our damaged church buildings
in Canterbury and the precarious state of our accounts.
One could be forgiven in trying to keep a stiff upper lift
and soldiering on trying to take the most expedient way
out. Since it would seem the Cathedral means a lot more
to many people than just another old building, indeed it is
seen by many as the heart of the c

I'm sorry but I am one anglican who would find this new
design not to my liking and would try to avoid the central
area of city as much as possible should it be constructed.

2/05/2013 5:49

55 -64

Casebrook

Christchurch
8051

2/05/2013 5:51

75 +

Strowan

Strowan

There are many disadvantages in restoration. Firstly the old
cathedral was unsatisfactory in a number of ways, the
most important being the interrupted sight lines. Unless
base isolators are part of the rebuild it would not be safe.
No one knows what is going on under the ground there
until drilling has been done. We now know that the ground
is continuing to move and will continue to move even
without earthquakes therefore a lighter building than the
old cathedral is essential

2/05/2013 5:58

45 - 54

Le Bons Bay

Akaroa

I believe this is the only option that is going to accord with The design details we have been given are too vague.
This design is hideous and will just be another dreary
Option 1
the wishes of the majority of stakeholders - including the Unless this is done well, it risks being a cartoonish travesty modern building in what is likely to be dreary, brutal tilt-slab
of the original.
city.
many thousands overseas who have donated generously
to its restoration. It is also the only option that remains
faithful to the vision of the people who built it.

2/05/2013 6:02

Select
Allenton
Age range

Ashburton

2/05/2013 6:03

35 - 44

Riccarton

Christchurch

2/05/2013 6:05

55 -64

halswell

christchurch

I like the look of this and it would appease those who love
the Gothic Tradition and be similar to what we have had.

Strongly support full restoration.

Option 1

Option 3

Townsville,
AUSTRALIA

As a child growing up in Sth Canterbury, I used to love
visiting the Cathedral and also climbing the bell tower. It
was such a disaster to see this destroyed in the
earthquakes. I think this design still encompasses so much
of the old building, but also making the building more
seismically sound.
Out of the question- Far too expensive

Ok - but still worried about the cost

Option 2

I'm quite traditional so for me choosing this option was
tough, I am concerned about the bell tower, i hope this
part will stay reasonably traditional so people can climb a
stairwell and have a nice view over the square from the
top.

Option 3

Option 3
Option 2
This would be our 2nd choice

Its OK

Not interested in a modern design

Option 1
Select Option

this design just looks awesome, and will probably be the
Option 3
most efficient to make.
This version is missing the 'wow' factor. To be successful Option 1
it needs an impact which the architects have not been able
to produce

This is exciting. It will be a great place of worship and a
Option 3
City treasure. The Catholic Church has built two great new
modern cathedral is San Francisco and Oakland. (I am a
church-going RC) Anderton et al should gey off their
bandwagon and let the Anglican Church get on with its
business

Option 1

I would like to suggest that we build our new Cathedral all Select Option
in wood. We have an abundance of timber and it would be
wonderful built say in Rimu. I would like to see both inside
and out outside built in timber. I only know of one other
timber Cathedral in the world, so it would be something
very special. It would stand up to earthquakes far better
than bricks or concrete too. What a delight it would be to
parishioners and tourists alike to see something uniquely
NZ. I like option 3's building design but the spire seems
not to fit in with the rest of the construction Thank you
I support this option as I think it will fit into the new city, it Option 3
will attract people and it will provide a prayerful
atmosphere. It looks light and it will be safe .

Option 3

Strongly support as I view the building as a symbol and
central focus of the city, both for residents and visitors.

2/05/2013 6:07

55 -64

halswell

hristchurch

Leave to ccc to develop as an earthquake memorial

2/05/2013 6:11

75 +

Harewood

Christchurch

Too risky , too expensive and not suitable for modern and
future needs of the Church.

2/05/2013 6:12

15 - 24

Casebrook

Christchurch

I can see some sense in this option and am really
ambivalent between this and option1.

lose the tower! lovely, simple, stylish, forward looking, God Option 3
focussed building
Too trendy and easily dated. However as a church it may Select Option
attract some of the modern evangelical types but I doubt if
the anglican church wants that. If you chooses this option,
and the bias illustrated in your presentation of the options
suggests this is likely, build it elsewhere and leave the
existing for the ccc to develop as a memorial
Build it elsewhere

A very pleasant looking building but I prefer to look to the
future and not the past.

Select Option

I prefer a contemporary design but not necessarily this
Option 3
particular one which reminds me of the Whitby whale
bones! I would also prefer the tower and spire to be
attached to the building.
I love this designs uniqueness and modern twist. It
Option 3
Although i like the idea of restoring some of the heritage, i I like the design of the tower and the elements of a
represents a new and vibrant beginning for Christchurch
think it is time for a change and a more modern
traditional gothic cathedral. The colour is refreshing but
appearance. We need to bring Christchurch into the 21st does make it blend into the surrounding environment. This city! The use of glass makes it look open and welcoming to
everyone in the square.
century.
means it doesn't stand out as much as it should.

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

2/05/2013 6:13

35 - 44

Casebrook

Christchurch

2/05/2013 6:19

35 - 44

GORDON
PARK

Brisbane

2/05/2013 6:20

15 - 24

Casebrook

Christchurch

2/05/2013 6:24

55 -64

Summer

Christchurch

2/05/2013 6:24

Up to 15

Redwood

Christchurch

2/05/2013 6:27

15 - 24

Redwood

Christchurch

2/05/2013 6:28

45 - 54

Westmorland

Christchurch

2/05/2013 6:30

45 - 54

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

2/05/2013 6:31

Up to 15

Casebrook

Christchurch

2/05/2013 6:33

15 - 24

karori

2/05/2013 6:35

35 - 44

2/05/2013 6:40

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

Although i like the idea of restoring some of the heritage, i
think it is time for a change and a more modern
appearance. We need to bring Christchurch into the 21st
century.
Having grown up in Chch and visiting from Australia
numerous times over the past 10 years, there has been one
building that has meant the most to me - the Cathedral. I
remember as a kid paying 50c to climb to the top and
feeling like I was at the top of the world. The Cathedral
has always been an important part of Christchurch & it's
identity. Whilst I understand the financial reasons behind
any other decision I think it is also important to look at the
emotional aspect. People in Chch have been through so
much over the past 3 years and to be able to say that with
the Cathedral being re

I like the design of the tower and the elements of a
traditional gothic cathedral. The colour makes it blend in to
the surrounding environment. This means it doesn't stand
out as much as it should.

I think this design has got a bit boring and is too old
fashioned. After the earthquake it would be nice to have
something more fresh and new so that we can enjoy a
'new' Christhurch city.
This should be the only option. SAVE OUR HERITAGE.
Save the history of this country. We will regret it greatly if
we don't.
Because it gives us a piece of our lost heritage back again,
favorite option as the cathedral will be the same.
I agree, it's the heart of chch. It's important historically as
well as being a good symbol if the rebuild that we can
rebuild our city
While it would be good to restore what can be restored, to
have a total restore may not be feasable. I'm not
convinced it is the most expensive option,

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Option 3
I love this designs uniqueness and modern twist. It
represents a new and vibrant beginning for Christchurch
city! The use of glass makes it look open and welcoming to
everyone in the square.
Option 1

I like this design of the cathedral because it looks
interesting and very modern. It would be a great focal
point for the cathedral square!

Option 3

No not at all

Option 1

Option 1
Don't agree

Don't agree

This is a great design that embodies both the old and new. This design reminds me of a Morman tabernacle and does
It would be great to see some of the original building
not reflect Christchurch in any way. I am not convinced it
included in the building. I believe this design accurately
is the cheapest option.
reflects Christchurch and the integration of faith and
secular society. This design is welcoming to all.

This is what I really want to see. The Cathedral has been
an icon of Christchurch for many many years. Much of the
cities logos are the catherdral including the Christchurch
City Councils own logo.
The destruction of the cathedral by the earthquake was a I don't like the colour of this cathedral as it too pale, almost
terrible event. Although this has given us the opportunity 'ghost like'. It would look lovely at night but it should stand
to create our own unique style and a more modern city. I out in all 24 hours.
do not think we should just 'restore' the old cathedral
when we could create something update to date with our
own century!

hideous, just hideous

Wellington

The Cathedral is the heart of Christchurch and should be
something the we can be proud of for generations not
something contemporary that dates. Also, I'd much rather
have traditional than contemporary if it comes to that

NO

Hillsborough

Christchurch

Worse than option three

45 - 54

Rangiora

Rangiora

Preferred option. It would be nice to retain at least some
of the city's heritage.
While I'm a Christian, I am not a member of the Anglican
Church. Bearing in mind the church's right to make their
own decision (subject to the high court ruling), my hope is
that the Anglican Church can make a stand to listen to the
people and make a decision to unite, rather than divide the
community. My concern is that the Anglican church may
lose their opportunity to be a central figure in the city
bearing Christ's name if they choose to disregard the
population. With the current 'Great Buildings' costings, the
church is starting to look more like a divisive force, which
won\

2/05/2013 6:40

55 -64

Westmorland

Christchurch

Nice idea but not practical. It would be nice to have some
remains as a memorial/tourism like remmnants at many
overseas historical sites

Best option both practically and economically

2/05/2013 6:40

15 - 24

Ilam

Christchurch

2/05/2013 6:43

55 -64

Mareihau

Christchurch

Not sure if this is a good idea, can we be sure it will be
safe?

This one does appeal a lot, with its more familiar look and
historical references Should the Cafe be straight in front
of the cenotaph though?

2/05/2013 6:44

55 -64

Casebrook

Christchurch
8051

2/05/2013 6:44

45 - 54

Selwyn

Tai Tapu

This should be the preferred option to retain
Christchurch's heritage. The overall costs and completion
times are less than predicted.
A vital part of Christchurch history. An anchor to local
people linking the new city with the original.

2/05/2013 6:46

15 - 24

Miramar

Wellington

2/05/2013 6:49

35 - 44

Rolleston

Selwyn
Christchurch

Option 1

Option 2

Option 1

It looks cool and i think this modern design is needed. Its
Option 3
more appealing to younger people and i think it will attract
many public and tourists to Christchurch again.

Option 1

Hideous, sorry but I just don't like it. Only marginally better Option 1
than option 2.
The contemporary option could become attractive, and
Option 1
I understand the appeal of an apparently lesser cost of
maintaining a traditional Gothic building, but this would be become a unique structure for the city. However, it could
seen forever as a compromise; and history would judge the also date in the way that the 'Beehive' has dated in
church poorly for taking this option.
Wellington. If the powers that be had decided to build a
traditional rather than contemporary structure at the time,
New Zealand could have a parliament building to be proud
of (e.g. US Congress, HoP in London). Rather, the
structure is the butt of jokes. There is a risk that this could
happen for a contemporary design.

too modern for me looks like a plastic model too idealistic

looks horrible

Option 2

Option 3
Option 3
This one looks pretty fantastic, but would it age? Also,
think that the bell tower is just a little out of place, can see
the Gaudi influence?
Option 1

Option 1
Option 1

Still a beautiful building - so many childhood memories please restore and give us back our heart!
Would like to restore but probably too costly

Ugly & copying another cathedral in the USA

Option 2

Christchurch is my home town which I left in November
This is just a cheap copy and an unworthy replacement.
2010. I want to see a city that has and enduring heritage
and I think that this the only option put forward to provide
that.

I wouldn't have minded a contemporary option if it was
truly forward looking and provided something that would
endure , was dynamic and a true talking point. To me this
option looks like something from 1970s Las Vegas

Option 1

2/05/2013 6:52

55 -64

St Albans

2/05/2013 6:57

65 - 74

Upper Moutere Nelson

2/05/2013 7:00

25 - 34

Ashburton

Ashburton

2/05/2013 7:01

35 - 44

Mount
Pleasant

Christchurch

This is the best option given the lack of creativity in the
contemporary version.

2/05/2013 7:09

25 - 34

Prebbleton

Selwyn

From the bottom of our hearts please do not give up on
our beautiful cathedral, it's too important to lose it forever.

Option 1

Feel that the Tradition option has a mixture of the old and Really like the interior, not so much the outside
the new, like the wood interior and love the exterior. I think
it would compliment the Square.
Not appropriate
The design just isn't creative enough. A local, national or
international architectural competition would have
unleashed some fantastically creative ideas that would
have sparked originality.

Option 2

Option 1

Option 1

2/05/2013 7:16

15 - 24

Riccarton

Christchurch

Man up. It's not even that broken.

2/05/2013 7:16

55 -64

Sydenham

Christchurch

I think it will be too expensive to re-build. I wasn't born in I like this design but if we are going to build a completely
CHCH so don't have the same affinity to the cathedral as new cathedral I believe it needs to be of the
those who were perhaps do. However, I am a Christian and present/future and not a replica of the past.
I believe that the church is essentially about bringing the
people into the presence of God and not the actual
building ultimately. I think it was a great building and is a
tremendous loss but we now need to look to the future.

As long as it is sensitively designed and not a showcase for Option 3
anything too" over the top" I believe that this could be the
best option. I would like to see any architectural and
furnishing features which have been recovered from the
old cathedral incorporated as far as possible into the new
build

Option 1

2/05/2013 7:17

25 - 34

Mt Pleasant

Christchurch

2/05/2013 7:18

35 - 44

West Melton

Canterbury

would be lovely but would have to structurally strong I
believe the cost would not be as high as many many
people in the city would willingly donate time be involved in
the restoration

NO NO NO this is ugly and doesn't fit with the feel of our
city don't like it at all

2/05/2013 7:29

65 - 74

Bryndwr

Option 1

2/05/2013 7:32

55 -64

Los Angeles

Christchurch
8053
Los Angeles

2/05/2013 7:35

35 - 44

Bromley

London

2/05/2013 7:48

35 - 44

Mt pleasant.

Chch

It shouldn't be anything less then restore if possible.

2/05/2013 7:57

65 - 74

Allenton,

Ashburton

this building has served well for many years, but now I
would be concerned for it's safety particularly in relation to
foundations

This would be closest to the original look which i feel is
important I do question the proposed time frame though
and feel this option has been downplayed and time
overexaggerated in order to push people towards the 3rd
option this is my preferred option as much as i would like
to say restore

Option 2

Option 3
Restore! There is only one CCC!

Option 1
Option 1
If only option contemporary. Should be international design Option 1
competition. Simple as that.
This is my preferred option. I believe this will serve the
Option 3
future well.

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

no strong feelings on the architectural merits

Option 1

Christchurch
8052

I am not a 'born'Anglican and have worshipped at a stone
church (Knox Presbyterian in Dunedin) only for the two
years I was a student in Dunedin. Trad is not my taste and
the uplift and light of this design appeal to me. The
temporary cardboard church appeals to me and I look
forward to worshipping in it this year.

Option 3

Rolleston

Rolleston

55 -64

Burnside

Christchurch

Looks great and will end up being a much loved feature for Option 3
Chch. Also really pleased that people are being put ahead
of money unlike those who continue to push to stubbonly
restore no matter what the price.
Looks like a Mormon church
Option 2

2/05/2013 8:15

55 -64

Burnside

Christchurch

2/05/2013 8:15

45 - 54

spreydon

christchurch

2/05/2013 8:19

55 -64

St Albans

Christchurch

2/05/2013 8:30

45 - 54

hoonhay

2/05/2013 8:37

75 +

christchurch
8025
Christchurch

2/05/2013 8:44

55 -64

Halswell

Christchurch

2/05/2013 8:52

25 - 34

Central

Christchurch

2/05/2013 8:55

25 - 34

Grey Lynn

Auckland

I strongly support the full restoration of Christchurch
Cathedral. It is essential to the cultural heritage of our
community.
No thanks

2/05/2013 8:56

55 -64

Parklands

Christchurch

Too costly, would not have confidence of many re safety

2/05/2013 9:01

Select
Waimate
Age range

South
Canterbury

2/05/2013 9:06

75 +

ilam

2/05/2013 9:08

25 - 34

Beckenham

christchurch
8041
Christchurch

2/05/2013 9:09

55 -64

FENDALTON

CHRISTCHURC
H

2/05/2013 9:11

35 - 44

Mt Pleasant

Christchurch

2/05/2013 9:12

25 - 34

Leederville

Perth

Restore

Option 1

You owe this restoration to all those who go before us

Option 1

2/05/2013 8:02

35 - 44

Ilam

Christchurch

2/05/2013 8:02

75 +

Fendalton

2/05/2013 8:04

35 - 44

2/05/2013 8:11

Harewood

This is my preferred option. For me it comes down to what Again
the choice says about the survival vs rebirth of the city did we live, or did we die? If you don't count the
commercial buildings, most of the homes and the people
are the same at heart. I think this particular statement of
the city's heritage, survival, and continuity of spirit, made
right at the city's heart (literally it's centre), is very
important. It is also the only option that doesn't require
demolition of the existing cathedral. Since the spire is
gone, I would consider tinkering with that in a way which
sho

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

Feel that this is what should be done but may be too
expensive
This is what should be done - seems to be too many ifs
and buts around price and timeframe. Believe it can be
done to a smaller budget.
(RESTORE) im sure if its cheeper to do so then it should
be rebuilt there will be enough money wasted in the city
and im sure if there was a program started for professional
trade people id like to think there would be offers from
those in trades that can help even if its only a few hours a
week it could be done of course under strict health and
safety

Because I want the traditional but think it too expensive
this is my choice.
Like this option also as it retains original shape but my
preference is for 1.

Hideous option - does not suit position or Christchurch

Option 1

Option 1

I don't have confidence that this can be accomplished
within the resources available or in a reasonable time
frame.

I think this option presents an authentic statement of
Option 3
contemporary architecture which touches our present
context. My concerns with it would be hospitality spaces,
which were a severe handicap of the old cathedral look set
to be once again under done. Also the incorporation of
facilities and the children's chapel with under cover
connection is important. I also think the idea floated at
synod for putting a 'round' part between the nave and
sanctuary should be seriously considered.
Option 1
Option 3
Option 3

Highly expensive and does not feel safe

I strongly oppose this option.

I strongly oppose this option.

Option 1

It is a close second

Yes please, this one please. A good blend of new and old.

Option 3

This looks good if you want a traditional style church-the
entrance is impressive.

A chance to have something new and innovative that still
is a great place to worship in.
Beautiful/Fantastic going forward, encompasing many
elements valued to us all.

Option 3

cost and modernising

Option 3

Good cost and it would fit well with the idea of
Christchurch as a new, green and interesting city
SPIRE ONLY AT THIS STAGE AND KEEP OUTER
REMAINS OF THE OLD CATHEDRAL AS A MEMORIAL
AND PLACE FOR REFLECTION. I AM HAPPY THAT
CATHEDRAL ACTIVITIES CAN BE CARRIED OUT FOR
THE NEXT DECADE WITH THE CARDBOARD
CONSTRUCT

Option 3

Quite boring
NO

Option 3

Option 3

Option 3

2/05/2013 9:30

45 - 54

Merivale

Chch

2/05/2013 9:32

65 - 74

RD1

Ashburton 7771

Option 3

2/05/2013 9:37

45 - 54

Halswell

Christchurch

Option 1

2/05/2013 9:38

45 - 54

Halswell

Christchurch

2/05/2013 9:38

55 -64

Mt Pleasant

Christchurch

Restore original cathedral with a better designed tower
and internal spaces. Maybe something modern alongside?

Option 1

2/05/2013 9:38

65 - 74

West Melton

This my preferred option.

Option 1

2/05/2013 9:41

55 -64

Lyttelton

West
Christchurch
Christchurch

2/05/2013 9:44

65 - 74

Christchurch

Christchurch

This is he preferred option as it has been published as a
much less expensive option than previously thought.

2/05/2013 9:44

75 +

shirley

christchurch

2/05/2013 9:49

55 -64

Avonhead

ChCh

2/05/2013 9:57

55 -64

Pegasus

North
Canterbury

2/05/2013 10:01

55 -64

Maupuia

Wellington

2/05/2013 10:02

55 -64

Avonhead

Christchurch

2/05/2013 10:03

65 - 74

Lakeside

Leeston

Option 1

This cathedral was not Scott's best work - the Gothic
It would be better to restore the cathedral than create a
revival style suited the city and its inhabitants at the time it fake
was built, Cathedrals have a life span. It is time for this
Cathedral to give up and go quietly

In principle I support the idea of a contemporary cathedral, Option 3
but I have some reservations about this particular design.
The information that has been provided makes it look like a
contemporary outside shell, with a traditional inside. Be
bold - get rid of the railway carriage feeling, make it
flexible/ child/ disabled friendly with everything under the
same roof - and above all make it ours - make it so that it
exhibits best liturgical practice that we know at this time.
Make it the mother church of the Diocese and enable
parishes to own it too, so that when they visit for Diocesan
occasion

Quite similar to the original so why bother with a duplicate. This looks like an enormous dingy on its end

Option 1
Option 2
Option 2

Please Restore. I feel absolutely qualified to offer my
opinion. I have lived all my life in Christchurch until 010912
when we moved out to Pegasus because we lost our
house in the September 2010 earthquake. I was baptised
and married at St John's in Latimer Square; confirmed at
All Saints in New Brighton Road, Burwood and went to
Sunday School at St Andrews in Marriott's and my
granddaughters are currently pupils at St Michael's Church
School, Christchurch with its iconic Cathedral in the
Square will never be the same and listening to the people
and taking up the many offers of help

Option 1

Option 3
Too expensive and scary.

It still brings back scary memories and doesn't help with a
new start and a fresh vision.

Option 3
It's time to move on and look forward. We also want to
enter and worship in a building that feels safe. The
contemporary version is inspirational and appealing. The
proposed remake of the Rose window is a nice idea and
will help bridge the old to the new. It's also good
stewardship to choose the style that is going to incurr the
least financial burden. Worship is about people communing
with their God, which is far more important than old
fashioned buildings.
Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

We favour the traditional structure which mirrors the
original plans for the Cathedral to be built in wood. History
has shown the Cathedral has been damaged by
earthquakes in the past. Restoring the stone structure at
great expense does not make sense to us. We would not
feel safe. The stone and concrete pillars segregate the
congregation. The wooden interior is much more inclusive.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

2/05/2013 10:05

65 - 74

Merivale

City

2/05/2013 10:06

55 -64

Buderim

Queensland,
AUSTRALIA

2/05/2013 10:07

65 - 74

Bryndwr

Christchurch

2/05/2013 10:12

15 - 24

Strowan

Christchurch

2/05/2013 10:15

55 -64

REmuera

AUckland

2/05/2013 10:17

55 -64

Fendalton

Christchurch

2/05/2013 10:39

35 - 44

Te Puke

Te Puke

2/05/2013 10:39

Select
Central
Age range

8033

2/05/2013 10:40

35 - 44

Somerfield

Christchurch

2/05/2013 10:43

25 - 34

Cashmere

Christchurch

2/05/2013 10:44

65 - 74

Somerfield

Christchurch

2/05/2013 10:47

45 - 54

Redcliffs

Christchurch

2/05/2013 10:52

55 -64

kaiapoi

North
Canterbury

2/05/2013 10:55

45 - 54

Brockville

Dunedin

2/05/2013 11:00

25 - 34

Lyttelton

Christchurch

Not in favour. It was a space I loved but the time for it has This was my initial favoured response but I am loosing
passed. I remember far to vividly the horror, when it was
enthusiasm for what could feel like a token effort trying to
thought that people had died in the collapse of the tower, please everybody but in the end suiting nobody.
then the relief when it was proved that a miracle had
happened.

I am warming to the idea of a contemporary design which Option 3
can be flexible to meet the needs of modern liturgical
practice. However I'm not won over by the present design.
I believe a further step needs to be taken in the direction
taken in a bold direction such as the Roman Catholic
Metropolitan Cathedral of Christ the King in Liverpool.

2/05/2013 11:28

75 +

Cashmere

Christchurch

It seems that no one has looked at saving the sanctuary
and the North and South transepts; the Church has not
been honest in looking after its legacy and I distrust the
motives of the rush to the new; as a house of prayer there
should be no rush to demolish; the engineers made a hash
of protecting the west wall with steel trusses, resulting in
more damage in the end; shoring should be done in heavy
timber as in the past; nave walls could be saved by building
buttresses; underpinning could be carried out; no steps
have been taken to save the organ - Craig Dixon says that
the roof will be demoli

This concept is very much in question. Has a detailed brief Option 1
been provided? We are informed that Synod was in favour
of this option. A case perhaps of the King's new clothes?
Shown as an upside down boat without a keel (ridge), with
no supports to the ribs the cantilever effect from the base
will be hard to achieve. The ridge is the spine of the
structure - a spineless structure for a spineless church?
This will start with a clear site. A good basement of
diaphragm wall construction (a French patent) would
provide underground parking and a source of income
through the week (as in Grace Ca

2/05/2013 11:31

15 - 24

Parklands

Christchurch

Every day for 11 years, I saw a cathedral that I thought
would endure for many more years after I had passed.
Moving on from a tragedy that affected us started with a
return to normality and everyday life. Why should restoring
the cathedral to some semblance of normality be any
different? Some people want a treasure from a bygone
era to be replaced by some 'modern art' that has more in
common with an Apple Store's aesthetic than with that of
a traditional place of worship. It is a much-discussed
marvel of architecture that has a rich history and a lasting
impression, not just

2/05/2013 11:50

55 -64

Lyttelton

Lyttelton

To me it would be vandalism to demolish and not restore
the Cathedral. It is the heart and symbol of the city. I see
no reason why I should doubt the assurance of
international experts who say that the Cathdral can be fully
restored. They have saved buildings that had worse
damage than Chch Cathedral. Look to Europe where
churches were ruins after the wars, and - apart from a few
famous exceptions like Kaiser-Wilhelm-Gedächtniskirche in
Berlin and Coventry - most were restored and are standing
tall today. I also think you - the Anglican Church - have
grossly exaggerated the cost estimates and

2/05/2013 11:52

15 - 24

Burnside

Christchurch

Too expensive - not good stewardship of the resources we or even view for parts of the congregation at services.
not backward in society. Forget the "tourist attraction"
have been given. Not as functional - big awkwardly placed Holding onto the past not embracing the future - a unique element - if tourists would like to see old
pillars don't allow for flexibility of use of the main building opportunity the Church has to show the rest of the city
cathedrals/buildings then Europe is the place for them what we are about - moving forward
our baby of a building in comparison will ne"

Select Option

Formerly of Christchurch - if the Cathedral goes so does
Christchurch. We are renowned around the world
because of our Cathedral. For me, my childhood
disappears. There must be enough funds worldwide in the
Anglicans Trust funds to restore our heritage. There is
nothing left of the city, it is heartbreaking - I never used to
cry when I flew out but I do now as I feel I should be there
helping. Two of my siblings have lost their homes they
don't need to lose anymore. I am a Cantabrian and that
will never change

Option 1

We have a chance to look forward, and I believe this
design best portrays that attitude.
Far too much money, have a chance to improve on the
design
Restore - the cathedral is a Christchurch icon and as such
it should be restored to its former glory
This is not just my preferred option, it is, in my view, the
Church's only option. Christ Church Cathedral is listed as
a group one heritage item in the Christchurch City Plan.
This means that demolition is not a permitted use. The
recognition that restoration is including this in the
consultation document indicates that the Church accepts
that safety is no longer an issue that prevents restoration.
Demolition can only occur if it is approved following a
resource consent hearing under the RMA, possibly in the
Environment Court. Apart from this procedural matter,
there is an implied tru
Back to original. Exactly original. I have visited several
times, and thouraghly enjoyed it. However if it isnt rebuilt
as original, it will have no apeal to visitors
This is vital no other option

Option 3
Option 2

very much secondary option
This design has neither the merits of the original building
nor the interest of an original, contemporary design. It
should not be considered any further.

totally unsuitable for this location - & a very poor
Option 1
substitute
This design has the merit of cheapness, but this may be an Option 1
illusion. The history of modern buildings that have far
exceeded their estimated cost is not a happy one. The
Sydney Opera House stared at $10 million and ended up at
$120 million. Even the Cathedral of Light in Oakland
exceeded its original budget by almost 50%. It seems
improbable that 10 years later a building of high quality can
be built for a quarter of the cost of the Oakland Cathedral.
In design terms the contemporary design suffers from
what the critic John Ruskin described as the pathetic
fallacy. By trying to evoke spec
Option 1

No

no

Option 1

Absolutely not

Option 1
Option 3

Too costly in time and money!

OK. But a change would be better

If nothing else is saved in our beautiful city or restored
PLEASE give us back the heart of the city, something we
can relate to and recognise. The Cathedral in its original
form!
Why rebuild a seismically unsafe building with limitations of A "sitting on the fence" option; unlikely to perform to
use and form for more money? Not a sensible option.
anyone's satisfaction. "

Plan: There are considerable differences in the footprint
from Option 1 which indicate major demolition to be
necessary; the west wall is moved further west; several
outbuildings are indicated which will change the public's
perception and use of the Square; rights of way used for
130 years will be closed off; cenotaph will have to be
moved; columbarium ditto. The Visitor's Centre will be
demolished. There is no provision whatever for car parking
for staff, visitors, choir, volunteers. There is no provision
for delivery of services to cafe or to the cathedral. The
provision of facilities

I think a new modern Cathedral is the best choice for
Option 3
Christchurch. New beginnings!
Option 3
I prefer this option, and find the design much more
attractive and relevant to today's needs and the future
than either of the other two options. I do have some
reservations that the choir practice room creates/extends
the visual barrier created by the buildings and potentially
shades the adjacent grassed area, which could otherwise
be a space attractive to the public. It is hard to tell from
the plans provided, but it appears as though there is a glass
screen between the various buildings, creating a pair of
courtyard spaces. These could become interesting and
pleasant spaces, being partia
Option 1

A very pleasing design, visually, with hints of the original
building. A chance to purpose-build a cathedral for our
generation and those to come. The safest option; people
won't be afraid to enter the building, knowing it is as safe
as possible should there be another earthquake. Don't like
the Madonna & Child carving at the front - very Catholic.
A cross (the symbol at the heart of Anglican belief) would
be more appropriate.

Option 3

Option 1

The design looks tacky at best. I have seen appealing
examples of wooden churches in the south of Chile
(particularly Chiloé) but the design for Christchurch lacks
any inspiration. I think sticking to the ever same Cathedral
architects is a big mistake. (They have already delivered
enough atrocities.) If the Anglican Church decides to build
a new Cathedral, there should be an international
competition in order to create something really unique and
inspirational. But as said, there is no need for a new
Cathedral as long as there is the slightest chance to
restore the existing Cathedral that

This design is about as bold, unique and inspirational as
Option 1
warehouse products made in China. It is a cheap and poor
copy of Sydney Opera House with a useless toothpick that
is more a sculpture than a spire. Just plain horrible. As said
above, if you decide for something new, get international
architects in and do not stick to a team that has run out of
good ideas a long time ago. Listen to international experts
and do not promote shortsighted inbreeding. Thank you!

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

The cathedral was made the heart of chch and the square Strange strange strange. A mishmash of styles that does
not work on the exterior.
was built around it by the ccc and the people of chch
becsuse we love it regardless of our religion. We have lost
so much in chch we need something familiar to hang onto.
it is a beautiful building and can be made again, and can be
safe. Look for inspiration to the professional and ethical
stance of the arts centre trust and the museum trust. We
need to have some sense of history, otherwise it is like we
have amnesia and our history is being wiped away. I have
many happy and powerful memories of attending services
as a school girl in the

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:
Please. This is boring. A contrived and mediocre design
that is reminiscent of what was being designed a decade
ago in Europe. And sorry to say it but it does look like
females anatomy.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

2/05/2013 12:06

35 - 44

Redcliffs

Christchurch

2/05/2013 12:12

55 -64

2/05/2013 12:55

15 - 24

ex Sumner,
Merivale
Mt Pleasant

ex Christchurch Restore. My great grandfather was the first bell ringer of
the ChCh cathedral
Christchurch

2/05/2013 13:05

55 -64

Sumner

Christchurch

2/05/2013 13:09

Select
Ilam
Age range

Christchurch

Very good

2/05/2013 13:15

45 - 54

St Albans

Christchurch
NZ & Watford
UK

I like the idea, but the middle way I believe is not the way
It is with an emotional heart that I want the Cathedral
to go here.
Restored, but with a practical head (and a priests
understanding) that I know that restoring this most loved
icon of my/our city is just not practical in this tempral and
spiritual age. I have said my personal good bye to the
building last week before returning to my Parish here in the
UK. I'm as peace knowing that it will go. Please, keep as
much of the treasurers from it you can - my family who
settled in Christchurch in the 1850's were among those
who watched and contributed to it's building.

2/05/2013 13:51

15 - 24

Nelson City

Nelson

Option 1

2/05/2013 14:31

15 - 24

Attadale

Perth, Australia

Option 1

2/05/2013 16:00

55 -64
25 - 34

New Orleans,
Louisiana, USA
Christchurch

Option 1

2/05/2013 16:48

Faubourg
Marigny
St. Albans

2/05/2013 18:58

25 - 34

Melrose

Wellington

2/05/2013 18:59

25 - 34

Melrose

Wellington

2/05/2013 19:05

45 - 54

Southbridge

R D 3, Leeston

2/05/2013 19:17

45 - 54

Riccarton

2/05/2013 19:18

65 - 74

2/05/2013 19:18

Option 1

Select Option
Great idea!! Not too modern but cheaper than restoring
what we had =)

Option 2
Much better option in terms of a feeling of light - and
Option 3
not being so closed in. Hopefully the seating will be more
inclusive giving people a sense of' being involved' and not
the old traditional form of sitting in behind the other with a
sense of 'disconnection' as per the usual Anglican
churches. A more semi-circular form of comfortable
seating gives a better sense of 'warmth and welcome

Not so good

As restoration is now an option this is the only option. I will Why build another older looking buildings when you can
happily donate money to a restoration. But there is no way restore?
I would donate money to the other two options. My
ancestor Bishop Harper would have also been in support of
this option especially as he put his own personal money
towards the initial construction. Further this would be the
only option if this had happened in Europe. New Zealand
needs to take more pride in its history.

Very good also

Option 1

With a great deal of hesitation and a sense of betrail to my Option 3
original drive to go for the restoration option - I think we
should build a new a modern Cathedral. Everyone is going
to want to have their say about how it should look and
what should be in it. We are all armchair cathedral builders
I suppose. Please honour the memory of Sir George
Gilbert Scott, Benjamin Mountford and all the men and
women who made the Cathedral what it is/was. My plea
is that whatever takes shape, whatever it looks like,
whatever is in it, must first and foremost be to the Glory of
God, reveal and proclaim

Looks like something from Utah which is not a good thing. Option 1

Christchurch Cathedral is a national monument, the heart
of Christchurch. Elsewhere in the world when buildings
this important are damaged or destroyed they are
restored, they are too important not to. If we do not
restore Christchurch cathedral it will be a tragedy.

It seems like a cheap cop-out to a proper restoration, but Ugly
is still preferable to some ugly modern thing like they did in
Coventry. In Wellington St Pauls cathedral is hideous,
while Old St Pauls is a popular tourist attraction and
venue...

Option 1

Traditional looks fresh and clean and new while retaining
the emotional ties to the original building.

Option 2

Christchurch

Using the old bricks is like building new from death. The
reminder will always be the association with sadness and
fear.
The only option I support

Central

Christchurch

Represents a past I would rather forget. Waste of money.

A middle option that does nothing for me

45 - 54

Woolston

Christchurch

2/05/2013 19:24

55 -64

Swannanoa

Rangiora

NO! This is not a valid option and Mr Anderson and his
group have failed to grasp the reality of attempting to
restore a poorly designed and badly damaged building on
badly damaged land. The land cannot be mediated
PROPERLY until the cathedral is fully de-constructed. The
cost of so doing is prohibitive. ie Anything less than $200
million or so must be a short cut and is unacceptable
Further, he must be aware that his proposal would result in
significant cost overruns. Even if the restoration can be
done without a full rebuild, who would ever want to go
back into such a building. It is simp

ChCh is forever a "different" city. To cling on to ye olde
English tradition is but folly in the 21st century. My wife
and I believe that we should acknowledge and treasure our
heritage and history but the key point is that it is
HISTORY."

2/05/2013 19:27

25 - 34

WAINONI

CHCH

I WOULD LOVE TO SEE IT AS IT WAS FOR MY
CHILDREN'S SAKE AND HERITAGE REASONS ,BUT
FEEL IT IS TOO MUCH $$$$$$$$

THIS IS MY SECOND CHOICE AS IT REPRESENTS OLD
CATHEDRAL BUT REFLECTS NEW TOO

2/05/2013 19:32

55 -64

st albans

city

2/05/2013 19:33

45 - 54

st albans

city

2/05/2013 19:41

45 - 54

Fendalton

Christchurch

Too much money and time to restore a building which will Ok, but again not that cost effective
never have the saftey of a new construction. The
cathedral enjoys too many visitors for saftey not to be the
highest priority. It is a relic of the city we have lost and
never will be again, lets move on

2/05/2013 19:43

45 - 54

Linwood

Christchurch

We need to get some of the old back into the city. After
visiting Dunedin last week and seeing all their old buildings
it sad to know how much we have lost. The Cathedral is
our land mark. Restore and remind us of what this city was
about.

2/05/2013 19:46

35 - 44

Opawa

Christchurch

2/05/2013 19:49

35 - 44

Woolston

Christchurch

2/05/2013 19:54

55 -64

Halswell-Tai
tapu

Canterbury
Since it is clear that it is possible to restore the
(Christchurch/S Scott/Mountfort cathedral, there is only one option,
elwyn)
namely to restore it. Not to do so would be to deny
history in New Zealand to have any seminal value. The
implications of such a philosophy would be so dreadful for
New Zealand's future, that it does not bear thinking about.

Option 1

2/05/2013 19:56

55 -64

Leeston

Ellesmere

Option 3

Option 1
The Contemporary design looks really good but it takes
away the familiar feel, the heritage heart of the original
building and it's emotional ties to the people
Hideous monstrosity suitable for Salt Lake City, a parvenu
delight suitable for a temple to Mammon.
Forward looking that will better meet the needs of the city
and church community. Most cost effective.
Hi, I believe this this be the best option a new icon for a
new city. That would happen faster and at a low cost.
That's got to be good
The time has come to move forward to an exciting future.
The modern proposed design is exciting

Option 1
Option 3
Option 3

Option 3

YUCK,YUCKYUCKYUCK,PLEASE DONT TURN IT INTO A Option 2
SPACESHIP!!!!!
by far the best design - its a new city lets have a new
cathedral

Option 3
Option 3

This is my preferred option. This design is iconic to our
city. Also out of respect for Benjamin Mountford. I
believe it will cost at lot less than the Church is claiming.
There have been so many wasted opportunities to save $
on this restoration like that Canadian / Japanese
philanthropist who's offer of help was scoffed at. That
made me ashamed to be from the same city.

Like this, will be a good fit for our new modern and
Option 3
contemporary city going forward. Will have high standards
of safety and will be a symbol of our the city our children
and grandchildren will enjoy. This is a building for the adults
yet to come.
Select Option

NO!

Love it and like that it's the cheapest. it will look great as
the centerpiece of our city.
NO!

Option 3
Select Option

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

2/05/2013 19:58

25 - 34

St. Albans

Christchurch

2/05/2013 20:00

35 - 44

2/05/2013 20:01

65 - 74

Greenmeadow Napier
s
amuri
culverden

2/05/2013 20:09

35 - 44

2/05/2013 20:10

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:
Time to move on from what was.

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

I prefer this option for the rebuild of the cathedral. I
This design I feel is too far removed from the 'cathedral '
personally think that this design looks stunning. The timber that Christchurch is so famous for. I personally do not like
gives it a presence like no other. I like the fact that it looks this option.
like the original but had a more modern feel. Christchurch
has lost so much of its traditional buildings so I feel that it
is important that iconic buildings such as the cathedral still
reflects tradition.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 2

Option 3
a past erra

not old or new

I feel that this is the most suitable option and would like it
to be for ecumenical use.

Restoring the cathedral is most sensible way to restore
Christchurch's identity.

Option 3

65 - 74

Lansdowne
Halswell
Burwood

Christchurch
8025
Christchurch

Option 1

2/05/2013 20:14

55 -64

Judea

Tauranga

2/05/2013 20:16

35 - 44

Aranui

Christchurch

2/05/2013 20:18

65 - 74

Avonhead

Christchurch

2/05/2013 20:19

65 - 74

Ararimu

Franklin

2/05/2013 20:19

65 - 74

Villa 227
Pinesong
Village, 66
Avonleigh
Road, Green
Bay Auckland
0604

Auckland

2/05/2013 20:24

45 - 54

Lynmore

Rotorua

To restore the Cathedral to its original condition will be
very costly. If Christchurch decide they want to restore
the cathedral then, as it is a privately owned building, and if
the Anglican church decide to do so at their own expense,
utilising no tax payer funding then i don't have a problem.
The cost of rebuilding Christchurch in my opinion should
not include luxuries such as the restoration of a ruined
building, it's gone, Christchurch needs to get over it.

2/05/2013 20:25

25 - 34

Mt Pleasant

Christchurch

My preferred choice but iunderstand this will also be the
most expensive.

2/05/2013 20:25

75 +

Northwood

Christchurch

2/05/2013 20:26

35 - 44

Mairehau

Christchurch

2/05/2013 20:26

35 - 44

Harewood

Christchurch

2/05/2013 20:32

65 - 74

Cashmere

Christchurch

Needs to be completely deconstructed as no viable
Better. but still potential for damage. Still an enclosed
foundations, or connections to ground, before starting to space with heavy doors closing off interior.
rebuild. Walls would be brittle and still prone to collapse
should there be another e/q. Enclosed space, with little to
welcome members of public in to interior.

Allows new meaning for church life and services. Open to Option 3
public, light and welcoming. Copper roof reflects use of
copper in cathedrals in Europe, and arching reflects the
arches in major cathedrals all over the world, without the
heavy stonework. Visiting many cathedrals over the past
10 years, I have noticed a change in the way I enter them
since the earthquake. Whereas before I concentrated on
the architecture and history, now I look for the safest
place to stand, and the quickest way out. No longer does
the peace and quiet of a cathedral come as the over riding
feeling. It is now the aware

2/05/2013 20:34

45 - 54

St martins

Christchurch

Let the past go - if rebuilt it will be as a historic relic not a
living Cathedral

2/05/2013 20:35

25 - 34

Papanui

Christchurch

The cathedral before the earthquake was not only a
This just feels like a cheap replica.
symbol of Christchurch city, but an awe-inspiring building
with a spiritual presence. It was a place that even for the
faithless, they could enter and feel this presence. But I
think the importance of this building, it its original form is
most clearly seen in that the city bears its name, the city's
logo includes it... it is more than just a church - it is literally
the image and identifying factor of the city, which simply
can't be replaced.

This is best - new stage of life for the city and it will be
Option 3
loved as a functioning Anglican cathedral for the new era
not an historic relic
Option 1
Although I understand the cost benefit of a modern
building - I don't believe a new building would capture the
same sense of awe and wonder that the cathedral held.
Also, I believe that as the city rebuilds, a new design will
just become another new building that will blend in with all
the other new constructions around it. It will not be
something special. Rather, restoring the old will be a
concrete reminder that through all the change and
destruction the church stands strong and unmoved by
calamity and will help cantabrians still feel like Christchurch
is home - even after the immense

2/05/2013 20:36

55 -64

Avonhead

Avonhead

2/05/2013 20:41

25 - 34

Upper
Riccarton

Christchurch

My choice would be to restore the Cathedral to the
original design, Christchurch will be sadly lacking in
historical character.
While I understand the historical significance of this option, While I appreciate this design it doesn't appeal to me.
I find this design too tied to the past, it has the potential to
become a 'black memorial', forever reminding Cantabrians
of the Feb Earthquake

2/05/2013 20:43

35 - 44

Bishopdale

Christchurch

I would like to see the cathedral rebuilt, It is a guiding light
in the city and showing the way of future. To rebuild it
shows the world and the city that we can do anything.
Separate to that tourist want to see heritage, it is one of
the main reasons for coming to Christchurch.Keeping that
heritage is important to the future for tourists to return.

Option 1

2/05/2013 20:43

25 - 34

Casebrook

Christchurch

I was in town with my husband and son on February 22,
2011. We were planning a visit to the Cathedral to see the
floral carpet. We'd stopped to feed our son and we just
heading to cathedral when quake hit. As we made our
way out of the city, we crossed Victoria Square, as we
came up to Colombo Street I had to look to see if the
Cathedral was still standing. I don't remember anything
else from Colombo Street, just relief that the Cathedral
was still recognisable. I knew it was damaged but the one
certainty I had that day was that it would be rebuilt, no
matter what form my dama

Option 1

Option 3
Its time to move on,sick and tired of all the people who
want to restore rubble,lets have a modern vision and
hopefully I will see this completed before my lifes end. May
God bless us all here in Christchurch.
Would be absolutely fabulous and a real talking point. Time Option 3
to move forward not backwards, might even get a lot
more people to worship there. People should remember
that this building is/was built originally as a place of
worship not a public, tourist, meeting point, so why do so
many non church people have such a say? As a fellow
believer, seek the Lord first - He just might say no to all of
the designs - keep in mind why it is/was there to begin
with.
I believe we should restore the Cathedral as it has been
the heart of Christchurch for generations. We have lost
so much history please let us keep the most important
piece we have left.

Absolutely AWFUL!!

Option 1

Option 3
Too expensive, would take too long and probably not as
safe as the other options should a further earthquake
occur.

This is a good choice for traditionalists and aesthetically
pleasing.

A new age cathedral for what will surely become a new
Option 3
age city. It's a very pleasing design, safe, less expensive
and would be quicker to complete. Christchurch needs to
be restored as soon as possible. The beautiful old
cathedral is gone. Embrace the new.

This appears to be the most likely design as we are never
going to replace the cathedral to its original state. Option
3 looks way out of line.

I don't live in christchurch but again this is a private
decision and provided the owners of the builiding pay for it
I don't really care. The New Zealand tax payer is already
being burdened by the cost of the Christchurch rebuild, so
as long as I'm not expected to provide funding for a private
building, especially a religious building, no problem.

Second choice; would choose this if a retoration is not
possible. Its a vamped up version of the original that shows
both innovation and tradition.
To restore does not meet the requirements of a facility
but for this city now and given the geotechnical
with modern amenities for a use for both church and civic knowledge avaialble
occasions. It was no doubt constructed by the best
methods known at the time
This is my most preferred option although the price and
I can't help but think they have been massively skewed in
timescales are quite high
order to effect opinions and preferences towards the
contemporary option. It may take longer

Option 2

I don't live in christchurch but again this is a private
Option 2
decision and provided the owners of the builiding pay for it
I don't really care. The New Zealand tax payer is already
being burdened by the cost of the Christchurch rebuild, so
as long as I'm not expected to provide funding for a private
building, especially a religious building, no problem.

Looks like it should be in out of space, doesn't represent
Christchurch at all.

Option 2

it is better to totally replace it with a modern cathedral.
The Visitor Centre for example

Option 3

but "Rome wasn't built in a day"!"

Option 1

Option 3

Option 1

This is my preferred design, it brings the Church into the
Option 3
present day, I would like to see the church built larger than
the original so that 'foundation stones' outline the original
structures floor plan, as well as stained glass from the
original cathedral brought into its design. Keeping the
foundation stones outline would help serve as a quiet
memorial and nod to what was previously there while
looking forward to the future.

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:
2nd preferred option. Still traditional design giving some
connection to the historic past, using natural materials. Will
have staying appeal over time, the style/design will not
age. Wood has a natural appeal and a living 'atmospheric
feel' and smell to a building. Is a more tactile experience as
well.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

2/05/2013 20:46

45 - 54

Redwood

christchurch

Preferred option. The building is iconic, represents the city
and it's history, has a traditional classic appearance which
appeals and will not date with time. Creates/enhances a
historic atmosphere that ties other older buildings into the
feel of the city which can ,hopefully be continued (in a
more modern sense) with the ongoing rebuild, and will
continue to be a focal draw for both locals and tourists.
There may be an initial extra financial outlay BUT this will
be offset in the long term. A tactile experience. It is not
possible to have heritage on the cheap, and appreciating it
is no

2/05/2013 20:51

65 - 74

Christchurch

Option1

2/05/2013 20:51

55 -64

Spreydon
.8024
Burwood

Christchurch

2/05/2013 20:55

Up to 15

Halswell

Christchurch

2/05/2013 20:55

15 - 24

Ilam

Christchurch

2/05/2013 20:56

Up to 15

Halswell

CHCH

Option 1

2/05/2013 20:56

35 - 44

Ilam

Option 3

2/05/2013 20:58

45 - 54

Ilam

2/05/2013 21:01

55 -64

Ilam

CHRISTCHURC
H
Christchurch
Would be ideal, but financially unfeasible without radical
construction methods (use of volunteers, crowdsourcing
etc.) to reduce costs
Christchurch

2/05/2013 21:01

45 - 54

harewood

christchurch

2/05/2013 21:02

55 -64

Bishopdale

2/05/2013 21:10

35 - 44

2/05/2013 21:11

Least preferred. Though the design may (?) be unique
Option 1
glass, the more modern approach tends to 'date' (and
often reflexes the ego of the architect to preoduce a
unique 'personal stamp ' rather than represent the soul (
religious and secular) of the community. Generally results
in a poorer connection to a building , hence space which is
critical in the heart of a central city community space (ie
the square).

Option 3 next

Select Option

Lovely, graceful, appropriate and not ridiculously expensive Option 3
Option 1
I think it will be too costly to rebuild it with exactly the
same materials and design, and I don't think I would feel
safe since the last one fell down.

Aesthetically very pleasing.

I support doing something new for the cathedral, but I do
not like the design for Option 3.

Option 2

My preferred option, retains the look of the old cathedral,
with more quake resistant and less expensive bottom line

I don't like it

Option 2

A faux Gothic Revival building would be a real faux pas in
my opinion! The Cathedral was just another nice little
church- I remember seeing several similar ones in
Melbourne alone (let alone all through England) so it was
hardly unique. A reconstruction could turn out to be a
pathetic zombie of a building; an attempt to bring
something back to life which has long since died. The
outrageous expense is not warranted, and I would have
thought the Anglican church would have reason to be
more proud of spending money on people rather than
indulging in empire building.

A middle option which might appease a few people but
satisfy no-one. This one could end up being more
Frankenstein than zombie; a cobbled together attempt at
trying to put together the dead in a new form.

Christchurch is going to be a stunning, vibrant city of the Option 3
21st century and we need a contemporary building to
signify our pride in our city and its confidence in our future.
We should look to the future not the past. This option has
the potential to be a beautiful, safe and iconic focus for
our city.

Christchurch

I think it is time for us to move on - sadly I think restoring
the Cathedral is an impossible task under the recently
stated budget - its time move forward!!!!

I do not like this option - it reminds me of a big shiny
Norman Castle - it looks forboding!!!!!

St. Martins

Christchurch

If we go for traditional why not restore.

55 -64

Merivale

Christchurch

If it would be possible to do safely, well and timely-go for
it.
I strongly favour this option. Why on earth would we not
want it restored if at all possible!? I feel sure fundraising
will be much easier for this option.

I think this option is beautiful and is my choice - it will
Option 3
create a newness in the Square which I think we need to
achieve - it looks new and clean and elegant giving us a
HOPE of the Future.
To investigate that it is the most comtemporary cathedral Option 3
design like the modern ones elsewhere.
I could live with this option, and I'm sure I could get used
Option 1
to it, but the loss of the original cathedral would always be
felt. Fundraising will be a major issue - I doubt any
significant overseas fundraising will be possible!

2/05/2013 21:12

25 - 34

Casebrook

Christchurch

2/05/2013 21:14

35 - 44

Ponsonby

Auckland

2/05/2013 21:17

55 -64

Brookhaven

ChCh

Option 3

2/05/2013 21:21

25 - 34

Merivale

Christchurch

Option 3

2/05/2013 21:21

65 - 74

Marchwiel

Timaru

2/05/2013 21:27

65 - 74

Marchweil

2/05/2013 21:27

15 - 24

City central

Timaru...South
Canterbury
Christchurch

2/05/2013 21:31

55 -64

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

2/05/2013 21:32

55 -64

Avonside/Inner Christchurch
city

2/05/2013 21:33

35 - 44

Mairehau

Christchurch

2/05/2013 21:34

25 - 34

Sydenham

Christchurch

2/05/2013 21:34

75 +

redwood

Christchurch

I am sorry to see the cathedral in ruins, but I think it is time Neither fist nor fowl. A compromise.
to look to the futur e.

2/05/2013 21:36

55 -64

Southbridge

Canterbury

Too expensive .

2/05/2013 21:36

45 - 54

Ilam

Christchrch

2/05/2013 21:38

Select
Halswell
Age range

Christchurch

2/05/2013 21:38

Select
Cranmer Sq
Age range

Christchurch

I believe this is the only option to be adopted. Historical
importance of "place" and "identity" can not be ignored.
"Christchurch" is reliant on this particular architecture"

2/05/2013 21:38

45 - 54

Harewood

CHCH

The only one! Total commitment to restoration. No
brainer. This is our Canterbury HISTORY. It is our city.
Cantabrians built this & paid for it,not the church.So,it
should be our choice & i say RESTORE totally.You are
fudging the figures & time.

What a stupid idea, it's halfhearted.

2/05/2013 21:38

75 +

temuka

south
canterbury

to expensive, both in cost and time

to much the same as the original

2/05/2013 21:47

35 - 44

North New
Brighton

Christchurch

I'm not too attached to the original building but that may
be because I have only lived in Christchurch for 6 years. I
think it is very sad that the city has already lost so many
heritage building but I am also a realist and old buildings in
old materials are not suitable in earthquake prone
environments. Time to move on.

Option 3

I strongly dislike this option - a very bad compromise.

Option 1
The original cathedral is an iconic building that resonates
across a much wider area than just Christchurch. The
other options are thoughtful designs but restoring the
original is the only choice for me.

Option 1

Option 3
I believe this design gives the best of both worlds.. the
past and the future.
Not worth it, really! Too much cost for something too
Great idea, I'm all for this one. Keep it traditional, familiar
broken, our city needs a new heart but fixing the old one is (yet safe!) and timeless.
not the way to go.
I prefer this option as it is what I associate the Christ
If the restoration was not completed then I suppose this
Church Cathedral as being. Ideally using some of the
would be the alternative - would see it as a poor substitute
stonework from the churches around Canterbury that
however
have been demolished to restore the Cathedral would
make sense to me (assuming that it hasn't already been
carted off to landfill somewhere). It does not matter that
the restoration may take years and years, what Cathedral
has ever been completed in a small timeframe worldwide
afterall.

Option 2
No, no NO! Yuck! It would be a novelty for a short time
Option 2
but is too modern to ever be timeless and would date very
quickly
Option 1
Do not like this concept at all - appears to be a glass lid
over the leftovers of the original building and just looks like
a 'quick fix'

God asks us to do whatever we do to the glory of Christ. Option 3
As the original builders of the cathedral did when they first
built this, likewise we still can in the changed
circumstances we now have build to the glory of God. I
believe we are able to do this individually with any of the
options but because we build as a community we decide
from the options which one for us clearly has God's
resources supplying what's needed.
Absolute favourite - love it. Even if the cost is high and the Average but I guess my second preference to the full
length of time to repair will be huge, I personally think it is restoration.
worth it. We are after longevity afterall, not a quick fix.
The Europeans are wonderful at using this mindset - let's
do it right for our future generations and choose quality
over speed and cost....

As above.

Hate it - it looks likes a space ship and will be an
embarrasment to the city. I would never take people to
visit this. It will date - be something that we look back on
in 10 years and wonder what people were thinking at the
time they decided to go with this. Can't stress enough
how dreadful I think it is.

Option 1

I think we need to move forward into the future. I love
Option 3
traditional architecture but this represents a fresh start
and look for the church. We need to be connecting with
our congregation of the future.
I would like to see something similar to the contemporary Option 3
design put forward. Christchurch should look forward, not
back. New City - New Cathedral.
Option 3
We can not get bogged down in the past, nothing in the
citywill ever be the same again, lets run with something
new, invigorating and challanging, personally christ is in the
life I live today not in any building in particular.
Option 3
Option 3

Option 1

Bloody ugly! Looks like a upturned dinghy!!! Has no
soul,No relation to Canterbury. Totally opppsed.Your just
wasting money & time, on this whole debate.

Option 1

something modern and appealing (think back to the rebuild Option 3
of coventry cathedral after its destruction during the
second world war)
It's bold and exciting but it looks a little like an attempt to Option 3
I like the idea of recreating the original identity of the
build a flashy "Dubai" style building. There's a modern part
building in new (and hopefully some re-used) materials. I
of me which really wants to push for this option. Why can't
like the open and inviting entrance and better use of the
a church be modern? Strange that most people think
space for varying sizes of services/gatherings and also
improved acoustics. I like the way that some areas are now churches should be old and traditional? I know the bell
moved out of the main building (e.g. toilets, office,
tower is purely conceptual at this stage but it is too
chilren's chapel)
"science fiction " and does not complement the main
building at all. Re-think!"

REF

CATHEDRAL
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SUBURB:
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OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

2/05/2013 21:49

45 - 54

Albany

Auckland

Having lived in Christchurch and loved visiting the
Cathedral, I still do not support the restore option. I doubt
that many of the other building that have been demolished
are going to be rebuild as copies of the original. With deep
respect to those who have lived with and loved the old
cathedral - new cathedral must fit in with the new face of
Christchurch.

I like this option better than the restore option. Has the
look of the old cathedral with a more contemporary feel.
For me, the most important aspect of any cathedral is the
interior. Does it draw you to God, is it awe-inspiring????

This is my preferred option, taking the design on it's own. I Option 3
feel that the cathedral needs to reflect the new philosophy
and feel of the Christchurch CBD rebuild. What are the
other buildings going to look like? Will this design sit
comfortably amongst the surrounding buildings or will it be
in stark contrast? As with option 2, what will the interior
look like?

2/05/2013 21:50

55 -64

Avonhead

Christchurch

I would love to see the cathedral building restored, for a
number of reasons: - it retains a historical link to the
founding settlers - it restores THE pre-quake image of
Christchurch city, providing some comfort to those who
value familiarity and continuity - at a personal level, I like
the architectural style

Option 3
To me this is a sit-on-the-fence option. It tries to provide a I suspect this is the pragmatic and most cost-effective
modern building while looking like the original building.
option. Precedent for this approach can be seen in
Coventry, UK. The original cathedral was badly damaged
during WWII, although the exterior walls remain (to this
day). There is insufficient space in the Square site to retain
the old alongside a new building and there are still safety
issues, with respect to future earthquakes, to consider. I
recall that there was a great deal of controversy over the
choice of design for Coventry, as there is in Christchurch.

2/05/2013 21:52

65 - 74

Papanui

Christchurch

Unlikely to be made safe and too costly

Need to move forward with new design

2/05/2013 21:57

65 - 74

North New
Brighton

Christchurch

2/05/2013 21:57

75 +

Northwood

Christchurch

Still has pillars to impede one's view towards the chancel.

Pillars absent therefore clearer view towards the chancel.

2/05/2013 22:03

65 - 74

Sumner

east

2/05/2013 22:06

25 - 34

Somerfield

Christchurch

2/05/2013 22:07

45 - 54

Burnside

Christchurch

2/05/2013 22:08

25 - 34

Woolston

Christchurch

2/05/2013 22:09

75 +

Claremont

Timaru

2/05/2013 22:09

55 -64

Redwood Park Christchurch

A cathedral for the future. After all the damaged cathedral Option 3
was once new when built!
I love the old cathedral,but it will take too long and cost
I am very tempted by this design. It is very elegant and still I like this design, but wonder if there is too much glassOption 3
too much to restore it.The Church is God's people, not the traditional. However it will still be very costly and take too this could look cold. Also the altar (?) window appears to
building.
long
show a halo'ed Mother and Child. This is NOT a Catholic
Cathedral. How about Jesus with a lamb carried on His
shoulders. Much more appropriate.
Best view of all 3 options. Great open space.

Option 3

I think that option 3 the contemporary design will help the Option 3
city to look forword. As a city we need to look forword and
not look at what we had.
Option 2
I think we need to take this opportunity for change. Heavy I am happy with this option if the public really desire limited I would like to see us pushing the boat out and opting for Option 3
expensive stone doesn't seem to have a big place in an
change in the look of the building.
this new style which clearly has echoes of the old building.
earthquake ridden country and an institution of altruism.
I am not convinced by the complicated looking spire
however. It makes the most economic sense and with its
distinctive, unique look will still be a real draw card for
Christchurch,
Seriously

Option 2
Option 2

Love the sense of mystery and awe, Feel that it reflects a Option 3
theology that has moved on. Reflects the sense of open
spaces that NZ prides itself. Love how light is used as this
is deeply theological and is a reminder that we have moved
on from the darkness of the earthquake period as well as a
theology that was not as open and inclusive to all. While
people talk about it looking like a boat, I believe that this is
a positive as the boat was used as a place to preach, (
Jesus on the lake) a place to rest and be refreshed, a place
where the disciples came to hear of who Jesus was, and a
place w

2/05/2013 22:12

Up to 15

Burnside

Christchurch

Too chunky, don't really like it.

2/05/2013 22:15

65 - 74

Shirley

Christchurch

Time to move to a more appropriate building for worship in
the future

Looks good inside and outside.

2/05/2013 22:16

55 -64

Cashmere Hill

Christchurch

From the reports I have read it sounds as though this may
prove to expensive to repair

2/05/2013 22:18

Up to 15

Burnside

Christchurch

I like it but I think we need a cathedral as soon as possible. This is a bit too plain inside.

2/05/2013 22:22

25 - 34

Spreydon

Christchurch

Too expensive

2/05/2013 22:26

35 - 44

Rangiora

Rangiora

2/05/2013 22:29

45 - 54

Lincoln

Canterbury

2/05/2013 22:39

35 - 44

Cashmere

Christchurch

2/05/2013 22:41

65 - 74

Fendalton

Fendalton

2/05/2013 22:41

45 - 54

St Albans

Christchurch

2/05/2013 22:42

45 - 54

Bennetts

Oxford

2/05/2013 22:43

25 - 34

Fendalton

Chch

Quite nice but not the best

Option 2

Let us build for the future a building that will be
appropriate for future forms of worship and community
meeting together. Something to inspire and up-lift the
Spirit and invite the passer-by in to explore the Christian
faith.

Option 3

I think is very attractive in design and will keep a link with For us it looks far to modern
the former Cathedral. Feel it is in keeping with the
traditional style of service which is held in the Cathedral. (
used to go to Salisbury Cathedral UK every week ) and
hence another reason for loving this deign
I really like this one but the spire is a bit odd.

Option 2

Option 3

we can do better. I have asked a number of overseas
they all say options 3
Option 3
guests we have stay at our house which option would be a
better 'tourist attraction'
A great design for what could be a great modern city going Option 3
forward. The earthquakes are now a part of our history
and as such, exciting new styles of architecture should be
reflected in our city
Not sure this moves us on. Whilst it does reflect the past, This is the most appealing because it provides the church Option 3
Whilst this retains all the elements those seeking no
change require, we still face the real issues around safety it probably doesn't improve the spaces for which they are with better functional spaces related to the purpose. Very
intended. I would have prefered to see more of the old
and cost. A full de construction and rebuild applying best
much like the retention of the rose window - I would have
retained within a whole new interpretation of the church. liked more retention of the roof elements (wood vaulting)
practice is possible, but cost is the limiting factor. If
funding was no objective it could be a comforting proposal
as these could be retained a link to what was. There are a
for those seeking the city to reflect what was. The whole
number of European buildings that have very successfully
city will change and perhaps we should embrace this. On a
retained historical building elements enclosed in new
world heritage point of view, this building doesn't actually
forms. Other elements of what was could be included in
demand great attention - many UK buildings are reflections
this new build - not as slaves to the design, but reference
of this style. Not sure the city can impose these costs on
points.
an organiati
A few points in relation to your completely false and very Option 1
amusing risk matrix: Sustainability - Commonly accepted
by all in the construction industry that the most sustainable
option is to restore/re -use/adapt any type of building
rather than build a new one. Try putting embodied energy
on your risk matrix. To risky? Connection with nature Are you suggesting this occurs through the glazed ridge?
Perhaps you should check the definition of nature where
you will find no mention of small green courtyards either.
Engage with the community -This option creates a public
threshold doing e
Option 3

Far too expensive. Church cannot justify spending that
Looks like it is clad in Lego.
sort of money on a building.
Best option done over a longer timeframe as it will be seen This building won't have the impact or meaning to
as the centrepiece of the recovery from the earthquakes Christchurch people as a restoration will.
and will enable Christchurch people to look forward as well
as remembering our past. I believe that money and people
from around the world will come in order to save such an
important piece of early New Zealand history

Like it, want it, please build it.

To have our cathedral back in its original form would be
lovely, however not at the expense of safety. What is the
point of recreating the original structure only to lose it
again in 20 or 50 years if we have another sesmic event.
We can love it in our memory, and move forward with a
building that reflects our past, and looks forward to our
future.

To modern, not enough of our past included.

The best of both worlds.

Option 3

This building will look out of place and will very quickly
Option 1
become dated as it can not create the size or presense of
the rebuilt building.

Option 2
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2/05/2013 22:43

65 - 74

Cashmere

Christchurch

2/05/2013 22:44

55 -64

Bryndwr

Christchurch

2/05/2013 22:44

35 - 44

Kirwee

Christchurch

2/05/2013 22:51

55 -64

Prebbleton

Christchurch

2/05/2013 22:54

25 - 34

Merivale

Merivale

2/05/2013 22:56

35 - 44

Christchurch

Christchurch

2/05/2013 22:58

55 -64

Hillsborough

Christchurch

2/05/2013 22:58

65 - 74

was
was
Spreydon/Hoo Christchurch
n Hay, later
Merivale

2/05/2013 23:00

45 - 54

Bryndwr

Christchurch

2/05/2013 23:01

55 -64

Southbridge

Ellesmere

2/05/2013 23:02

45 - 54

Richmond

Christchurch

2/05/2013 23:02

65 - 74

Hillsborough

Christchurch

2/05/2013 23:04

35 - 44

Strowan

Christchurch

2/05/2013 23:05

25 - 34

Christchurch
central

Christchurch

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

I strongly believe the Cathedral be restored, and I would be
pleased to pledge $1,000.00 per year for the next decade
to assist in this. I would offer no support for either of the
other options. With respect to the Bishop I do not feel she
fully appreciates the strong feeling the citizens of
Canterbury have to Cathedral. Bishops come and go but
the Cathedral remains. With the great loss of so many of
our building of the cities short history it is so important to
restore the Cathedral and I am sure this would lift the spirit
of all our citizens. Should the same disaster happen to St
Paul

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 1

Option 3
Caters to nostalgia. Not sure that it delivers best value for Seems to offer the best balance of affordability, allowing Looks impressive but may not date as well as a more
adjustments to the interior to better accommodate current traditional design.
money, or is ideal for use as a place of workship.
use, and earthquake resiliance. I would note that the
cathedral is first and foremost a meeting place for the
Anglican congregation. Consideration of other aspects
should be secondary, and views of those outside the
Anglican Church (myself inlcuded) should also be given
less weight when selecting a design.

Restore or build something different, lets not try to
reinvent the wheel, it will never be the same!!!!!!!
Definitely restore. I think the other options look tacky and
not Christchurch at all.
Lovely, expensive idea which would miss the opportunity
to create a cathedral more suited to current and future
needs. The restored nave would still suffer from
idiosyncratic acoustics and difficult sight lines, due to the
mass of the stone pillars.

No no no, it can never be a look alike, will be fake and
won't have the same feeling or meaning behind it

Great design good to start afresh we believe that it is a
design looking forward to the future. and with a complete
rebuild safety is the top priority.
If it can't be restored, build something cool like this,
something that visitors and locals alike can appreciate
This is the way for the future.

Option 2

Option 3

Option 1
Option 3
Option 1

Excellent approach to build the original proposition if it can
be modified to suit current and future needs. Consider the
use of some steel would be visually acceptable if that
allowed more creative design. Would prefer the restoration
of the traditional slate roof with the patterns, as it was just
prior to the earthquake.

A contemporary style, with the use of contemporary
Option 2
materials, with a gable closer to the traditional
'ecclesiastical 52 degrees' would have been my preferred
option. Whilst an arched form might work in that setting,
the arch that Sir Miles Warren uses looks too 'muslim' for a
Christchurch setting. i.e. it does not reference the history
of Christchurch's settlement and is therefore unsuitable.
Recommend a redesign.
Option 3
Yes I think this is the way forward and the way to go .

My favoured option, a welcoming and inclusive blend of
old and new
Too many problems and unknowns about the ground under This would be a poor compromise.
the building (foundation implications) and problems with
the support of the walls. I would like to think the cathedral
could be restored but as an engineer I face reality. This is
not an option - it is a pity that some people think
restoration is an option - just creates conflict.

Option 3
Option 2

This is the option I support. I would not object to wider use Option 3
than exclusively Anglican but that would be for future
administrators to decide. Perhaps the designers have
considered such options and kept the design flexible? I
fully support base isolation after a full assessment of the
foundation requirements.
Option 3

seems like an expensive option given that it will never be
earthquake resilient.I probably would not feel safe in a
restored stone masonry building. we must accept that
there will be future earthquakes and build accordingly.

looks heavy, imposing and quite bland. to me it does not
an interesting new idea. has a more exciting form and
Option 3
have the same inviting feel that our dear old cathedral had. looks like it will fit in better with the new city we are going
the outward appearance is seriously lacking don't colour.
to build. I think a modern cathedral makes a statement
about how the cathedral community is committed to being
involved in our cities future.

2/05/2013 23:08

25 - 34

Belfast

Christchurch

Great but probably too expensive.

Would be nice to get it close to the original structure.

2/05/2013 23:09

15 - 24

Saint Albans

Christchurch

To restore does not seem like a practical option from an
economical point of view - an important factor,
considering a major stakeholder will be the young Anglican
population, and the burden of cost will fall to us.
Additionally, to restore would be to look only to the past,
without acknowledging the events that have occurred in
our recent history.

I don't have a problem with the concept of something
Option 2
This would retain the image that many associate the
cathedral with, but with a modern twist. I prefer this option contemporary, but I don't like the design that has been put
as it incorporates the past in a significant way, but will be a forwards.
landmark of the earthquakes.

2/05/2013 23:15

55 -64

Hornby

Christchurch

2/05/2013 23:25

55 -64

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

Would not feel safe in restored cathedral

This is a great option for Christchurch, it looks like the old
one, but better costing and time frame
A bit ho-hum

2/05/2013 23:27

25 - 34

Strowan

Christchurch

As an engineer I suspect this option will be technically
challenging and be difficult to ensure that the building will
behave satisfactorily under future earthquakes. However,
heritage buildings are important to a society, and shape our
sense of permanence, value and belonging in a community.
It is also true that the recent earthquakes are probably the
worst that Christchurch is likely to experience for many
generations to come, although we cannot be complacent,
and the restoration should be conducted with seismic
performance in mind, and I believe this can be achieved. I
think if the church

While the building looks good, and is a nod to traditional
architectural forms, I am of the opinion if a new building is
constructed it should take advantage of the materials that
are available and the ability of those materials coupled with
good engineering design to create a structure that best
serves the purpose of the building. The traditional form of
church buildings was limited by the ability of masonry to
span large spaces without collapsing - technologies such
as domes were expensive and difficult to achieve (though
the Romans managed this well in the case of the
Pantheon). With new

2/05/2013 23:32

75 +

Amberley

North
Canterbury

2/05/2013 23:36

35 - 44

Halswell

Christchurch

2/05/2013 23:39

15 - 24

Ilam

Christchurch

2/05/2013 23:39

25 - 34

Redcliffs

Christchurch

Please restore this icon of our city

Option 1

2/05/2013 23:39

45 - 54

Bryndwr

Christchurch

Option 1

2/05/2013 23:40

45 - 54

Central
Auckland

Auckland

Bring back OUR Cathedral. This is an issue for the whole
city not just the Anglican Church
Please incorporate as much of the original materials and
Least favourite option. Would prefer contemporary than
style as possible -even if the modern option results.
mock gothic with leightweight materials.
Christchurch has so little of its English gothic architecture
left something needs to be there in the square to help us
remember how it was before-and to honour those early
settlers who built the cathedral and made Christchurch the
beautiful city it was. There will be enough contemporary
new buildings in the square-the contast with the gothic
would be spectacular.

N/A
I think that the restore option should be chosen for the
following reasons: 1. The Cathedral has been the symbol
and the focal point of the centre of the city for the
majority of Christchurch's existence and its full restoration
would contribute to the restoration of the city as a whole
after the devastating earthquakes; 2. So much of the
historical fabric of the city has been lost in the last 3 years
that it would be a very positive step for the city's progress
for a building of such significance to the city to be fully
restored.

Nice idea but it is so different to the original.

Option 2

Option 2
A new design for a new start in Christchurch! The amount Option 3
of glass is a bit scarey, but provides a connection with
outside and God's beautiful creation all around us.
Option 3
The contemporary option is beautiful, however I too feel
the design is restricted by old traditional forms - long nave
leading to the pulpit. Why must this dominate the
architects thinking? Anyway, it is the most sensible option
economically (time and money wise), in terms of seismic
performance it will no doubt be very good. However
design wise I think more thought could be applied to the
design. I would recommend an architectural competition,
with the proposed design as one of the entries only. I
would like to see what the likes of Foster & Partners could
come up with, or other dynamic and i
Option 3 Contempary. I think it is time to move forward
with the rebuilding of the city, there is going to be a
complete new look and feel to the inner city, so lets keep
up with the more modern building, look to the future not
the past, and have a Cathedral which attracts the future
generation.

Option 3

N/A

Option 1

Option 3

Although a traditionalist and will vote for restore original I Option 1
am very impressed with this contemporary design. Looks
like an upturned boat which is appropriate and if finished in
high spec materials could be fabulous. Really like how the
rose window is incorporated and if even more original
materials could be somehow reused I would be quite happy
if this is the chosen option.

REF
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ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE
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2/05/2013 23:41

45 - 54

Central City

Christchurch

I would like to see the Cathedral restored. I feel like I am an Not keen on it, sorry but why use new materials when you Not good, I would not want to sit in it and contemplate life Option 1
owner of this building, along with everyone else that lives have all the originals
and other big questions. Has that Avonhead feel about it.
or has lived in Christchurch. (I don't feel like this in respect
Also the outbuildings are a bit tacky.
to all your other churches, except maybe I do feel
connected to the Avonside Trinity Church graveyard as I
have spent a bit of time there when my children were little,
exploring headstones and resting under the beautiful trees
and being part of the history and the good spiritual vibe
that gives) (The fair's were good too - lovely morning
teas) The cost of restoration and the time seems to be
your stumb

2/05/2013 23:42

55 -64

Christchurch

You must be joking...

Option 1

45 - 54

Christchurch

How can we possibly consider anything else? It is and
always wil be the heart of Christchurch.
Yes - Yes - this gets my vote

No thankyou.

2/05/2013 23:42

Mount
Pleasant
Burnside

As a second option - OK

Option 1

2/05/2013 23:44

65 - 74

Rangiora

Rangiora

I do not beleive this a realistic option - in terms of safety
and cost

Why do this? It lacks immagination and vision for a new
age

Part of Christchurch being Christchurch is because we
have a traditional heritage - do NOT turn our Cathedral
into some glass monstrosity like they have with that glass
cathedral in America!!!
Got it right - this is a building that will stand up for the
futue in terms of being church and for the city. This is an
Anglican Cathedral and the Church has the right to make
the decision. I support that right as a Methodist Church
leader in this area.

2/05/2013 23:44

45 - 54

Fendalton

Christchurch

2/05/2013 23:45

55 -64

Ilam

Christchurch

2/05/2013 23:45

25 - 34

Redcliffs

Christchurch

NO
This is the only option here, Cathedral is Christchurch its
the image you see when you think of CHCH. Anywhere
else in the world they would restore beautiful old buildings,
here in New Zealand we just tear em down, just no
respect. This is the only option I support, fully RESTORED

2/05/2013 23:46

25 - 34

Kirwee

Canterbury

How can we contemplate any option apart from
restoration for such an inspiring icon. I am born and bred
Cantab and its a firm association with the heritage of the
area that keeps me here. It was a town known as little
england for a reason. Do we really want to replace a
majestic building with a glass, vulgar interpretation on what
a cathedral should look like considering the history of
christchurch and the early settlers.

Option 1

2/05/2013 23:47

35 - 44

Central

Christchurch

The Cathedral is the significant icon of Christchurch and
Not convinced this building has the integrity required - it is Bad taste - poor design. This would be a big mistake and
as a building has transgressed religious and cultural divides. more 'Las Vegas baptist televised special' than I'd like to
an embarassing legacy for the Anglican church.
With so much of the cities heritage and history lost and
see
demolished as a result of the earthquakes it is more
important than ever that the building is restored and
retained as a sign of our past as we step into the future.

Option 1

Option 3

Option 1
Option 1

NO

NO

Option 1

2/05/2013 23:48

55 -64

Redcliffs

Christchurch

RESTORE, a must for christchurch.

NO

Option 1

2/05/2013 23:48

55 -64

St. Albans

City

The only acceptable option.

Ugly, and intrusive.

Option 1

2/05/2013 23:48

25 - 34

Governors Bay Lyttelton
Harbour

It's a no-brainer - this is the best option. Our grandchildren This attempt at 'compromise' is a sad cardboard cut out of
will thank us for protecting this iconic building at a time
the real thing. It would lack the heart and soul of the
original cathedral.
when Christchurch has lost so much. From what I
understand the Anglican Church has not been entirely
honest about the projected costs of restoring the
Cathedral. This dissembling attitude and apparent prejudging of the decision making process is very
disappointing.

This building looks brutalist and and uninviting. Why
consider a modern option when we have a beautiful
cathedral that international experts agree can and should
be restored??

Option 1

2/05/2013 23:49

25 - 34

Melbourne

VIC

The best option for the long term and by far the nicest
design.

2/05/2013 23:50

75 +

Northwood

Christchurch

2/05/2013 23:50

25 - 34

Brooklyn

Wellington

2/05/2013 23:50

35 - 44

Mosman

Sydney

2/05/2013 23:51

45 - 54

Avonside

Christchurch

While I appreciate the church has its own reasons for their A poor second choice but preferable to Option Three.
rebuild options for the Christchurch Cathedral. It is called
the 'Christchurch Cathedral'. I identify with this building as
the icon of our city and much more than a Anglican
church, I have always felt it was the cities cathedral, if the
church does not want to restore it and use it as their main
Cathedral, restore it or sell it back to the City and move
their offices to another location. It would be a tragedy to
lose such a beautiful piece of our history and not take into
appreciation the work, love and thought put into build

2/05/2013 23:51

35 - 44

Edgeware

Christchurch

2/05/2013 23:52

55 -64

St Albans

Christchurch

Stonemasons and restorers tell us this can be done
effectively. We only have heritage because it was handeddown to us, there is an obvious obligation to carry this
forward to next generations.
The cathedral is an iconic symbol of our city and its
restoration seems to me to be pivotal to our retaining our
links to our history and soul in a city which will be replete
with markers of our present. I was born in CHCH and
have lived here for most of my life. It is my place and the
Cathedral is a significant marker of that place. To me to
destroy the cathedral would be like digging up Hagley Park.

2/05/2013 23:53

25 - 34

Lyttelton

Canterbury

Best Option. Maintain our city's icon and history. A link
Agree with international criticism about design. Would
with the past and a reminder that Canterbury can recover rather see no Cathedral on the site than this one.
from calamity. An opportunity to get whole community,
both local and abroad, involved in the recovery of city.

Agree with international criticism about design. Would
rather see no Cathedral on the site than this one. Already
dated. Massive eyesore to the centre of Christchurch.
Selfish to impose on Cantabrians.

Option 1

2/05/2013 23:53

25 - 34

Avonhead

Christchurch

All reports and expert opinions external to the process are
claiming that the numbers are being heavily distorted to
sway public opinion towards options 2 or 3. This is
deceitful, manipulative and shameful behaviour.
Restoration is the only option that can show a full
commitment to the history and cultural memory of the
city. Mark Burry gave a lecture on the Sagrada Familia
reconstruction in Christchurch in 2012, in which he stated
the advantages culturally and economically of committing
to long term projects like this. The extra effort of
reconstruction, including the large scale of the proj

Horrific. An uninspired design that copies its American
precedent almost directly. What relevance does an
American contemporary church have to Christchurch? It
clearly expresses values that are brash and ostentatious,
the original American design being of expensive materials
assembled in a cheap and nasty manner. What messages
does that send about both the church and Christchurch?

Option 1

2/05/2013 23:53

15 - 24

city centre

city centre

Select Option
Option 3
The old cathedral was a beautiful piece of architecture,
Option 3
and in a heartbeat I would have had it withstand the quake
with no damage. However, given that it's in such a state of
disrepair, and the Christchurch earthquake will be a
seminal piece of New Zealand's history, I think that it
would be criminal to restore such an icon without being
true to form (materials, construction techniques etc) which means that it would not withstand future
earthquakes. To 'modernise' the rebuild of an old aesthetic
would be untrue to the intent and purpose of such an
iconic building. Therefore, I b
Option 1
No way!

Option 1

Option 1

Option 1

The option to consider the original timber design for the
cathedral is strangely absent here. The option 2 provided
here is the lesser of these possible option 2's, this process
is excluding a valid option that could be both affordable
and carry some serious historic meaning. As it stands the
presented option 2 is a mish-mash of a cheap and nasty
facade and some beautiful and meaningful interior
reconstruction.

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
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ALL FEEDBACK
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DATE

AGE
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OPTION:

2/05/2013 23:54

45 - 54

Woolston

Christchurch

A restore is the best for the city as it maintains the history Restortation is the best option
of the city and the identity built and paid for by our fore
fathers. Much of the existing building is dedicated to loved
ones who's family paid for this dedication. The memorial to
our war heros and the battle flags or our retired regiments.
Not only is the Cathederal a place of worship but it is also
memorial and dedication to people of Christchurch. To pull
this down will be the descicration to memory of the people
the building is dedicated to. The funding for this will come
through from the people as we have all ways don

Ugly and poorly though out, fundrasing for this building will Option 1
be difficult

2/05/2013 23:54

45 - 54

Redwood

Christchurch

This is the only option that should be considered, it is part I hate this design looks like the wild west
of our heritage and should be rebuilt as it has been over
the years when earthquakes have damaged it before. The
cost of this rebuild by the church is highly inflated in order
to push people into choosing what they want NOT what
the people of Christchurch want!

This looks like a sinking ship and is not what Christchurch
wants or needs!

2/05/2013 23:54

55 -64

Pleasantview

Edmonton

2/05/2013 23:54

25 - 34

Rangiora

North
Canterbury

2/05/2013 23:55

55 -64

Te Atatu

Auckland

Restore the Cathedral to its original state, augmenting
with the current building codes to ensure as safe as
possible environment.
Time for a change I think, when we had the older buildings
it was the centre of our city but now we are moving
forward.
Would prefer we have a heap of ruins to any tinkering with
Restore it at any cost - even if it takes 100 years - Least
the past. Can't imagine them rebuilding St Pauls London in
We Forget.
anyway apart from it's original design.

2/05/2013 23:55

65 - 74

Lake Hood

Mid-Canterbury Cost too high and an opportunity would be lost to involve
the younger generation in planning for the future which is
all about tomorrow and its possibilities and not a review of
the past. Learn from the past as there were plenty of
mistakes. We have discovered to our detrement that stone
buildings in earthquake prone areas are not a good idea.

2/05/2013 23:55

55 -64

Hokowhitu

Palmerston
North

My second choice as its in keeping with the original design. Don't like it. The danger with any 'modern' design is that it Option 1
This is my first choice. Anyone travelling to Europe
will date and in 100 years time be considered an eyesore.
appreciates the age of the historical buildings, including
some which were damaged in wars yet rebuilt, either
partially or completely. While the cathedral in Christchurch
is a baby by European standards, it's still very historical in
NZ terms. A few years back I visited Dubrovnik in Croatia,
fully restored after extensive damage suffered in the wars
there in the 1990s. I gather there was significant
international donations towards these costs. Has this
option been pursued for Christchurch?

2/05/2013 23:56

25 - 34

Woolston

Christchurch

Only option that should be undertaken. This is heritage of a
highest class in a globally young nation. Restoration has
been proven possible so should be undertaken. The
cardboard Cathedral can serve the congregation until the
symbol of the city is restored and made stronger. Selfish
ideals for a modern cathedral, are just that.

2/05/2013 23:56

35 - 44

Somerfield

Christchurch

WE NEED TO RESTORE OUR CATHEDRAL PLEASE!!!
THE CHCH CATHEDRAL IS THE HEART OF OUR CITY &
IS REPRESENTED BY ALL MERCHANDISE WORLD WIDE
AS OUR ICON!!! This option is the Preferable, and has to
be explored the most, for our City, our Icon. The CHCH
Cathedral represents the Heart of our City, and our City
has been very broken, but we can at least Fix this part of
our city Please!! We have many people within and out of
CHCH who would put money/ donations towards this
Restoration!! IT HAS PROVEN TO BE ABLE TO DONE
SAFELY, & CHEAPER THAN QUOTED. THE CATHEDRAL
BELONGS TO THE CITY, AND THE ANG

2/05/2013 23:57

65 - 74

Otaki

Otaki

2/05/2013 23:59

Select
Avonside
Age range

Christchurch

This isn't about the building it is about who built the
building and why. The building is in their honour.
UNESCO recommendation. Cheapest option, Money
Materials inferior will not wear well fund raising very
available overseas and fund raisers waiting to help. Need
difficult.
not act immediately, two cathedrals not needed. Once
demolished cannot go back if regretted in the future. Copy
Catholics and prop up and cover hole in roof. Very
important heritage building.

3/05/2013 0:00

35 - 44

Avonside

Christchurch

I would like to see this happen. There will be so few
heritage buildings left, I think it is worth the time and
money to restore a symbol of Christchurch's past to carry
into the future where most of us will be living in a city we
don't recognize at all.

With the horrendous monstrosity that is threatening to be Select Option
the cardboard cathedral I think the last thing we need is
another attempt at contemporary design. Please don't
even try......

3/05/2013 0:00

55 -64

Merivale

Christchurch

It took years to originally construct, so what is wrong with An apology of what could be.
doing the new restoration in stages. With all the other
modern buildings (which are great) being built, we still
need some of our heritage for generations to come, just
like they do in Europe. It is the symbol of ChCh. The CCC
use it as their symbol, like many others.

Looks like it should be in USA

Option 1

Definitely the best option

ugly and inappropriate

Option 1

While I see merit in this design and actually like the
concept, it would be at the expense of losing the original
cathedral.

Option 1

3/05/2013 0:00

65 - 74

merivale

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:01

45 - 54

tai tapu

chch

3/05/2013 0:02

55 -64

Rangiora

RD 2 Rangiora

3/05/2013 0:02

15 - 24

Addington

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:03

55 -64

Cashmere

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:03

55 -64

Richmond

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:03

Select
Christchurch
Age range

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:04

45 - 54

merival

merival

3/05/2013 0:04

35 - 44

South Brighton Christchurch

While poor building retention has seen excessive damage
to building in later aftershocks, the preservation of this
Christchurch Icon should be seen as essential. Most great
cathedrals have been rebuilt over many generations and
Christchurch should be no different. To do otherwise is an
expression of our lack of resilience and understanding of
time and history.

3/05/2013 0:05

55 -64

Christchurch

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:05

45 - 54

Aranui

Christchurch

This is an essential part of our culture and heritage from
the beginning of Christchurch city. It is recongised
internationally as Christchurch's Cathedral
The Anglican Cathedral is an icon of our city it needs to be
restored as it is culturally part of our roots.

Some of the above comments apply and again I have to
ask what do we mean by traditional. To me traditional
Anglicanism is based on word and sacraments and those
traditions can be incorporated into a modern design as
well.

Option 1

Select Option

New City, New Cathedral, The new design is beautiful.

Option 3

Think I rather have a grassed area with daffodils than this Option 1
option, perhaps with some head stones to remember those
lost and to commemorate the work of the rescuers etc.
Yes I think we need something new and exciting for the
future

Option 3

Option 1

The strong support shown for this option represents that
the people of CHCH like the look of the existing cathedral,
but they want it as safe as possible. If both options 1 & 2
were added together, then this would completely win over
the contemporary version!!! This has to be alternative
option, if the original cathedral can not be restored safely
& adequately otherwise. This design still represents the
heart our city, and is the icon on all merchandise which
represents CHRISTCHURCH!!

Why bother with this!

NO!!! THIS IS NOT THE LOOK OUR CITY NEEDS TO
IDENTIFY IT WORLDWIDE- IT COULD BE ANYWHERE!!
PUT IT ANYWHERE- BUT NOT THE CENTRE/ HEART
OF OUR CITY PLEASE!!! Although it may look modern,
the rest of the city will be modern, we need to retain one
part /building of our City's history. LET THE ANGLICAN
CHURCH PUT THIS ELSEWHERE IF THEY WANT IT!!

Option 1

Option 1
Utterly unsuitable for our city. Again experience all over
Option 1
the world indicates it will soon become shabby. Flashy but
will soon date.

Option 1
I would like to see the reinstatement of the original
cathedral, mainly for its link with the past and with its
reference to our European Heritage. I believe the original
should be preserved, as in historical terms it is still a
relevant and well designed structure for our community in
Christchurch
Whilst the old cathedral is symbolic to Christchurch, a
newer more traditional but still keeping to the same
principals of the old one, would fit in well with the new
Christchurch.

Option 2

Christchurch should retain it most identifiable icon

Option 1
Option 3

OK - unimaginative. Cold & dark. Christchurch isn't the
same city after recent events, so why build the same
monuments??

Light & airy & warm, incorporating aspects of the past and
also looking to the future. I love the bell tower
concept/cladding - it looks lacey & beautiful
I think this would be an interesting compromise between
keeping with traditional but recognising what happened
with the earthquake and that this city can rebuild and
progress.
A disrespectful cartoon of both past architecture and the
potential of contemporary architecture and construction
methods.

Wonderfully modern, incorporating aspects of the past and Option 2
bringing in super modern features. Reminds me of the
lovely churches i saw in Scandinavia.
too modern for this classic city
Option 2

A crude re-interpretation of the existing bulk and form. A
new contemporary design should start with a completely
blank canvas and think more about the context of the
building in the square/city but also the religious/social
context of contemporary life.

Option 1

Option 1

Option 1
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3/05/2013 0:06

55 -64

Burnside

Christchurch

This iconic building with links to our past and generally
regarded as a significant building of architectural merit
should be restored. I believe significant funds will be
donated for this worthy cause - far more than for a
traditional or contemporary design option.

3/05/2013 0:06

15 - 24

Belfast

Christchurch

While its a nice idea, I do not think this is really feasible in
the long run.

The best of both worlds.

Please stop wasting time and money and LISTEN

3/05/2013 0:08

35 - 44

Lyttelton

Christchurch

Only option

65 - 74

Akaroa

Banks
Peninsula,
Canterbury

If there was any group or organisation to be the strongest
advocate for the restoration of our beloved cathedral - the
historic heart of our damaged, traumatised city - it should
have been the Anglican Church . That there has been an
argument over this course of action is at best curious and
at worst shameful. Full praise and admiration to those at
the helm who are working so diligently and hard for those
of us who support their view.

3/05/2013 0:09

65 - 74

tinwald

ashburton

3/05/2013 0:10

35 - 44

Sydenham

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:11

55 -64

St Albans

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:11

45 - 54

Papanui

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:13

25 - 34

Burwood

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:18

65 - 74

Heathcote

Christchurch

Restore the cathedral as closely as possible to its condition
before the earthquakes. From the time of my earliest
memories the cathedral was always there. When I was
young it was the tallest building in the city and as I got
about more, a way of getting my bearings from almost
anywhere. For years it was a meeting place. Not being
religious I have never been to a service there but I did go
to political rallies there. With maturity I came to treasure its
architecture and the ancient skills and crafts that made
such a grand and magnificent building possible. I never
knew why my grandfather was

3/05/2013 0:18

45 - 54

Burnside

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:18

45 - 54

Fendalton

Christchurch

This is the best option - we need to keep something of the
past in a new city
I was very passionate about this option, until I saw the
design for the new Cathedral. However, I am narrowly in
favour of this option, ahead of the new option, as I believe
it is important to retain our heritage and because it is such
a beautiful building which many people in Chch hold dear.

3/05/2013 0:19

45 - 54

Central City

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:19

25 - 34

NEW
BRIGHTON

CHRISTCHURC WASTE OF TIME AND MONEY.... WE NOW HAVE AN
H
OPPERTUNITY TO MOVE FORWARD AND MAKE IT
INLINE WITH THE REST OF THE CITY CENTRE

KEEPING THE SPIRIT AND STYLE ALIVE.

3/05/2013 0:19

75 +

Merivale

Christchurch

I love the interior. The exterior is boring. My preference
would be to have the interior of this plan and have an
exterior that looks like the original

3/05/2013 0:19

75 +

Burnside

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:19

25 - 34

Shirley

Chch nz

3/05/2013 0:20

35 - 44

Mt Albert

Auckland

A bit of a joke really.
This is the icon of the city, which the tax and rate payer
has contributed to the restoration of so many times over
the years, for the Anglicans to act like its is there's and
there's alone is insulting and typical of Bishop Matthews
tyrannical attitude. A restoration in this manner would
again evoke the charm, character and space of pre-Quake
Chch and is especially important with so much of the
Square and the city's heritage lost to greed and disaster.
Even retained as a civic ruin it would remain a heart to the
city and a symbol.

3/05/2013 0:21

55 -64

Somerfield

Christchurch

Restoration is the only option that would be appropriate.
The Cathedral has a much greater significance to
Christchurch as a central and foundational building from
the city's beginning, than as a facility for the Anglican
church. I would rather the Anglican church gave the
cathedral to the City of Christchurch and built a new one
on another site, than tamper with a precious part of the
city's heritage, too much of which has been lost forever.

3/05/2013 0:22

65 - 74

Beckenham

3/05/2013 0:22

65 - 74

Fendalton

Spreydon/Heat To restore original Cathedral is to mend the broken iconic This is a revolting piece of architectural kitsch.
hcote Ward
heart of our city.
(South
Christchurch)
Christchurch
So much heritage has already been lost in this city - we
MUST RESTORE THE CHRISTCHURCH CATHEDRAL!
Our identity is diminishing by the day. There will be so
much more support from local sources, NZ and
internationally for total restoration. All funding does not
have to be raised before work commences - can be an
ongoing fundraising project - just enough to get the work
underway.

3/05/2013 0:23

25 - 34

Halswell

Reminds me of the Sydney Opera House rather than a
Church. Would be disappointing to see the Cathedral
rebuilt in this way.
Please stop wasting time and money and LISTEN

Love the interior of this, the wood is beautiful. Love the
large Children's chapel also, I think this sends a fantastic
statement about being forward looking. However, I think
with the sillouette so similar to the original Cathedral the
pale colour looks odd - like a ghost of the former
Cathedral. If this option was chosen, I'd prefer to see a
very thin veneer of the original stone cemeted to the
concrete exterior to retain the original colouring.

Option 1

Select Option

A good design. I like this, although I think the details of the Option 3
spaces need more work. The opportunity to create a
completely fresh space opens up so many options, I think
this designs squanders a few of the future possibilities and
opportunities but with thorough consultation on the details
this should end up an amazing building. A few of the detail
changes I like to see are: A commercial size kitchen so
banquets/ Christmas dinners etc could be held here, both
as functions but also as ministry to those in the city.
Carefully thought through space/s for children that are
user friend

An all round win situation, maintaining some of our
important heritage will giving a slightly modern twist

Select Option

I feel that a lot of Christchurch heritage has been
destroyed already after the earthquakes and would love to
see this Christchurch icon restored once again. Please
don't under estimate what this building means to many in
the city of Christchurch.

Option 1

Option 2

This look is true to what I think our Cathedral should look
like. I'm no architect, but I like the more inviting entrance
way and modern materials. Keeping the same shape as the
original but observing newer practices and layout appeals
to me.

I am concerned that the old cathedral was not particularly
functional on the inside. If it could be restored fixing that
problem, that would be OK -- the price is OK. I would
prefer that the original plan whereby timber rather than
stone was part of the plan.

Option 2

Option 1

great design this one would get my vote
There has been a lot of comments lately about the lack of
wisdom displayed by the early settlers for changing the
original design of the Cathedral from wood to stone... I
think if we re-built the Cathedral in stone future
generation won't just think we lacked wisdom - they'd
think we were mad.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 1

3/05/2013 0:09

Christchurch

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

Option 1

This is my second choice

This is horrible, we need something original - like the
Option 1
postcards of CHCH
Not in favour at all, this is a wishy washy option, neither
Fantastic looking bulding, I would be in favour of this one, Option 1
here nor there. If you are going to be rebuild the catherdral but only if it is as spectatular looking as in the architects
then it needs to be something new and spectular that
renderings. Often during the deign process unusual
reflects the 21st century, not a poor mans copy of a 19th designslike these get watered down because the are too
centry building.
difficult and costly to build. I would not like to see this
happen to this design, and for this reason I narrowly prefer
the restore option.
Yes, please - bold, good value for money and quick - go for Option 3
it
MY PREFURRED OPTION - I LIKE IT AS WE CAN RETAIN Select Option
THE SIMBOLIC AND SOUL OF THE PREVIOUS
CATHEDRAL - BUT MOVING FORWARD THE CITY IS
GOING TO BE A NEW AND EXCITING PLACE, AND AS
THE CATHEDRAL IS SYMBOLIC OF THE CITY, IT TOO
SHOULD REPRESENT THIS. TIME AND MONEY ARE A
BIG FACTOR, AND I THINK THAT PEOPLE ARE TRYING
TO HOLD ON TO WHAT THAT USED TO KNOW, AND
NOT THINKING ABOUT WHAT THE FUTURE CAN HOLD
FOR THE CENTRAL CITY.
If are to have a contemporary cathedral then I suggest an
international competition. The current proposal is
uninspiring, especially the interior. Contemporary should
perhaps also suggest interdenominational -- across all
religions.

Select Option

Option 3
Option 1
Option 1
At first interesting, but after a short study it becomes a
dull sculptural element, far too open and without any sense
of grace. If there is 'no taste' for restoration then
employing any traditional elements like spires or arches
should be out anyhow. No effort to include the historic
ruin in this design in any meaningful manner, just another
'empty site' option wiping history into the bin. The
consultation seems to have been a loaded bias process
providing a side-lined restoration, a wedding cake modern
art work and a straw-man wood non-option. If the Anglics
cant restore for civi
Option 1

What planet does the designer of this monstrosity live on? Option 1

Option 1

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

3/05/2013 0:24

65 - 74

Tai Tapu

Selwyn County

3/05/2013 0:24

55 -64

Tuam St near
town

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:24

65 - 74

Buderim

Queensland,
Australia

Wonderful idea, but too costly both with time and money.

To me this option appears rather cold and soulless,
although the interior looks lovely. Overall it doesn't seem
appropriate.

3/05/2013 0:24

25 - 34

Riccarton

Christchurch

This is quite an expensive process

3/05/2013 0:26

55 -64

Papanui

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:26

35 - 44

Cambridge

Waikato

Beautiful centre of Christchurch. Everyone owns The
Square, therefore no-one has the right to ruin it.
Please restore our beautiful Christchurch Cathedral. The
heart of our City. Icon of Chistchurch. The peoples place
of worship and song. New Zealands rare and beautiful and
crucial piece of gothic history. The most divine singing i
have heard took place in Christchurch Cathedral with Brian
Laws choir supported by architectural brilliance and
incredible acoustics! Please Victoria Matthews see sense
and restore our Cathedral. Please!

This is my favourite option. We get to keep the idea of the I like the idea of this but the problem with contemporary is Option 2
cathedral but with a more realistic cost
that it looks great now, but in 20-30 years it looks dated
and no longer contemporary Ruin The Square
Ruin The Squire
Option 1

3/05/2013 0:27

55 -64

tai tapu

christchurch

3/05/2013 0:27

65 - 74

Halswell

Halswell!!

3/05/2013 0:28

65 - 74

Akaroa

christchurch

3/05/2013 0:28

25 - 34

Christchurch

Christchurch

Option 1

3/05/2013 0:29

65 - 74

Ehrenfeld

Option 1

3/05/2013 0:30

65 - 74

Woolston

Cologne
(Germany)
Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:30

65 - 74

Cashmere

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:31

55 -64

Opawa

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:32

45 - 54

Prebbleton

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:33

65 - 74

Shirley

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:34

55 -64

Fendalton

Christchurch

I support the restoration option and would be willing to
contribute funds in an appeal.

3/05/2013 0:35

55 -64

Wig ram

South west

Option 1
Option 1

CHRIST CHURCH - this is at it's very esscence, and the
decision should be made by those from Christchurch - not
for us by outsiders.
To restore would be strong statement of our valuing our
past and our ability to restore rather than loose our visible
heratage
when so many old buildings in christchurch have been lost
and the cathedral can be saved, why is the anglican church
so keen to deconstruct the cathedral? this building has
had an enormous amount of history, love and support from
people of christchurch, canterbury and much further
afield. this is my choice

I like the new design but not the spire. I think it is
Option 3
important for the cathedral to be built sooner rather than
years away as the congregation need their place of
worship.
The city has been destroy a sign to move on dont look
Option 3
back and the third option looks good and strong for
earthquake.
I like this design as it has an aspect of looking forward to a Option 3
new future while retaining memories of the past. From the
financial point of view it is much more acceptable. I really
appreciate the effort to include a Rose window in all the
designs.

Option 1

Option 1

Interesting but not the meaning of the original

A religious Mc Donalds. Superficially modern,
cheap....urggg

i find very little in what can be seen of this design to
recommend it. i would prefer Miles Warren's version of
the original design

i think this design will age quickly - i do not like the tiled
Option 1
interior and it is very difficult to judge what the outside of
the building it would look like - very unremarkable

ChristChurch Cathedral has always meant Christchurch to I don't like this at all.It looks cheap
me since I was a little girl visiting the big city. My uncle
was a chorister and then a bellringer.His funeral service
was held in the cathedral. We have lost so many heritage
uildings that it would be marvellous to keep the bestknown one in the heart of the city.

No.

Please restore the cathedral to way it was before the
earthquakes.

Option 1

Option 1

Option 1
A beautiful design, uplifting and fitting the age we live in - Option 3
why not give evidence of the faith still held even within
the very secular world we live in - giving proof that there is
still an inner life a belief in Almighty God and the Word
made flesh in Jesus Christ.

I come from the UK where demolition of a building of this
importance would be unthinkable. It must be seismically
strengthened and restored.
This is my first choice based on the reduced costings. We
need to preserve whst we have andrestore what we can.

Option 1

Option 1

I cannot support this option.

World-renowned architects were associated with
Christchurch Cathedral's design and development.
Christchurch City and its people deserve a contemporary
design by a world-renowned architect, if a contemporary
design is to be considered. I cannot support the current
contemporary design in Option 3.

Option 1

3/05/2013 0:36

25 - 34

Ilam

Christchurch

This cathedral is Christchurch and vice versa. If Europe
can do it after the war, so can we. The expertise is
available and we need the will to do it. As a rate payer I am
more than happy to contribute to it.
Restore with proper strength and wooden elements.

Option 1

3/05/2013 0:36

35 - 44

Forrest hill

Auckland

Either do this or leave it as it is as a tourist spot

3/05/2013 0:39

35 - 44

Saint Martins

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:39

65 - 74

Merivale

Christchurch

Definitely number 3.

3/05/2013 0:40

65 - 74

Glenwood

Timaru

Nothing will compare with what we had . Looking forward Option 3
lets have something modern in design to start another
exciting era in Church life for future generations.

3/05/2013 0:40

45 - 54

fitzroy

melbourne,
Australia

Best option by far, especially considering bulk of cathedral Not a very creative version, might as well be an entirely
different but traditional Gothic form.
is intact, can be repaired at minimal cost, and
reconstruction of facade and tower could be staged. Also
retains a very good example of Gothic revival, a good as
any here in Melbourne, where we have many, quite a few
of a similar scale. So much heritage has been lost in
Christchurch, a restored the cathedral would be highlight
of the many fine Gothic heritage buildings that are being
retained. The nave and apse could be strengthened and
cathedral re-opened with a temporary facade . This is
apparently the lowest cost option. Fu

3/05/2013 0:41

75 +

Mt Pleasant

Christchurch
8081

This cathedral is the centre of Christchurch, our living
connection with those who founded the city. The
cathedral, the museum, the Arts Centre and the
Provincial chambers together make our city unique in NZ.
Most of Christchurch will be new. We need a strong
reminder of our past, not the destruction of the little that
remains. A restored and rebuilt cathedral would be an
inspiration for the builders of the new Christchurch and
the future.

3/05/2013 0:41

45 - 54

Sumner

Christchurch

This is the option the church should pursue. When I
attended services in the cathedral over the last 5 years
(which was every month or so, the congregation was full
of visitors to CHCH. They are far more likely to come into
a traditional church-a building mirrored by the museum
down Worcestor St, a building with a story. If you want a
very modern church put it on one of your many sites. This
site is too central to the heart of the city. The church was
gifted the land and with that comes a responsibility to
preserve our history. If you don't want that responsibility
sell the building to

3/05/2013 0:41

45 - 54

Diamond
Harbour

Banks Peninsula Preferred choice. Historic value and symbol of recovery.
second choice but clearly preferred over option 3
Also the Church would bind to gether the community by
overcoming division from the community at large that
arose during the unpleasant post quake battle re retaining
this well loved cathedral

Keeping with the orginal look, but a little newer and safer

Option 2
Option 3

Again should be completely new design, not sort of repeat Option 1
form of existing.

Option 1

The overwhelming majority have voted for a gothic shape
to the new cathedral. Listen to them please. Why have you
not pursued the Miles Warren idea of replicating the
original design? This achieved resounding support and was
an excellent compromise.

NO NO NO. What is the connection between this city and Select Option
the North American inspired design? It is awful and will
make us an international laughing stock. Why have you not
made this an international competition? Why have you not
asked architects with experience in designing cathedrals?
I understand this is a design our North American bishop
feels comfortable with but we are not choosing her holiday
house. This is a design which mut stand the centuries. IN
NO OTHER COUNTRY IN THE WORLD WOULD WE BE
HAVING THIS DEBATE. IN EVERY OTHER OTHER
COUNTRY THE CATHEDRAL WOULD SIMPLY BE
REBUILT
not desired as has no ties with what has been damaged. It Option 1
is connected with arrogance and separatism from the
community at large

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:
The Cathedral as it was before the earthquakes was not
unique, or particularly architecturally iconic, as buildings of
this type can be found all over England, in smaller towns.
Why build a copy of a copy (of a copy)? Victorian Gothic is
a (pale) imitation of the extraordinary buildings in Europe
of the 11th and 12th centuries, of which York Minster is an
outstanding example.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

3/05/2013 0:43

65 - 74

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

The people who want the Cathedral restored in its original
form often quote the history of Europe, especially the
restoration of churches in Germany after WWII. This
approach ignores completely that the areas of Europe with
restored historic buildings does NOT have the probability
of future seismic events that Christchurch has. Why do
these persons not understand that any building which risks
human life in an area such as Christchurch is untenable?

3/05/2013 0:43

45 - 54

Khandallah

Wellington

Why go backwards? its lovely but it will never be the same folksy - what can I say?

3/05/2013 0:44

25 - 34

St Albans

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:46

45 - 54

Albany

Auckland

3/05/2013 0:47

55 -64

Richmond

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:49

65 - 74

Greendale R D Greater
1 Christchurch Christchurch

We have moved on from this design which was prevalent
150 years ago.

3/05/2013 0:49

45 - 54

Cashmere

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:49

55 -64

Remuera

Auckland

My preferred option to restore as much as possible back to Disengenuine to original substance of the existing
original.
cathedral and pastiche in look - worst option of all 3
I do hope it can be restored - look at what has happened
to AKL with all the beautiful period buildings here torn
down and lost forever - shameful.

3/05/2013 0:50

55 -64

Linwood

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:50

45 - 54

Thorndon

Wellington

3/05/2013 0:50

65 - 74

Ladbrooks

Selwyn District

3/05/2013 0:54

45 - 54

st albans

christchurch

Yes please - START NOW !

Option 1

3/05/2013 0:55

55 -64

Kaiapoi

Christchurch

I have always believed that RESTORATION of the Chch
Cathedral should have the precedence as an obligation and
homage to the Founding Fathers of this unique city. Kiwis
should prove by rebuilding the Cathedral that they truly
care for their history and their founding ancestors.

Option 1

3/05/2013 0:56

35 - 44

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

3/05/2013 0:56

75 +

Hoon Hay

South

Beautiful, I love it, view often blocked by pillars. No room
It will have the disadvantages of the above, but I like the
for group discussions. Old fashioned seating plan suggests use of wood.
the idea of the people up front being the doers/ people in
charge of everything (like the bus driver at the front and
the others are the inactive passengers. Far far too
expensive. A better use of the money would be for
outreaches of faith and social concern. So it has to go!

Use of renewable resources is great. I like the idea of
Option 3
praying hands at the entrance, and can accept even the
suggested 'women's sexual organs', given that is where
new life enters the world. I hope the rows of seating can
be moved about for less informal activity in worship. The
added facilities seem good. I'm glad the columbarium is
away from the main structure- the church has more to do
with life than death, even though that needs the gospel
too, the same as all contemporary life.

3/05/2013 1:05

45 - 54

West Melton

Christchurch

Don't want this option at all.

3/05/2013 1:05

35 - 44

Southeast

Plainfield
Vermont

This is my preferred option. The old Cathedral that we
knew and loved and visted needs to be restored to its
former glory (but more earthquake proof of course).
I am a restoration timber framer and i like the idea of
keeping built heritage around. There has been much work
rendered in the original building, and it honors our
forebarers to use what they have given us.

3/05/2013 1:09

25 - 34

waltham

christchurch

3/05/2013 1:14

45 - 54

Whenuapai

Auckland

3/05/2013 1:15

65 - 74

HALSWELL

CHRISTCHURC THE CATHEDRAL MUST BE RESTORED TO ITS
H
FORMER GLORY,I AM NO FAN OF JIM ANDERTON BUT
HE AND PHILP BURDON HAVE DONE A
COMMENDABLE JOB IN PRESENTING A LOT OF
PEOPLES VIEWS TO GET OUR ICON BACK TO WHERE
IT WAS.

3/05/2013 1:17

45 - 54

Wainuiomata

Wellington

Even though I no longer live in Christchurch it is still my
home town. I have history relating to the original stone
masonary work done on the Cathedral. To me this is the
historic heart of Christchurch, and is more valuable than
any other building in Christchurch. If they can retore the
Arts Centre why cant they restore this. I feel Christchurch
has always had a centre point or heart and our history is
important as we are only a young country. England has
many ruins and historical buildings, but we have very few.
Please keep this special icon.

Select Option

3/05/2013 1:18

45 - 54

woolston

christchurch

cathedrals are bad theology. if it were a matter of religion
alone i would vote for a total demolition of the cathedral
with no replacement. BUT it is also a city historical
monument speaking of our ancient European heritage.
given this no acceptable line other than restoration exists. I
advocate restoration not for religion or theology but for
cultural heritage. if it is not restored it is not the historical
Christchurch cathedral. If the Germans did it in Berlin after
1945 why cannot we?

Option 1

3/05/2013 1:18

55 -64

Grasmere

Invercargill

3/05/2013 1:18

65 - 74

Sumner

Christchurch

Icon of christchurch and love it

Select Option

3/05/2013 1:20

45 - 54

Burnham

Christchurch

3/05/2013 1:21

55 -64

Richmond

Nelson

3/05/2013 1:22

65 - 74

Parklands

Christchurch

3/05/2013 1:23

65 - 74

Burnside

Christchurch

3/05/2013 1:26

65 - 74

Southshore

Christchurch

Forget Die Frauenkircher! We have the chance to provide Option 3
future generations with a building which is truly iconic and
safe. We must not cling to the past, but look forward to a
better (and safer) future. I applaud the Church leaders in
Christchurch for their courage in standing apart from the
common herd, most of whom are not regular churchgoers,
and let soppy sentimentality take the place of common
sense. Well done!
I like this one the best - let's move on

preferred option

Option 3
Option 2
Option 1

As so many of the building in CHCH will be new in the
coming years - the restoration of the Cathedral will be a
wonderful salute to the CHCH that once was. If they could
restore much of Europe after WW2 there is absolutely no
reason why we can't respect our forefathers by restoring
their vision encapsulated in the Cathedral. I hope it is
restored.

We are recently returned Cantabrians who are enjoying
Option 3
seeing Christchurch "mature" both in spiritual outlook and
in future enhancement of this beautiful city. We would like
to see a building which reflects this and the real needs of
the body of people who will ultimately have the use of the
building to honour the Christ whose name is forever
associated with this city. In regarding it as a piece of
architecture
As above.

Lets build a cathedral which is designed for our time and
the future. This is our mark in the sand! A new start
looking forward to a great future.
Not suited to Christchurch - agree with commentators
that it looks Salt Lake City / Disney style

Option 3

Option 1
Option 1

Option 1
I am not currently living in ChCh but I am a former
resident.
Restoration will demonstrate the enduring continuity of
Why even consider this option when the original can be
the Church and its ability to conquer even very destructive readily restored.
events. A restored Cathedral will be a centre of stability in
which to worship God in an area of huge change.

Option 1
This design smacks of Las Vegas and Hollywood, and
modern crematoria.

Option 1

Option 1

Would be lovely but impractical to restore the cathedral
using original materials.

Option 1

Option 1

Keeping the style of the original but using more modern
materials and methods makes most sense to me. It also
gives a feeling of moving on rather than harking back to
what has been. Traditional but modern.

this is a nice way to honour the past and put something
forwad for the future:)
Really don't like this one at all.

Option 3
Select Option

Option 1

Option 1
Option 3
Things change. We have to change with the times.

Option 3

Restoration is the only option that could maintain the
integrity of the church in the community. The church has
regularly exaggerated the costs and timeline required for
restoration and appears to be interested only in the
cheapest option. The cathedral is internationally symbolic
of Christchurch; replacement will negate that relationship.

Option 1

The Cathedral was and still is the symbal of Christchurch
and should be wholly or partially restored.

Option 1

Option 1

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:
Gold Coast,
Australia

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

We have lost so much of our city we need to keep
whatever we can as close to original as possible. Other
buildings will be rebuilt but won't be the same and we can't
rebuild everything the same as it was either so let's choose
one thing and do it back to original, please

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

3/05/2013 1:26

25 - 34

Hope island

3/05/2013 1:26

75 +

Option 3

3/05/2013 1:27

55 -64

3/05/2013 1:27

35 - 44

NORTHWOOD CHRISTCHURC
H
Mount
Christchurch
Pleasant
Lyttelton
Christchurch

3/05/2013 1:28

55 -64

Option 1

3/05/2013 1:29

35 - 44

Mount
Pleasant
Somerfield

3/05/2013 1:30

Select
Wellington
Age range

Wellington

3/05/2013 1:31

55 -64

fendalton

3/05/2013 1:32

45 - 54

3/05/2013 1:32

Option 1

Option 1
Option 2

Christchurch
Christchurch

This is the only option in my opinion

This option removed everything about the original design Looks like a skeleton.
that makes it attractive.
I am a former Christchurch Cathedral Chorister 1979-1983. partial restoration and/or restoration combined with new the diocese
I am support restoration
build. At the very least I think it is vital that this option be
given all the consideration it ought to have as the attempts
to "create facts on the ground" which would prevent this
from happening have undermined confidence and trust in
the Cathedral

Option 1

christchurch

Absolutely if the costings are realistic

Select Option

Bishopdale

Christchurch

If the Cathedral can be restored back to how it was would This design is still keeping the look of the old Cathedral,
be the best thing for Christchurch, it is our i.d on who we and would be my preferred second choice
are, it is the heart of our city and should be kept.

35 - 44

Burnside

Christchurch

Just not feasible in terms of allowing our christian
community to resume its presence and much needed
support in the city centre.

3/05/2013 1:35

45 - 54

Avonhead

Christchurch

Part of a bygone era now. As many Gothic buildings have Quite nice and has consistency with the past and also with New and a refreshing change for the city. Strength-wise,
disappeared with the earthquakes, and it's physical security other churches that survived the earthquakes, eg. St
and cost-wise, construction time-wise, it is effective and
would require a lot of money to ensure the necessary
Michael of All Angels.
for me this is an emergent winner.
strengthening, a new look and new security for a new era
are now in order.

3/05/2013 1:36

45 - 54

Fendalton

Christchurch

3/05/2013 1:38

55 -64

50 Viewmount Lower Hutt
Drive, Harbour 5010
View, Melling

No I do not think so. We have an earthquake sent
cooportunity to offer the community something modern
and optimistic instead of regretting the earthquake wreck
and costantly mournig the loss of what was a beautiful
place and the remaining wreck

No thank you not enough of the future in the design

Well tbhis is better but the design team need to think the Option 3
next millenium not the next few years. Certailymore
appealing but wy does the prevous shape need to drive the
future. I visit Christchurch often and when whole the
Cathedral most visits. I feel that the Future Vision of the
cathedral needs to address on going earthly ructions and
consider something magnificent that sow the future not
mostly the past

3/05/2013 1:40

45 - 54

Ilam

Christchurch

To us, the only way to go.

Not really as good as the old one

Please, we have enough modern glass faced stuff here
already

3/05/2013 1:48

65 - 74

Clifton

Christchurch

Restore at all costs. There are hign tech ways to restore
precious architectural buildings and make them earthquake
safe. See: http://www.cintec.com/cintec/anchoringreinforcement-home.php

Option 1

3/05/2013 1:49

25 - 34

Wainoni

Christchurch

I cannot see any reason why this option should not be the
first and foremost choice. All the current reasons provided
against this option are feeble. The material presented by
the Church is clearly mis-leading and tailored towards
favouring the other options. It is evident from the
continued support for restoration that this can be achieved
to the highest standard and with greater affordability than
quoted. Indeed, cost should be no barrier to the
importance of restoring this significant world heritage
landmark.

Option 1

3/05/2013 1:50

75 +

Ilam

Christchurch

3/05/2013 1:51

55 -64

Brooklands ( at Christchurch
the moment)

I am totally for this option. With so many other iconic
This would be my second option. It definetly does go a
buildings having been demolished , our city needs to retain long way towards replicating the cathedral. However, it
our Cathedral. It really is synonomous to Christchurch. All isn't the original building.
history books have a photo of this magnificent building. I
simply loved going to the Cathedral. A visit to the city
wasn't complete without entering the cathedral. It had
such an amazing, calming peacefulness about it.

3/05/2013 1:51

45 - 54

Rothesay Bay

Auckland

The Cathedral restored represents the people of
Canterbury's love for the place that is home to their living
memories linked to the visual history of this home in recent
history. Restore should always be the first option
considered. [Restore is primarily chosen over Traditional as
it has a better chance of being more popular than
Contemporary. I would be very happy with a traditional
style outcome with any combination or Restore or
Reconstruct as the building method]

performance acoustics and modern technology to serve
I want a traditional design that if not a restoration is a
replication of the original. I endorse a modern construction the church mission to care for is parish in a modern way."
method and modernisation of the design from a functional
perspective such that the appearance is "traditional" and
preferably "restored" but underlying this is a modern feel
of comfort

3/05/2013 1:54

35 - 44

Sumner

Christchurch

This has always been my preferred option

but particularly so once I saw the absolutely hideous
This is my second preferred option, as it retains the dignity Option 1
"contemporary" option put forward by the Anglican
of the old building.
Cathedral Project Group. I believe that restoring the
cathedral will help the battered community of Christchurch
to heal and commemorate what we've all lost. I also
believe that this option is cheaper and faster to achieve. "

3/05/2013 1:54

45 - 54

Wellington

Wellington

Restoration of the cathedral would be a symbol of a city
overcoming adversity. Failure to restore the christchurch
would say that 'we couldnt be bothered' to restore it. The
basis of this argumebnt is that the cathedral is the symbol
of christchurch and is far maore than a religious building
and the Anglican church need to see it as such. It is there
duty to restore it on behalf of the people of christchurch.
There is ample opportunity for comtemporary recreations
and trditional 'look alike's - the cathedral is unique and
need to be restored

3/05/2013 1:55

45 - 54

Highland Park

Auckland

3/05/2013 1:56

55 -64

Rangiora

Canterbury

3/05/2013 1:56

25 - 34

5D/88 Anzac
Avenue

Auckland

If a new design is required don't think in the past. It would This would be good if the shell of the old was saved and
be like a bad house design that is not forward thinking
taken in to consideration, like Coventry Cathedral.
However, like Coventry, time should be given to waiting
for a while. Clean up the land around. Fence it beautifully.
Look after the grounds so people as they come back to
the square are reminded of what we went through
everyday. Then after a period of time when other key
buildings are back up, then look at a new plan. Don't just
rush in.

Option 1

Looks horrid, and a copycat of one in the U.S.A. Has no i.d Option 1
with the people of CHCH. To me it looks like a sinking
boat, and many feel the same way, not a image you want
to give people.
I do not like this option as i believe that it represents a
Great design option, will need tweaking but overall it looks Option 3
stagnation of the city's community and does not allow the innovative and a striking feature to our central city square.
vision and dynamic attitude that we have to come through.
Option 3

Option 1

Option 1

Option 3
I'm not in favour of this design. It just doesn't look the part Option 1
at all. While much of our city will eventually be rebuilt, we
are in a position to restore the one historical masterpiece
which sets our city apart. There will be plenty of other new
buildings in the city to focus on.

Option 1

Option 1

Option 1
Christchurch without its Cathedral is like Paris without the Would be like Paris with a concrete tower. Better than
Eiffel Tower.
nothing but not the tower seen in millions of different
forms in print, photos and models.
It would be foolish to restore the existing Cathedral. If it
I do not support Option 2 for the same reasons that I
was restored I believe that the Church will be restricted in provided in Option 1.
its mission and iscolate many. As a resident of
Christchurch for the past 14 years (I moved to Auckland 6
months ago) I never considered the Cathedral as a Church
but purely a tourist attract. I only vistited it once in my
time in the city and never sure it as an inviting place
because it was an old stone building that was of little
interest. If the Cathedral is restored I believe more people
will feel they I did towards the Cathedral and by extension
the Anglican Church. I

A glass Eiffel tower?

Option 1

This is the best option for the new Christchurch and for
Option 3
the future of the Anglican Church in the city. The
earthquakes have provide an opportunity that is not going
to come again. Now is the time for the Church to reclaim
the Cathedral for its intended purpose and not just be a
tourist attraction that I saw the original Cathedral to be. A
contempory Cathedral will allow all the problems of the old
Cathedral to be overcome. The contempory Cathedral can
be designed to serve the needs of the 21st century church
and have the scope to be adaptable for the unforseen
needs of future generations. I p

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

3/05/2013 1:58

55 -64

cashmere

christchurch

3/05/2013 2:01

65 - 74

Linwood

Christchurch

3/05/2013 2:01

55 -64

Woolston

Christchurch

3/05/2013 2:01

75 +

Ilam

Christchurch
8014
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/////////////
/////////////
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OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

I would like to see the cathedral restored as an icon of our
history to be kept for the future
The only acceptable option from these 3 is restoration as
the other 2designs are poor attempts. The Cardboard
Cathedral is a soaring spiritual and inspirational example of
what could be done. Could we please have examples
from other architects?? Warren and Mahoney are tired
and outdated!

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 1
Option 1

This design is a design of today.

Option 3
Option 3

3/05/2013 2:03

45 - 54

Wanaka

Wanaka

3/05/2013 2:06

75 +

Casebrook

northwest

3/05/2013 2:08

35 - 44

Elsternwick

Melbourne

3/05/2013 2:10

15 - 24

Fendalton

Christchurch

3/05/2013 2:12

25 - 34

Mairehau

North East

Too expensive and not safe.

3/05/2013 2:13

25 - 34

shirley

Christchurch

No, unsafe and waste of money. I would not go back into
the old cathedral even if they say it is safe. Time to move
on as sad as it is.

3/05/2013 2:14

35 - 44

Shirley

Christchurch

3/05/2013 2:17

45 - 54

Merivale

Christchurch

Yes please. Ideally with base isolation.

No thank you.

I support either full restoration or a contemporary design, Option 1
but I'd prefer the contemporary design to be the outcome
of a competition judged by architectural experts. This
contemporary design is fine, but arguably doesn't have the
grandeur (and iconicity) of the old building.

3/05/2013 2:21

65 - 74

Birkenhead

Auckland

tOO EXPENSIVE AND IT WOULD TAKE YEARS TO GET
IT AUTHENTICALLY RESTORED READY FOR WORSHIP
WHICH IS THE PRIORITY RATHER THAN A TOURIST
ATTRACTION.

LIKE IT BUT IN A WAY IT WOULD LOOK AS IF YOU HAD
TRIED UNSUCCESSFULLY TO GET IT BACK TO THE
ORIGINAL.

NEW CONTEMPORY DESIGN FOR A NEW CITY. MANY Option 3
BUILDINGS WILL NOT BE REPLACED BY ONES THAT
HAVE TRIED TO RECAPTURE THE OLD ONES BUT
RATHER WITH A NEW MODERN DESIGN. NEW
BUILDING FOR A NEW CITY! I BELIEVE A PLACE OF
WORSHIP IN THE QUICKEST AND CHEAPEST WAY IS
IMPORTANT. THE PUBLIC MUST ACCEPT THAT WHILE
IT WILL ALWAYS BE A CENTRAL TOURIST ATTRACTION
IN THE SQUARE, IT IS GOD'S HOUSE FIRST AND
FOREMOST. THOSE THAT THINK IT SHOULD BE
TOTALLY RESTORED SHOULD HELP PAY FOR IT AND
OFFER HOURS OF LABOUR AND THEN WORSHIP IN IT
IN THE YEARS TO COME.

3/05/2013 2:24

35 - 44

3/05/2013 2:25

45 - 54

This is an icon to Chch. Yes, it is an Anglican Cathedral, but
it is also so much more than that and not just to those of
us who live here!
Pelican Waters Sunshine Coast, I speak as a direct descendent of a founding father (John who founded "Fendallstown" as it was originally named
Queensland,
Walpole Cheshire Fendall
Australia

3/05/2013 2:25

15 - 24

New Brighton

Christchurch

3/05/2013 2:25

25 - 34

Aro Valley

Wellington

3/05/2013 2:28

15 - 24

Brooklands

Christchurch

Infinitely preferable. This is the crown jewel of
Christchurch's neogothic architecture, and the city won't
seem whole again without it. Why bother restoring
anything in Christchurch if our most significant building
can't be restored? It's a landmark of such significance that
the city won't be the same without it. Seeing the cathedral
restored to it's former glory would be an excellent symbol
of our recovery from the quakes - Surely this would mean
so much more to past and future generations than any
redesign could.

3/05/2013 2:28

35 - 44

Ilam

Christchurch

The Cathedral needs to be restored to how it has been for Restoration is better.
over 150 years. It sounds like that isn't such a big,
expensive issue as the Anglican church are making it out to
be.

3/05/2013 2:29

35 - 44

Central

Chch

3/05/2013 2:29

Select
Khandallah
Age range

Wellington

3/05/2013 2:29

35 - 44

Haverhill

Cambridge

3/05/2013 2:31

15 - 24

Edgeware

Christchurch

3/05/2013 2:32

55 -64

Westmorland

Christchurch

3/05/2013 2:32

25 - 34

Point England

Auckland

New Zealanders are pretty tasteless at the best of times. Retain as much of the Original Building as possible and
Modern Buildings and structures are garbage.
Allowing the NAZI's of CERA to destroy the Cathedrals
what needs to be replaced should be built in Harmony with
remnants will reinforce just how tasteless this nation is.
the Original.
People don't seem to realise the importance of old
buildings. They have a style, grace and character that fits
in with the human soul. It is Because old styles of
architecture especially old religious buildings built
before1945 contain trace elements of sacred geometry.
These buildings are in harmony with people and nature.
They radiate the beauty of the old order, that should never
ever be compromised no matter how muc

Option 1

3/05/2013 2:32

45 - 54

Lincoln

Christchurch

Looks like a cheaper copy!
I would far prefer this option - a chance to rebuild the
heart of Christchurch. It was (and still is) a beautiful
building with a real history - and we will have precious little
history left thanks to the earthquakes.

Option 1

3/05/2013 2:33

55 -64

St Albans

Christchurch

Burwood

Preferred option

To look to the future we have to remember the past, this
is the building of Christchurch it's symbol not just another
earthquake damaged site. Put some faith and heritage and
soil back into the heart of the CBD . Bring back the tourist.
Enough new buildings will put up, instead show we save
and didn't let the earthquake take everything from us.

Option 1
It is time to move with the times, if a new Cathedral is to Option 3
be built it must be a modern concept. We hope it will last
another hundred years without a continuous heavy
maintenance program.
Looks like a clone .. New is new old is old other wise it will Tacky.. Mid western American tacky.
Option 1
be like you town.

Option 3
I loved the old cathedral, it's character and charm. This
option seems the safest and the most aesthetically
pleasing. It reminds me of the old cathedral.
Love it!! Best idea, will look amazing

A little bit too modern for me, don't like the tower.

Option 2

NO!!! Looks terrible, does not look like a place to worship
to me

Option 2

Option 3

Option 1

Christchurch

Best option as reverts to what we had which we need the Second best, if restoration did not work or was attempted
most
and found to be the wrong option this is best then as it
looks like the old cathedral
This option is my second favourite. I think it works along
similar lines to option three only less so. But I think it could
be a really workable solution for the square.

a confirmed Anglican and committed Christian

Option 1

This option looks ridiculous

Option 1

I really love this option. I'd like to think it represents
Option 3
Christchurch after the earthquake. Retaining important
parts of the city but reinterpreting them for the future and
after massive change. I spent the first 22 years of my life
in Christchurch and think that this design fits best with
where I hope the city is going.
Option 1

Bl@#dy hideous design, but I'm sure Bishop whats-herOption 1
name will get this option anyway because that's what they
want!!
Option 3

Full restoration would be wonderful as I love the original
building but it would take such a long time and is very
expensive.

I do not favour this option as I think it could be a second
This looks great although I would like to see more precisely Select Option
rate replica which would be very sad for Cantabs and other rendered drawings. Warren and Mahoney's work is
stunning and I expect this would be too. It would be
original cathedral lovers.
thrilling to see the creation of this fresh building. As this
has a much shorter construction time, I think it would be
very exciting and uplifting for people to watch it grow and
enjoy it's completion. The funding saved could be directed
into a Youth Centre.
Option 1

Would love to see this option, we need to restore what we I don't like it.
had, and have it become an icon of the city. With out it,
there is no Christchurch.

Love the spire, would really like to see this built
somewhere else in the city, just not in Cathedral square

Option 1

Option 1

Not to my taste

Option 1

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

AGE

SUBURB:

3/05/2013 2:36

45 - 54

Christchurch
Central

Christchurch

3/05/2013 2:36

55 -64

Christchurch

Option 1

3/05/2013 2:36

55 -64

North New
Brighton
Burnside

Christchurch

II feel that a Contemporary design as a fitting tribute to the Option 3
rebirth of Christchurch City. The Anglican Church have
this wonderfull opportunity to commit to the future of the
Christian fellowship within our city. I understand that this
could be achieved with the two options above. But to have
a Anglican Church which is future proofing for the
generations that follow us would be a huge & great legacy
to leave for all. But, I also feel that any of the options can
be of a great contribution to our City & I wish you all well
for the future. Well done.

3/05/2013 2:37

Select
merivale
Age range

christchurch

3/05/2013 2:37

55 -64

Strowan

8052

3/05/2013 2:40

65 - 74

Casebrook

North west

3/05/2013 2:44

55 -64

Lincoln

Christchurch

3/05/2013 2:47

35 - 44

Remuera

Auckland

3/05/2013 2:48

55 -64

ALBANY

AUCKLAND

3/05/2013 2:48

35 - 44

Beckenham

Christchurch

3/05/2013 2:50

75 +

Westmorland

south

3/05/2013 2:54

55 -64

Christchurch

Christchurch

3/05/2013 2:54

55 -64

Central

Salisbury street The Old cathedral was part of the whole gothic revival
south (formerly) thing but that is over. New old cathedral makes no sense
on any level

3/05/2013 2:54

15 - 24

Papanui

Christchurch

3/05/2013 2:55

15 - 24

Cashmere

Christchurch

3/05/2013 2:56

45 - 54

Lyttelton

Christchurch

Why wouldn't you restore! You have a moral obligation to. This would be my 2nd option just because there is a history
This is a part of Christchurch's history and heritage. If you to this actual design.
won't do this, then maybe you could sell it back to the city
for others who love it to restore? There are plenty of
empty church sites close to the central city area that could
be used for more modern purpose built church buildings.

NO! I am a fan of modern architecture but This is the
Option 1
wrong building in the wrong place. If you are going to go
modern then don't just rip off a cheap version of some
other building. Hold an international architecture
competition. And as I said earlier, there are plenty of other
church owned sites where a new church building would be
amazing.

3/05/2013 2:56

25 - 34

Papanui

Christchurch

The cathedral must be restored using as much original
material as possible. It is not necessary to complete the
entire building straight away as the tower could easily be
completed later. Restoring the Nave and West Wall are
the only immediate imperative. The cost of doing that
along would be much less than the estimates quoted. The
building is the symbol and strength of our city, it goes well
beyond the single denomination that uses the building and
site. Funding a restoration would be much easier than
funding a new inappropriate building. Christchurch has
lost so much, you can't ta

This design bears no relationship with the history of Chch
and as such is completely out of place and context. The
high curved side walls to the nave would be overbearing
and unwelcoming. The design is dated and imitates not
particularly successful designs of the 1960s. It shows no
respect to the past and no respect to its unique
surroundings. The design looks cheap and lacks the
solidity and presence of the existing structure.

3/05/2013 2:56

25 - 34

hillsborough

christchurch

3/05/2013 2:57

55 -64

Sumner

Christchurch

I love the way this option keeps the original in mind, but
adapts the safety that the original didn't have - And it
makes a sort of memorial to the original as well, so that
we'll never forget.
Best option by far for greater Christchurch's interest. This (perhaps combining with the Catholic Diocese) was to
is an historic "identity" building used for civic as well as
require a new ecclesiastical building
ecclesiastical purposes. If the Anglican Church

3/05/2013 2:59

65 - 74

Papanui

Christchurch

The building must be restored.

3/05/2013 2:59

45 - 54

St Albans

Christchurch

Very nice traditional design.
I would not attend a restored church, especially as it
sounds as if corners are being cut, to make it financially
viable. It was not seismically safe, and I do not accept that
a restoration would remedy this. I understand that other
churches have been restored to new, but there is no
evidence that they are seismically safe. Prior to the
earthquakes, I would have wanted the cathedral restored,
at any cost, but safety is now my concern.

3/05/2013 3:00

55 -64

Heathcote
Valley

Christchurch

A Christchurch landmark, tourist destination, popular place
of worship, link to the past and certainly capable of being
saved, so restoration is the common sense option.

Option 1

3/05/2013 3:02

25 - 34

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

3/05/2013 3:03

45 - 54

Ilam

Christchurch

A crucial piece of Christchurch's past.

Option 1

3/05/2013 3:03

35 - 44

st martins

chch

restore what exists post quake and turn into a public
facility that can be hired so the church can receive
revenue and we can enjoy some heritage fabric.

3/05/2013 3:07

65 - 74

Casebrook

Bishopdale

3/05/2013 3:08

35 - 44

3/05/2013 3:09

65 - 74

I see restoring the Cathedral as a way forward,watching
the restoration would give us faith in the future of
Christchurch.We have lost so much of our dearly loved
heritage that to lose the Cathedral would be another huge
loss for us all,it is so good to know that it is able to be
restored stone by precious stone :-)

Option 1

Restore is only option. Even if it takes 20 years. We have
so little left in central Christchurch of what Christchurch
was all about in the past.I do accept there will be parts that
are slightly more modern but that is all to do with
construction methods of today.

Option 1

I think the contemporary design signals a restart from the Option 3
events that devastated our city. A new distinctive for the
physical heart of our city.
I like this option as most buildings around it will be new and Option 3
we need to move on not live in the past I think we can
build a very nice designed that people will love
A great design for a new city
Option 3
This is the option that future generations will thank us for
choosing. We owe this to our grandchildren and their
children.

This 'Disney' option is the least attractive and entirely
misses the point. Pastiche of the very worst kind.

Option 1

TRADITIONAL BUT DIFFERENT OLD/BUT NEW

Option 2
Option 1

Get on with complete restoration ASP Consider making
the restored building interdenominational.
I know this is an expensive option but I am sure there
would be worldwide financial support for restoring the
Cathedral. We have lost so many of our heritage buidlings,
please save this one. It is an icon for Christchurch. It
grounds us here spiritually and emotionally. It is a beautiful
gothic building, its architecture an important link to the
beginnings of this city.

Option 1
Option 1

Just plain ugly

The post quake cathedral should reflect about living in The Option 3
city now not in the past. While the opportunity for a truly
great design has been overlooked (no open competition)
this far and away the most pleasing and appropriate option.
To be honest I think a contemporary design would be best Option 1
but the contemporary design needs to be iconic and to
become a example of fantastic modern design. I don't feel
the current design has those qualities which is why I have
opted for the restore design.
Option 2

The maximum amount of structure including the roof must
be retained. Using a stone veneer that is not the original
basalt and limestone is completely inappropriate.
Therefore the restoration is the only option, however
elements can be replaced in a replica fashion where
appropriate, but not in the faux style.

The imitation appearance is not right.

Option 1

Option 2

the Cathedral in the Square would make an ideal
performance venue (with the ability to close to traffic at
times in order to make recordings as happens in many
European cities). This option would allow the cost to be
borne by the community via CCC funding for civic
buildings."

Option 1

This structure would be a blight on the city. Please don't
do this.
My preference, an inspiring design, that would enhance
the Square, and probably blend in well with the new city.

Option 1
Option 3

Option 1
Next best option.

Very ugly and nothing like Oakland's church. Dont think
costings for this build accurate.

Option 1

Option 3

3/05/2013 3:10

45 - 54

CHRISTCHUR CHRISTCHURC
CH
H
Mairehau
Christchurch
I think restoration would be too costly. The building has to I like the use of wood but it just looks like a pale version of
be safe before anything else and I am not confident a
the original.
restored building would be safe enough. I think it is time to
let go of the past and move on.
Richmond
Christchurch
This is the ONLY option that is acceptable.
Hideous

3/05/2013 3:10

15 - 24

Avonhead

Christchurch

3/05/2013 3:10

65 - 74

Cashmere

Christchurch

3/05/2013 3:12

65 - 74

Fendalton

Central City
subhurb

Option 3
This is my preference, a new building suited to the times.
Again, the use of wood as much as possible would be
great.

Option 3

Hideous but better than Option 2

Option 1

May be great to incorporate some of the restored material
from the Cathedral.

Option 2
Option 1

The Second Option will preserve the memory of the
origonal Cathedral and be a realistic option re Building
costs to ensure stability

This is the option chosen to remember the origonal
Cathedral

I feel this option is not acceptable

Select Option

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

3/05/2013 3:14

25 - 34

Avonside

Christchurch

This building is the image of Christchurch that everyone
thinks of. It gives the Anglican Church a huge profile New
Zealand wide and internationally. Auckland has it's Sky
Tower, Wellington the Beehive and Christchurch the
Cathedral. What makes the Cathedral more important than
these other 2 building is it has unequaled history and
admiration. It gives fellow Anglicans a place to worship and
to feel proud of as New Zealand's most beautiful and
important place of worship. Please save this building!

Nice design but far less grand than the original. If this
Option 1
building is built it will just become another new building for
non-Christians where as the original Cathedral was
important and enjoyed by all.

3/05/2013 3:15

25 - 34

akaroa

christchurch

the only legitimate choice for me. retain our heritage. i was
christened in this building by past dean martin sullivan - he
would be aghast at the idea of demolition i am sure

Option 1

3/05/2013 3:17

25 - 34

Rolleston

Selwyn

3/05/2013 3:18

25 - 34

akaroa

christchurch

Option 1

3/05/2013 3:19

75 +

Halswell

City - West

without a doubt this is what the church should be doing,
and giving a lead to the rest of the city rebuild, not new
build
A Dodo Of its time - served its time - something of this
time to serve now & into future needed. Erastian
domination damaged purpose and ambience Facilities
inadequate: education, hospitlaity; meetings, offices etc
Continuity is not restoring but conveyed through Bishop's
Chair/Mother Church and worshipping eucharistic
community

3/05/2013 3:20

35 - 44

Rangiora

Christchurch

3/05/2013 3:23

65 - 74

St Albans

Christchurch

3/05/2013 3:24

35 - 44

Balwyn North Victoria
(member at St
Jame\\\'s Old
Cathedral,
West
Melbourne)

3/05/2013 3:25

35 - 44

Waltham

Christchurch

3/05/2013 3:26

35 - 44

City

Christchurch

3/05/2013 3:33

65 - 74

redcliffs

christchurch

3/05/2013 3:33

65 - 74

Fendalton
Waitoki

Christchurch
8052
Auckland

Option 2

Mutton dessed as lamb - falls between two stools: neither fish Mutton dressed as lamb: neither trad nor mod;not
Option 3
trad nor mod
fowl or fish. Facilities and outside covered features good but everything under one roof please. A monument doesn't matter what's on inside Weak and insipid looking second rate hand-me-down: lost opportunity Carries over
all negative aspects of "church": says obviously nothing
new/different - just a repeat of the same old things."
Option 3
I was a huge advocate for rebuilding old Cathedral but
inspired by the new contempory design. Fresh, energetic,
modern and reflects a rebirth. Fact its faster and cheaper a
bonus but would have chosen this way even if that was
not a factor.

Please restore the original Cathedral - we want it back. It
should be saved if humanly possible.
The world has lots of gothic cathedrals.

Option 1
This seems like a poor compromise solution. It lacks the
historical reference of the restoration and the creative
innovation of the contemporary solution.

If any building in Christchurch was to be restored, if money This building is pleasing to the eye, more cost efficient & in
didn't matter & if safety wasn't an issue I would love to
keeping with the original cathedral.
see the Cathedral rebuilt to its original glory. It is an iconic
symbol of Canterbury & Christchurch.
In a City where a large portion of our history has been
Stuck in the middle. No point.
destroyed, restoring or maintaining our key historical
assets is now essential. The majority of Christchurch can
be refreshed and rebuild anew. But the heart of
Christchurch (Museum, Christ's College, Arts Centre and
the Cathedral) need to be retained / restored. We have an
obligation to future generations. A great example is
Havana, Cuba. Now a significant tourist destination due to
its amazing restored buildings.

I have mixed reactions to modern architecture but this
Option 3
looks like a design that captures the medieval play on light
central to the design of historical cathedrals with modern
materials used in a way that provides a beautiful and
practical worship space.
Strongly dislike this design. There is nothing I like about it.
Part of it looks like an up turned dingy!

Option 2

For many other buildings in our City, new is better could be Option 1
an appropriate sentiment, but not for the Cathedral. Too
important.

I support restoration.Money will come from oversaes for a better than the modern one but not as good as restoration looks slike something from the Hobbitt
restoration but not a modern rebuild
Definitely the best option preserving our history and
tradition
Was raised in christchurch and only left 4 years ago

Option 1
Option 1

3/05/2013 3:36

35 - 44

3/05/2013 3:37

Select
Mt Pleasant
Age range

3/05/2013 3:41

35 - 44

North Linwood North Linwood

I definitely support restoring the cathedral to its former
glory, we have lost so many of our heritage listed buildings,
it would be fantastic to see our most prized one restored.

3/05/2013 3:42

65 - 74

Ohoka

Waimak

We both prefer to restore the Cathedral. Its a lovely
building and we need to keep some of our history in
Christchurch, it would not be the same without its lovely
building in the square. A beautiful amount of work by
stonemasons of the past. Why wont the Trust say why
they are so against the old building would love to kn ow
why.

Next best option.

Dont like at all. All that glass in an earthquake prone area.? Option 1

3/05/2013 3:43

15 - 24

Springston

Selwyn

I think this would ultimately cost far too much

I feel this is the most sensible option. Having a traditional
design means that it will not become dated, and the
modern materials will be structurally sound

To me this option seems a little bit space age; think about Option 2
some of the 'stand out' buildings of the 60's or 70's? We
might run the risk of looking back on our proud cathedral in
30 years time to see something that was 'in fashion' or
'new age' back in the day.

3/05/2013 3:47

25 - 34

Huntly

Waikato

Basically the same, except a bit gaudy.

Looks cool

Option 1

3/05/2013 3:47

75 +

Merivale.

Christchurch

A great symbol of continuity, and the defining aspect of
the Christchurch REBUILD.
With the earthquake there are not too many heritage
buildings left and it is important to have our English past
restored.

Does not compare with the restoration.

Cold appearance with no atmosphere.

Option 1

3/05/2013 3:55

75 +

Christchurch

Christchurch

3/05/2013 3:58

65 - 74

Burnside

Christchurch

3/05/2013 4:00

65 - 74

Landsdowne

7062

3/05/2013 4:01

55 -64

Ilam

Christchurch

3/05/2013 4:02

75 +

Merivale

Christchurch

3/05/2013 4:03

55 -64

Harewood

Christchurch

3/05/2013 4:04

65 - 74

Lower
Cashmere

Christchurch

3/05/2013 4:04

65 - 74

Sumner

Christchurch

3/05/2013 4:05

55 -64

Englefield

Christchurch

3/05/2013 4:06

75 +

Sumner

Christchurch

Christchurch

This has all along been my preferred option and I did put up but it is hard to be bold when you want to vote for
a tentative hand at synod
something portrayed as costing three times as much and
taking three times as long to deliver as option three!
(Questionable.) Though not a cathedral "regular" I have
worshipped there and attended other functions there

Option 1

probably about 12-15 times a year for many years. My
Option 1
father took me to the cathedral when we first came to
Chch when I was 5 during the war. I was blown away and
the cathedral has always been very dear to my heart. In my
latter teach"
Option 1

Option 3
This is my preferred option looking forward to a new age
for Christchurch

Option 3
Option 3
Option 3

Too expensive & would take too long. Definitely needs
I like the traditional look in modern style
base isolated.
We have heard from experts that restoration is affordable
and able to be done to 100% of strengthening code. Why
would we not want to restore under these circumstances?
We also know restoration will attract international funds
not available for any of the other options. Our ancestors
would not have it any other way, I'm sure. There is enough
viable building to make restoration a reality.

My preference, cost less, quicker to build, appropriate for
our time
This is my second choice. Looks really good

Option 3
Option 2
Option 1

Option 3
We chose option one to restore the original cathedral. It is
the 'touch stone' that connects us all together. It is the
building that has been 'touched' most by the people of Ch
Ch and visitors to Ch Ch. It is where the city photographer
was in the 1950's when we grew up - black and white
family and visitor snapshots, right up until the earthquake
and even now it continues to be a beacon of interest and
most photographed. More than the attraction of the
cardboard cathedral. History is valued here because our
sweat, laughter and tears are here. Every single person
who has come t

Option 1

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE
3/05/2013 4:06

AGE

SUBURB:

35 - 44

Somerfield

Paraparaumu

CITY/AREA:
Christchurch

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

The restoration option seems to me the only acceptable
It looks like a terrible fake.
one for the city as a whole. While the other designs may
have some merits, Christchurch was defined by its
Cathedral. To lose it will change the nature of the city in a
way that will not be positive. What city in its right mind
would willfully demolish its ONLY defining building?

I understand that this design was based on the Oakland
Catholic Cathedral. I've been to Oakland, I had no idea
about this Cathedral - it was obviously not a focus for the
city. When I came to Christchurch as a visitor, I knew
about it's iconic cathedral - it defined it.

This is my second option

3/05/2013 4:14

55 -64

Wellington

I prefer this option

3/05/2013 4:14

Select
northwood ex
Age range avonside

christchurch

3/05/2013 4:15

55 -64

Tauranga
central

Tauranga

I value the iconography of the cathedral and feel that for
christchurch people to heal after the upheaval of the last
few years that the cathedral must be restored.
I've seen whole towns including the historic buildings
totally rebuilt using a mixture of rubble and new materials,
that hsd been flattened in WW1. If they could do that in
the 1930s why cannot it be done for Christchurch
cathedral? ??

Rebuild it as it was just like countless buildings in Europe
have been.

3/05/2013 4:16

75 +

hoon hay

Christchurch

outdated building not very well suited to current worship

as above

3/05/2013 4:17

65 - 74

Christchurch

Irwell

3/05/2013 4:18

65 - 74

redwood

chch

3/05/2013 4:18

65 - 74

Akaroa and
Merivale

Christchurch

3/05/2013 4:21

35 - 44

Redcliffs

Christchurch

3/05/2013 4:22

45 - 54

St Albans

Chch

3/05/2013 4:24

65 - 74

3/05/2013 4:27

15 - 24

Redcliffschristc Christchurch
hurch
Sumner
Christchurch

3/05/2013 4:27

Select
Yaldhurst
Age range

RD6
Christchurch

3/05/2013 4:28

55 -64

Ashburton

Ashburton

3/05/2013 4:29

35 - 44

Mt Pleasant

East

3/05/2013 4:31

35 - 44

Opawa

Christchurch

3/05/2013 4:32

25 - 34

Papanui

Christchurch

3/05/2013 4:33

65 - 74

Hanmer
Springs
bryndwr

North
Canterbury
christchurch
North
Canterbury
Christchurch

3/05/2013 4:33

25 - 34

3/05/2013 4:34

65 - 74

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

This is my default option

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 1

Option 1
Option 1

Option 2

can be designed internally to suit current practices

Option 3
Option 2

Save and Restore existing Cathedral. It has been the heart
of the city and should continue to be so.
I understand that the Cathedral can be restored for approx
$65m and strongly recommend you work with the
Anderton/Burdon Trust to find a solution that is agreed to
by both parties. I believe that it can be strengthen to well
above 100% of code without the added expense of base
isolation. Additionally if the remedial work can start
immediately then much of the cost escallation can be
avoided. I also cannot understand why the Miles Warren
option of a largely wooden cathedral as originally designed
hasn't been put forward for discussion.
As below I think some innovation around a restoration
theme would be ideal but closer to restoration than either
of two existing designs. A good test of whether this
option is appropriate would be the willingness of
canterbury taxpayers to pay something in rates that will
contribute substantially to this option

Option 1

I suspect that this could still be improved upon and
something a little closer to restoration with some flair and
innovations would represent the best of all options

If it is finally decided to build a new contemporary
cathedral I very strongly recommend you have a design
competition. I believe that any number of world class
architects will be happy to provide concepts probably for
significantly less than their normal fees. In addition the
cost to obtain these designs should come from fund
raising. The building is too important to Christchurch to
have only one design agreed to.

Option 1

A loss of any sense of history to the building and simply
don't like the design. Far too much glass

Option 1

Option 3
Option 3

The Christ Church Cathedral has been Christchurch's Icon Replica's are always replica's.
for generations and shares its name for Christs sakes excuse the pun. If you do to it what the thousands of
Earthquake's couldn't, it will be gone forever. Future
generations will have so much less to look back on.

What is today but yesterday's tomorrow? I believe it's time Option 3
the church into space.
It's a chattel in comparison to the current Cathedral.
Option 1

Option 1
This is the most beautiful and inconic building in NZ. As its
custodians it is your moral responsibility to allow it to be
restored, to not do so would be unforgiveable.
I am firmly in favour of restoration. My great great uncle
Bishop Churchill Julius was instrumental in fund raising for
the completion of the cathedral and I believe funds can
again be raised as well as offers from those with expertise
in stone masonry restoration. The centre of town will be
extensively modern and nothing looks nicer in such a
surrounding than a classic historic building. Plenty of
example of this in Europe when you turn a corner in a built
up modern city and are greeted with a beautiful old
building. Unlike many in the community I see the building as
70% standing, not 30% des

A pale facsimile of the real thing.

No!

Defeats the purpose as if you intend to level the site and
start again then why try to replicate what you just
destroyed

Unlike the restoration option it is unlikely any funding from Option 1
outside the church will be offered for such a design. If this
was to proceed it should take place in a new location with
the existing site pass on to City.

Yes absolutely restore. My entire network of family and
friends agree, though I doubt they will all make time to
comment. I think more of the public would vote for the
restore option if they hadn't been lead to believe it would
be unsafe and given an inflated cost estimate. I firmly
believe it can be made safe with the technology available
to us today, along with all of the other restored buildings in
Christchurch. It is important to savor what little history we
can for Christchurch and the children of its future. The
very things that are so beautiful around the world and in
Europe are

Option 1

Select Option

Option 1
will be very happy to know this is happening.

its just not the same.

looks like a glass dinghy. dislike it a lot.

Option 1

3/05/2013 4:37

35 - 44

Hanmer
Springs
Papanui

Option 3

3/05/2013 4:37

45 - 54

Rangiora

North
Canterbury

Not plausible, would cost too much to rebuild. Don't feel it We my husband and I prefer this one. Still has the shape
would be safe to rebuild using the same materials as before of the original but built will more forgiving, safe materials in
due to possibility of more earthquakes.
the event of another earthquake. Christchurch is known
for its Cathedral and most people come to the Square to
start their holiday and shopping in Christchurch, the
Cathedral is a well known local icon. It is a focal point
from which people get their bearings to go exploring when
coming to this city. They are familiar with the shape of the
Cathedral so keep it the same but with more modern
materials. It would be a good place for people to come and
worship and for

Neither my husband or I are too keen on this design. My Option 2
husband says that it looks like an upturned boat and I agree
with him. The big wooden sculpture at the front what is
that supposed to represent? I can't make it out too
clearly. Is it Christ or is it Mary and a baby Jesus, as my
eyesight is not too good, I couldn't clearly make out who it
is supposed to represent. I hope it is Christ as it is all about
Him. He is full grown man, He is both God and man and
He is seated at Father's right hand in heaven on the throne
as High Priest and King. He is not a baby in his earthly

3/05/2013 4:38

35 - 44

Oxford

Christchurch

I think there needs to be a public blessing ceremony
I support this option as it is in keeping with the old
followed by the demolition process. the bricks could be
Catherdral and even if it costs more - it would be worth it.
used as a memorial like that for the twin towers on madras
street near the old oxford baptist church.
Restore please - no other option.

This design, again, looks structurally sound and safe. I also
support this option. If we as Anglicans, and people of
Christchurch/Canterbury, are to move on and keep
rebuilding our city, surely this is the best option,

Restore, Restore, Restore! Please!

Select Option

Option 3

3/05/2013 4:39

35 - 44

Fendalton

Christchurch

3/05/2013 4:40

55 -64

Beckenham

Christchurch

3/05/2013 4:42

45 - 54

sydenham

chch

3/05/2013 4:43

15 - 24

Redcliffs

Christchurch

The idea to bring to life an almost future proof yet still
distinguishable landmark is one that deserves a major
focus. The church deserves to be a long standing
monument attesting the belief of it's occupants and this
redesign will show a commitment to the longevity of the
faith of the constituents.

3/05/2013 4:44

55 -64

Prebbleton.
7604

Selwyn District

I would like the church to be used for organ and choir
Option 3
recitals as well as a place of worship and tourist attraction

3/05/2013 4:46

55 -64

West Melton

Christchurch

3/05/2013 4:47

25 - 34

Lyttleton

Christchurch

If financially viable, this is the preferred option. It was
always beautiful and was evocative of its place in our
history.

Yes restore please. The new ideas are great but I am sure
there will be many opportunities for them in the future.
Thank you for including us in the process, is nice to feel
involved.
The people of Chch want this building restored... Please
listen to the people

Select Option

Not wanted. A replica has a " not the original" feel; second Liked the shape. Disliked the entrance - looked like a hall
Option 1
best. "
foyer with a glorious shaped top. An acceptable alternative
if the coatings a too huge to allow a restoration. But the
design needs reworking.
Option 3
Option 3

Select Option

No thanks not an option

No thanks, it's not a nice design

Option 1

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE
3/05/2013 4:48

AGE
55 -64

SUBURB:
Bryndwr

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

Christchurch
8053
Not a lot different than the old one

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

love this design. It is fresh and innovative. The rest of the
city is going to be fresh and new, why not the cathedral

Select Option

OK this looks good

Option 3

3/05/2013 4:51

35 - 44

Sumner

Christchurch

Time to move on...

3/05/2013 4:52

55 -64

Central
Christchurch

Christchurch

This is the most desirable outcome. While it is important
The worst outcome, an ersatz construction holds none of
to look forward, the existing cathedral has encompassed
the heritage or symbolic power of the original church and
within it the story of the Anglican church in Chch, and
trades off the benefits of a contemporary building.
represents one of the most potent symbols of the faith in
NZ. As post-WW2 European church restorations have told
us, such restorations provide an enduring reminder of the
story and heritage of the site, and has the power to inspire
communities - and in the case of Chch, as a 'survivor' of
the quakes, would prove a focus for residents and visitors
alike. Such is the profile of the building that a large portion
of the

3/05/2013 4:53

35 - 44

Merivale

Christchurch

3/05/2013 4:53

65 - 74

Halswell

Christchurch
West

Sadly neither practical nor safe. In spite of a personal
This is a valid option but sadly in my opinion would not
This is a lovely design incorporating many Christian
Option 3
attachment to the building having worshipped there when placate those wanting restoration. This option does have symbols. It is to be hoped that there will be a sound proof
possible since 1957 the expenditure cannot be justified.
some beautiful features but I do not think it is suitable as a Chapel area for quiet Services. The lovely large gatherings
statement for the future.
appropriate to the Mother Church of the Diocese with
Ceremonial and Music will be well catered for with such
light and beauty in this design. The adaptability made
possible within this design is excellent as the fashions of
Worship emphases develop and revert as as years go by.
It is good to have an expression of a Living Church rather
than a Group forever using a building as a security blanket .
This is an unpret

3/05/2013 4:54

55 -64

Mandeville

North
Canterbury

If the European nations could restore their damaged
buildings after the war

3/05/2013 4:55

45 - 54

lyttelton

christchurch

It has been brought up that it can be restored instead of
replacing .then it must be restored. simple as that. Give
Christchurch Pride by restoring its Cathedral.It will unite
the people of Christchurch where as bowling it will create
too much bad feeling in the city i suspect :(

3/05/2013 4:56

45 - 54

Harewood

Christchurch

3/05/2013 4:57

75 +

Grahamstown

Thames

3/05/2013 5:00

65 - 74

Ohoka

Kaiapoi

3/05/2013 5:03

65 - 74

Chch 8025

3/05/2013 5:03

15 - 24

Kennedys
Bush
Linwood

Christchurch

The cathedral is the symbol of Christchurch and should
definitely be restored.
There is a lot of history in the old cathedral and I believe
this is a strong reason for the community wanting it to be
restored.

3/05/2013 5:03

55 -64

Linwood

Woodham rd

Restore to the original, if the Germans can do it so can we.

3/05/2013 5:07

45 - 54

Opawa

Opawa

Restore it please. It is part of our culture and heritage, not
only for Christchurch, but for the whole of NZ. where else
in this country can you find a building like that? no where.
People who own private heritage buildings have so many
restrictions put onthem so we can keep our heritage
buildings for future generations. the same must apply for
the Anglican church. It has to stay!

3/05/2013 5:08

55 -64

Ex St Martins

In temporary
exile in
palmerston
North

I am most concerned that the work done to date has been
destruction rather than de-contruction. Deconstruction
would be the careful removal of stones, one by one, with
labelling of each stone, to be used for reconstruction, not
the bashing with the demolition bucket so loved by certain
politicians. The time for priesthood, property and power is
gone. It is a time for GRACE and for power to be shared
by the people of Christchurch. If the stone Cathedral is not
to be reconstructed, then it should be de-contructed in
toto, not demolished to three metres. The remains,
carefully labelled, should be

It is common knowledge that the traditional Christian
churches in NZ have dwindling attendances, and that we
often seek our clerics from overseas. We already have a
wonderful, exquisite, wooden Cathedral which has
survived the earthquakes and which is one of
Christchurch's best-kept secrets, i.e., Saint Michaels and
All Angels, otherwise known as the Pro- Cathedral, which
was built to be used while the Stone Cathedral was being
constructed. Why can't this be used as our Cathedral
again? Since the begining of the Christian Religion there
have been schisms and splits off to new churches, n

Oh what a ghastly-looking building. Whilst the Judeochristian religions are Male with heirarchies and "power
over" belief sytems

3/05/2013 5:11

55 -64

St Johns

Auckland
(Chch. Born)

Nice idea but too expensive. Chch. will never be quite the
same as before the earthquakes, so let us keep the
memory of the Cathedral as it was and develop a new
design remembering the past but definitely looking to the
future.

This design references the original Church without being a
slavish copy and is more in keeping with the heritage of
the city than the third option. The use of modern methods
and materials is a given but they can be incorporated
seamlessly into any new design.

I am not opposed to a modern design for the new
Option 3
Cathedral - but not this one. I read somewhere that it
looked like an upturned dinghy and also, some aspects of
Joern Utzon's design for the Sydney Opera House. I think
we need to have some reflection of the city's heritage but
don't really know how, or even in what way that can be
achieved.

3/05/2013 5:11

65 - 74

Tawa

Wellington

Comparing this cathedral with others in the world tends to
suggest that it is not outstanding architecturally or
particularly worthy of awe for its age and history. Local
people will have much sentiment about it and want it
preserved. That feeling would soon pass once a bright and
shiny piece of modern architecture stands in its place. The
old building will then seem very drab and sad by
comparison.

Why build traditionally. Why build in a style that is basically
old fashioned and connected to the Victorian era. The
Anglican Church needs all the help it can get to update its
image and give some relevance today to the finest moral
code the world has ever known as enshrined in the
beatitudes.

This could be a truly stunning building and rank among
Option 3
some of the worlds most beautiful cathedrals. It looks so
much better on the outside than the present building and
will be a great asset to New Zealand. It will boost the
Church's image and spirits and be so much more
interesting than the current not very old and not very
fascinating building. So much more exciting. People will
travel much further to come and see this modern beautiful
piece of architecture than the alternatives.

3/05/2013 5:12

65 - 74

Manurewa

Auckland

a sense of story of Canterbury. A reminder of where
European Canterbury settlerscame from. A feeling of
prayer, from the hundreds of thousands of people who
have worshiped in that space. The future must conect
with the past.

a cheap version of the real version

it does not have a conection with the past. It is like wiping Option 1
out the past and making a new beginning. God's story of
God's people is continuous, always building on the past.
Not wiping out the past.

3/05/2013 5:16

65 - 74

Pegasus
Township

Christchurch

*My preferred and favourite option. Whereas the
contemporary option risks being just another modern
building alongside the government's anchor projects, trying
(too hard) to be iconic, there is no mistaking this
traditional option is something else entirely. *This design is
more original, more unique and more visually and attention
captivating than the contemporary option. It is more of a
beacon, too. I think Warren and Mahoney should be
prouder of this design than of the contemporary design.
*By taking advantage of new materials and modern
seismic design while retaining the familiarity o

Refer to my comments under 'Restore', as to the benefits Option 1
of restoration instead. If it is like the artist's impression,
then no. If you must do this, then look globally for an
inspirational architect. The designs of proposed
commercial rebuilds in Christchurch gives me no
confidence that Chch/NZ architects are up to the task.

*This is not as visually striking or original in appearance as Option 2
the traditional option. It will blend in too much with the
government's anchor projects and the new glass box
architecture of the city. *Yes, it has a daylighted cross,
and yes, it has a warm wooden interior, but because it is a
blend of four overseas designs it looks like a wishy-washy
'created-by-committee' public service building, too much
like a reject draft Sydney Opera House. *This design tries
too hard and fails in the attempt. The traditional option
with its filigreed spire and ornamented exterior is far more
v

Option 1

then I see no reason why the Cathedral cannot be
restored to its original glory. A restored Cathedral will then
always be the great attraction that it always was but even
more so. I get the distinct feeling that it is a case of "its
too hard" like everything else in NZ!"

Option 1

All great ideas/designs but we should be very mindful of
Option 3
the budget and I understand option 3 is the cheapest,
while also looking pleasing to the eye. Most importantly it
is a place of worship! ( This seems not to be of any
consideration to those wanting to restore what was there,
from anything ever reported in the media.) I strongly feel it
would be unwise for the church to spend any more money
than is required to achieve a new wonderful, more
workable cathedral. It's more about God than a building!
Why was Christchurch named Christ Church? New
Zealand is a young country it does not have much in the
way of history or heritage. It should keep what it has. It
should be rebuilt
Prefer option 1,; restore Cathedral

Second best as it looks like the old church

Too contemporary. What will the next generation think of Option 1
it? Will it be as popular for as long as the old Church.

Select Option
Option 1
Design looks good but I think the other two options are
better.

Although it is very different from the old cathedral I also
Option 3
feel it is a time and space for Christchurch to start a fresh,
from the beginning. And therefore create new memories.
Have lots of contemporary buildings in Chch.

Option 1
Option 1

A modern cathedral reflecting our times is important and
will symbolize a new vibrant Christchurch. Modern
technology and creative architecture should be
encouraged.

Option 1

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

3/05/2013 5:17

35 - 44

Point chevalier Auckland

3/05/2013 5:20

55 -64

Pegasus
Township

Christchurch

3/05/2013 5:21

75 +

Avonhead

Christchurch

3/05/2013 5:21

75 +

Temuka

Temuka

3/05/2013 5:22

25 - 34

New Brighton

Christchurch

3/05/2013 5:22

35 - 44

Halswell

Christchurch

It seems to me disrespectful to our history to do anything A mere copy.
but restore the cathedral. If this option is too expensive
the remains of the building our city is named after should
be left (having been made safe), perhaps as a memorial to
those who died on 22/2/11.

3/05/2013 5:23

65 - 74

Burnside

Christchurch

A complete denial of the world of reality for the users of
the cathedral, who are currently at preschool!!!

3/05/2013 5:24

75 +

Queenspark

8083

3/05/2013 5:25

55 -64

linwood

Why wouldnt you fix it when it can be restored

3/05/2013 5:30

75 +

Dannevirke

christchurch
/holy trinity
avonside
North Island

3/05/2013 5:30

65 - 74

Redcliffs

Christchurch

I vote for this option. This building came with the founding
settlers from Canterbury in England and is part of our
heritage. The land it stands on was given by the Provincial
Government of the day. We simply need to preserve our
heritage. It is a direcxt link with the past, and the building
has long building has long been revered by Anglican and
non-Anglican alike. It is a symbol of Christchurch.

3/05/2013 5:30

25 - 34

Rangiora

Rangiora

A waste of money that could be better used and will never t s a nice looking option
return the investment through tourism. If anything people
would likely be more attracted and intrigued by a different
option. The building was with out a doubt absolutely
stunning, but practically challenging. I remember going to
watch a choir perform and found it frustrating trying to
see around all the pillars in the building. I don't understand
the desireor significance in trying to place every stone
back exactly like it was.

3/05/2013 5:32

35 - 44

Redcliffs

Christchurch

I vite to restore the Cathedral - it is a magnificent and
revered building. There is no modern equivalent that can
substitute and be a link with our past. The rebuily
Christchurch will necessarily involve alot of cheaper, more
simple, contemporary structures. There is a place for
restoring high quality architecture of the past - especially
when it is held so dear in the hearts of so many

3/05/2013 5:33

75 +

Cashmere

Linwood

I lived and
worked in
Christchurch for
25y
heist church
Please restore our Cathedral, it is the heart of our city.

3/05/2013 5:34

55 -64

3/05/2013 5:37

Select
Sandton
Age range

Johannesburg

3/05/2013 5:37

35 - 44

Broomfield

Christchurch

3/05/2013 5:39

35 - 44

Burwood

Christchurch

3/05/2013 5:41

55 -64

Tumara Park

Christchurch

3/05/2013 5:42

25 - 34

Merivale

Christchurch

3/05/2013 5:44

45 - 54

Darfield

Canterbury

3/05/2013 5:47

25 - 34

Rangiora

Rangiora

3/05/2013 5:49

75 +

Papanui

Christchurch

3/05/2013 5:49

75 +

fendalton

christchurch

3/05/2013 5:50

35 - 44

Ilam

Christchurch

Seeing as there is no evidence that Jesus is real, you
should demolish the church and use its site as a park for
children to play in. Perhaps this was jesus's way of saying
just that. He tried to demolish it himself?

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:
Seeing as there is no evidence that Jesus is real, you
should demolish the church and use its site as a park for
children to play in. Perhaps this was jesus's way of saying
just that. He tried to demolish it himself
Traditional look at less cost is my choice

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:
Seeing as there is no evidence that Jesus is real, you
should demolish the church and use its site as a park for
children to play in. Perhaps this was jesus's way of saying
just that. He tried to demolish it himself
A modern cathedral reflecting our times is important and
will symbolize a new vibrant Christchurch. Modern
technology and creative architecture should be
encouraged.
Hopefully it will have a reasonably flexible inside floor plan
better suited to contempory forms of worship. It would
look forward as an inspiration for the future rather than
the past.
looking towards the future for younger people

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Select Option

Option 2

Option 3

Option 3
Option 1

See above.

Option 1

Great possibilities. It is crucially important that hide bound Option 3
traditions move aside to make this a place a reality
experience for the generations to come. "Picture theatre"
seating (row upon row) must give way to a more circular
layout which draws worshippers into an acknowledgement
of 'family'. Make welcome the artistry and craftsmanship
of the people of Christchurch as this place is furnished."
We need to move forward and not live in the past. Let's
build a place of worship to cover our needs into the
future.

Option 3

Option 1

I feel this would be the best option because it about now
and the future. It would've been great to keep the old
cathedral had it not been so damaged. Now it is time to
look forward.

Option 3

Option 1

I prefer the opton of moving forward, Christianity was
never intended to revolve around buildings, they are
mearly facilities. The contemporary option opens up
endless opportunity to improve on the facilities.

Option 3

Option 1

It will become accepted andwill survive into the future

Option 3

Option 1

“‘I will restore the fortunes of Jacob’s tents, and have
compassion on his dwellings; The city will be rebuilt on her
ruins, and the palace will stand in its proper place.'
Jeremiah ch 30 v 18
The only option should be to restore this Church to it's
out of respect to the current citizens of Christchurch
former glory; out of respect to our forbears
Very difficult to remediate land with the current Cathedral I liked the roof, with the cross of light.
still on it! Very expensive and time consuming.

Option 1

out of respect to those that come after us. I went to St
Margaret's College
Stunning building with a lot of symbolism. A great design
that is functional as well as being an aesthetically pleasing
worship space.

This is the best option. The Cathedral should be restored.
It fits in with the Arts Centre and the Museum. I do not
accept the price and time frame the Anglicans have put
forward.

Option 1
Option 3

Option 1

Option 3
I feel that the cathedral was an integral part of
Christchurch. My forefathers were part of a group that
celebrated the development of their new city by this
inspirational building. I feel that part of it is a memorial to
those that built Canterbury and Christchurch. My greatgreat-grandfather contributed to the building of the
original cathedral, and I would be willing to contribute to
the restoration of the cathedral. I would not consider
contributing to any other option. Christ's College and the
Arts Centre have proved that restoration of these
buildings is both feasible and safe. The bi

Not as good as 1).

Appalling option. I have been to Salt Lake, and I concur
Option 1
with comments that have been made of it being like a
Mormon temple. There are enough hideous glass and
concrete structures that will appear in the city due to cost,
without adding the cathedral to the list.

Option 3
As much as I appreciate the heritage and the (space) of
I feel the cost is too great and this design will not have the This is my preferred option.
weekly ascending the steps, I feel it is time now to move
same heritage feel.
on.
chch would not be the same without restoring our
second best
disneyland
cathedral bishop Victoria Matthews was cynical doing a
tour to Barcelona as if we were going to imitate gaudi and
Coventry which was at best controversial and Oakland ca
which was alien and taking warren and Mahoney who were
after a commission. she should hve gone to Dresden and
Moscow where the germans and Russians have restored
fully lost catherdals even shanghai gg scott put right their
Anglican cathedral

Option 3

Option 1

Option 3

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE
3/05/2013 5:50

AGE
55 -64

SUBURB:
Fairfiled

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 1

Hamilton

The time this will take is irrelevant. The great cathedrals of
Europe took centuries to build. Much more recently, many
North American cathedrals, e.g. the National Cathedral
(Sts Peter and Paul ) in Washington DC, took many many
decades - or longer - to build. The architecturally
outstanding Catholic cathedral (Blessed Sacrament) in
Christchurch has been 'mothballed', presumably in the
hope/belief that funding will become available in due
course to restore it to its former splendour. The Anglican
Cathedral is one of the most iconic buildings in New
Zealand, let alone Canterbury or Chris
Move on

Move on

Go for it ,new town new future.

Definitely NO; the cathedral as we knew it is gone; would
have been happy to see the ruins set up as a memorial to
the victims and a new cathedral set up but no restoration
or rebuild. In fact the old cathedral was not an icon, just
another cathedral; dozens like it all over Britain

NO; let's move on; NO. It's over and it's now the church's
decision as to what now happens; this is not a decision to
be made by people in a referendum when they have no
affiliation to the church and never attend a service there or are not even Anglicans

A big YES ; something different ; something new;
Option 3
something that will be a symbol of the city if it must have a
church as its symbol. That need is so nineteenth century
thinking!! Agree completely with the bishop; the church, if
you believe in it, is about people not a building !which is so
out of date

3/05/2013 5:53

45 - 54

Rangiora

Nth canty

3/05/2013 5:56

65 - 74

Hornby

Christchurch

Option 3

3/05/2013 6:00

65 - 74

Beckenham

Christchurch

3/05/2013 6:00

35 - 44

Rangiora

Nth canterbury

3/05/2013 6:01

65 - 74

Mount Crosby, Australia
Queensland

Option 1

3/05/2013 6:06

45 - 54

Option 1

3/05/2013 6:08

65 - 74

ex-Epsom Now Auckland
Sydney
Mt Pleasant
Christchurch

3/05/2013 6:08

35 - 44

Lincoln

Christchurch

Option 1

3/05/2013 6:10

45 - 54

Christchurch

Christchurch

Option 3
My true preferences is for the ruin to be left as it is though made safe. As a tasit reminder of our true place in
creation and that although we create great buildings
reflect the glory of God, they say more about ourselves. I
find the viewing of the ruin a very moving experience it
touched me more than the 'wow' of the Cathedral as it
was as indeed there are many beautiful churchs around the
country and across the globe. Ours was lovely but the
Catholic bassilica was much greater in beauty and
grandeur - why compete surely there's been enough of
that.

3/05/2013 6:15

55 -64

Rolleston

Rolleston

Option 1

Option 1

I believe that there are many other City sites that a
modern Anglican Church could be built to cater for the
extra facilities that the Contempory Cathdral has included
in its design. These facilities do not require to be included
with a Cathedral and would be better facilitated where
there is ample parking and not in the Square. There is only
one heritage Cathedral, and before the earthquakes the
spire was selected as the symbol for Christchurch, so
important was the Cathedral seen to be in Christchurch.
Funding for restoration has been offered already and funds
for restoration will be far

Option 1

All shattered church buildings have just as much right to be
restored. But as lovely as the Latimer sq. building looked
on postcards, it too was smelly and cold. The modern
design in its place is already a thrilling outcome.

The old building was built for a purpose which it has done. Option 3
It was old and inefficient before the earthquake and we
now have a chance for renewal with insurance money. Its
job is not to justify some 'icon' tag but to house a church
congregation. Our heritage, by the way, is the soil below
us and the sky above, not outmoded buildings. Our spiritual
heritage (if that counts at all) is in the Gospels. Did the
criticism by international designers have its origin in a deep
love of and concern for our city or in behemothic egos? I
doubt the former.

3/05/2013 6:22

35 - 44

Homebush

Selwyn district

Please restore it to how it was

3/05/2013 6:25

15 - 24

Dunedin

Dunedin

I do not like the restoration idea. I think that to repair the
Cathedral, is to ignore what has happened in Canterbury;
the tragedy, the resilience, and the hope that people have
lived through and continue to live with. While, yes,
restoration brings back an old comfort, it creates a
reminder of what was (and what is not anymore) which
holds us back and does not encourage us to look forward.

Option 1

3/05/2013 6:26

Select
Ashley
Age range

Rangiora

Restore cathedral even if it takes years

3/05/2013 6:30

65 - 74

Pakuranga

Auckland

I like the idea of making it safe as is or glassing it in and
Why settle for a cheap copy? We already have a very
then at some time in the future, when the present stress popular design.
levels are back to normal, make a more rational option.
Future feelings could be a lot better than those with
present distractions to do the right thing. The rebuild could
be a new design (see option 3)

3/05/2013 6:32

65 - 74

St Martins

Christchurch

The Cathedral as it was before the February 2011
earthquake, was a symbol for Christchurch, and was an
attraction in itself, with architectural merit widely
recognised and appreciated by not only architects, but by
all who appreciate beautiful heritage buildings, as I do. I do
not feel the alternative options will appeal to locals or
visitors, as the original did (there are tourist dollars at stake
here too!). And please, weatherproof the cathedral from
the elements properly prior to restoration. This option can
be restored to the best possible earthquake standards.

3/05/2013 6:36

65 - 74

formerly
Merivale

Christchurch

We have lost so many historic buildings in a country has a
very young history. We should at least restore and retain
the symbol of the city.

3/05/2013 6:38

Select
Huntsbury
Age range

This is my preferred option. The design is beautiful,
elegant, not over-stated, and, I feel, poignantly
acknowledges the past; best shown through the filigree
bell tower. As well as design, the use of material from the
original Cathedral is important in acknowledging the past.
The detail on the outside of the building is really nice, a
beautiful way for the Gothic tradition to be alive among
surrounding modern buildings. The light through the
windows in the ceiling create a warm atmosphere, a
welcoming place to worship. This design is traditional, tried
and true -it will not date. It is the pe

I do not like the aesthetic of the contemporary option. I
Option 2
understand as a purpose built church, the space and
acoustics (among other features) mean that its
functionality would surpass that of being a church. This, or
course, does have its positives. The problem I see with
contemporary buildings is that they date, very quickly.
Aesthetic tastes change and what, then? Does it become
a space that people do not enjoy as much as they did? Do
we undertake renovations to accommodate new tastes,
new ideas? If so, where on earth does this new money
come from? For example, the Nave of Holy Trinity Cath
Select Option

This option involves the loss of the majority of the original
cathedral's materials (stonework, slates) in favour of
modern less attractive materials. This option will never be
able to become an iconic structure, but just a mishmash.

My first reaction to the damage was to run a competition Option 1
for designers to build a modern forward thinking cathedral
that would be admired for the next 100+ years and would
demonstrate just how modern Chch is going to be in the
future. There are designers who would love to show the
world just what they could do. The suggested design looks
like a tacky copy of something I have seen before with no
imagination whatsoever. I don't think it would attract the
same attention the old cath did.
This option is very modern. I am not confident it will stand Option 1
the test of time to become an iconic architectural type as
art deco has in Napier. I think people will just continue to
mourn the unneccessary loss of the original cathedral.

Option 1

Christchurch

As an atheist I ultimately believe it is the churches right to Option 3
make their own decision regarding a replacement building.
Those people who are not part of the congregation do not
really have the right to dictate. However, if the church
wishes to know my opinion this would be my preferred
option.

3/05/2013 6:42

55 -64

Ex Bexley

Now Timaru

3/05/2013 6:51

35 - 44

Papanui

Christchurch

Just restore to previous

just restore

just restore

Option 1

3/05/2013 6:51

65 - 74

Central City

Christchurch
8013

3/05/2013 6:53

65 - 74

woolston

christchurch

overall seems to me to be the best option

Option 3

3/05/2013 6:54

45 - 54

Bryndwr

Christchurch

Take into account comments made at synod

Option 3

3/05/2013 6:56

35 - 44

Papanui

Christchurch

Option 2
Start work immediately and concurrently with international Uninspiring.
fundraising.

If a contemporary option is the outcome the actual design Option 1
should not be decided until an international design contest
process, with architectural, faith and church/parish
experts on the panel, has concluded. The current offering
is unworthy and unfit for purpose.

Option 2

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE
3/05/2013 6:58

AGE
Up to 15

SUBURB:
St Albans

CITY/AREA:
Christchurch

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

Please restore! This is the absolute best option, and we will Looks nice, but I would much rather restoration!
have all that same heritage with our beloved cathedral.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:
Uhhhh? Lokks like a dingy and a bunch of spears. Does'nt
represent Christchurch at all!!!!!!!

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 1

3/05/2013 7:01

35 - 44

Bryndwr

Christchurch

Too expensive

Ugly

Looks cool, exciting, something for city to be known for

Option 3

3/05/2013 7:05

35 - 44

Melbourne

Best option if can be done.

Quite like this, is similar to original.

Don't like will date very quickly.

Option 1

3/05/2013 7:06

65 - 74

South
Melbourne
Burnside

Christchurch

This is my preference.

Option 3

3/05/2013 7:07

65 - 74

Bryndwr

Christchurch

Option 1

3/05/2013 7:14

55 -64

Marshlands

Christchurch

This is the second option at least it stays similar but not
I think this is the correct option as there is so much
This church is something the bishop would like so it can be Option 1
the same. Christchurch has lost so much of its history and a monument to HER not at all about the history of the city.
historical value in this cathedral. It was built when
It would not be part of the history of this city.
buildings.
Christchurch was first established and anyone who has
lived in Christchurch feels the history that this cathedral
celebrates. It reminds us of the first settlers and the
sacrifices they made and most importantly it is the one city
in New Zealand that has that English history and feel about
it . So Save it .

3/05/2013 7:15

55 -64

Lyttelton

Canterbury

3/05/2013 7:17

15 - 24

Riccarton

Christchurch

Restore authentically with strengthening.Release the
money donated by Canterbury Cathedral England.
I consider this option to be the only option and the one
that will best serve our community in the future. As a
young person, I find that I respect historical precedent.
Being inside or outside of any historic building is truly a
fascinating and inspirational experience as one can truly
feel and be part of the connection not only with the past,
but also with the future. This of course applies to our
Cathedral on a major scale. I believe that its service in the
past has set a huge standard that no other building in
Christchurch (or on its site) can fulfill: for worship,
sanctuary, functions, to

3/05/2013 7:18

15 - 24

Avonhead

Christchurch

3/05/2013 7:24

35 - 44

Hurunui

Hanmer Springs

3/05/2013 7:27

35 - 44

Ilam

Chirstchurch

3/05/2013 7:32

55 -64

Yaldhurst

3/05/2013 7:39

55 -64

3/05/2013 7:40

Select
Age range

Ohoka, North
Canterbury
Avonhead

Chjrtchurch
8042
RD2 Kaiapoi
Christchurch

A bit boring isnt it? Too much accounting grey so I guess it Well its the best choice & I would suspect that you could
No thank you. I think we need to look to the future. It
seems it may be a better "tourist destination" but really
woulds fit in with the boring buildings in Cathedral Square make a more useful work space for a modern church
you are a spiritual destination and not a tourist destination. but surely we can do better than that.
So the tourism benefits are irrelevant to the decision"

Option 3

3/05/2013 7:41

45 - 54

Wadestown

Wellington

This is the preferred option. For reasons to do with
this option should not be considered
Christchurch's identity - that gets the past with the future.
The Earthquakes have decimated Christchurch's heritage
which therefore make the retention of this building even
more critical.

if the a new building is to be considered, then a design
competition with robust assessment criteria and well
considered judging panel in place to assess the various
entries.

Select Option

3/05/2013 7:44

65 - 74

Bryndwr

Christchurch

The Christ Church Cathedral was build with a significant
NO
sum of public money and had been maintained with
significant sums of public money. It's our building too. The
citizens & buildings of Christchurch have been shaken to
the core. We need to rebuild ourselves as well as rebuild
the city. The city is now an alien space and will continue
to be an alien space for some time to come - even with
the new buildings. Let the restoration of the Christ
Church Cathedral, the symbol Christchurch, be the proof
that we can rebuild ourselves and our city. And let that be
our symbol of hope for the

NO

Option 1

3/05/2013 7:44

45 - 54

Marshland

Christchurch

3/05/2013 7:46

35 - 44

Harewood

ChCh

3/05/2013 7:47

Up to 15

Marshland

Christchurch

3/05/2013 7:47

45 - 54

northwood

christchurch

This is my favoured option, and as far as I am concerned,
the only option. In recent days it has emerged that pricing
for the restoration option has been overblown, and could
be done for much cheaper than proposed. Regardless of
this, I still believe that restoration is the best option,
whatever the cost. I find it abhorrent that if the Cathedral
can be restored to its original form, and preserve existing
structures in any way that it should be destroyed or
changed. With so much of the historical footprint of our
city gone, I find it inspirational that the Cathedral has
survived as well as it

Inappropriate

A nightmare

Option 1

And a new identity cannot successfully be forged
immediately. This option is a poor suggestion and a mere
shadow of the original.

Once again, no one can 'make' an iconic building; that
Option 1
comes of its own accord over a long period of time. I look
at this design and I shudder. There is nothing warm,
symbolic or inviting about it. It feels like a cold conference
hall. The shape is a poor imitation of a chunk of the Sydney
Opera House or a sail yacht in Auckland - and the image or
identity of those cities are certainly not desirable for our
Cathedral. I also think the building of subsidiary structures
around the Cathedral awful. That land is, like the current
structure, sacred, not just for its heritage value, bu

This is a poor option. Iconic buildings cannot simply be
made new. They are invested with historical, cultural, and
personal value, that come to transcend their physical
structures, and become icons for history and identity. This
option is simply destruction for destruction's sake. It would
hold no new meaning of Christchurch's identity or history.
It would not be a symbol of the earthquake. It would only
represent the desire to build something new due to
selfishness, boredom, and ignorance. Any option besides
restoration is a violation of sacred local identities, and an
attack on the ci

This option is an utter disgrace. It makes me extremely sad Option 1
to think that a corner stone of our city, and our nation's
history such as the Cathedral should be torn down, to be
replaced with this sub-postmodern monstrosity. This
design deludes itself with suggestions that it retains the
spirit of the old cathedral, while building something new.
That is a joke. There will already be so much new building
in the city, so we need to retain vital symbols of the past.
The earthquake was a huge disjuncture, but that should
not lead us to short sighted decisions of dispelling history,
and the beauty
Option 2
Option 2

This is the best option. This is what Christchurch is.

May be the next best option.

Looks exciting and we need to move on!

Option 3

The modern design has no architectural merit.

Option 1

Option 1
This Cathedral represents to the people of ChCh more
than just bricks and mortar and should be restored so that
something of our past goes forward into our future.

Option 1

Option 1
NO...
leave the cathedral in rubble and plant trees
around it

NO... leave the cathedral as .. is plant a flowering
garden around it people can come and visit......
Ugly

3/05/2013 7:49

Up to 15

Marshland

Christchurch

I want the old one back

3/05/2013 7:51

45 - 54

Springston

Christchurch

Hi, I have been to Dresden and seen the church there
restored afer WW2 bombing. It cost 200million Euros.
Once it kicked off there were donations from all over the
world. It is now one of the attaractions of Europe and the
main place of worship for the city. I see Christchurch in
the same situation. Please let us have our cathedral back.

3/05/2013 7:52

35 - 44

Rolleston

Christchurch

3/05/2013 7:53

25 - 34

West
Melbourne

West
Melbourne

I strongly urge this to be the option taken. I want to see a While this design holds some similar elements to the
full restoration of our Cathedral.
original design, I do not believe that it is suitable for our
place of worship.
This feels like a b-grade version of the past.
The Old Cathedral was lovely and I'm glad I saw it. But it
was a lovely example of a style possible to see everywhere
else. And it isn't worth the money to build such a thing
today.

3/05/2013 7:55

55 -64

Leithfield

Nth Canterbury

3/05/2013 8:01

65 - 74

Redcliffs

Christchurch

3/05/2013 8:06

55 -64

St Albans

Christchurch

3/05/2013 8:07

35 - 44

Papanui

Christchurch

3/05/2013 8:08

55 -64

Huntsbury

Christchurch

NO .... leave that space as is !!!. build a wooden one next Select Option
door with a gorgeous garden .. after all this city is know as
the garden city !!!!!!!
Yuk
Option 1
Option 1

This looks like a crass church in a popular revival style that Option 1
is more about the preacher than the message.
Option 3
This looks magnificent. It would be a more interesting
tourist attraction because of its uniqueness. It would speak
to the future of Christchurch as the old Cathedral spoke to
the past. It looks far more functional for the worship it is
supposed to host. And if it costs the least, I can't see any
downside.
Option 1

Prices and time line are way over inflated. This is History
and is improtatnt to the rebuild of Christchurch. We must
retain some history.
Mother Nayture has taken both the cities beautiful
Cathedrals, and that is a tragity, however it is time to
move on , look forward, and make our beautiful city the
best in the world. It is time to move on and into the future.
We do not need a replica of anything the city has lost.

Select Option

as per my comments above, its time to move on , I love
the concept of a new, modern cathedral for the future. I
look forward to the new Christchurh Cathedral being a
huge sucess, and a major tourist drawcard, and a
wonderful icon of how Christchurch flourished after the
deversation of 2011. Lets take a big breath and move on.

Option 3

Will look like a cheap & inferior copy, of the orginal, &
Historically significant, what the tourists want, Glorifies
Gods love & peace. An inspiration to workship, which was won't be much cheaper to build
evident on peoples faces when I would visit . People that
would never go to a church, would go here. Absoutely no
reason not to restore, can be done resonably fast and
cheaply, & to modern earthquake standards.

Looks like a boat stuck in the sand, will certainly not
attract any tourists, a beach side cafetarian, hardly
inspirational. If you want bigger offices, you can build
them off site

Option 1

Definitely not - this would be such a backward step for
Boring
Christchurch. The Cathedral was not the first here and it
should not define the future

Yes please develop this option - it has great potential>
Option 3
Let's have something that is significant in building our new
city

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:
Interesting, but we have lost so many historic buildings. I
have noticed in the old churches that I visited around the
world, the feeling when one steps in, of the reverence
with which they were built, like an active form of worship
and thanks-giving. It was humbling to realise that several
generations of families spent their lifetimes building them.
And with many years of use these churches have a soul

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

3/05/2013 8:15

45 - 54

OPAWA

This is my next preference.
CHRISTCHURC Prefer this option..and would like this to be explored
H
rigorously and without bias. My understanding is that a
number of professionals; engineers and restorers believe it
possible within a reasonable costing. I also seem to
remember large donations coming in early on, from both
here and overseas for restoration. While I can appreciate
both for and against viewpoints, I feel it has been handled
badly by the Church officials, and believe that if the rate
payers are expected to contribute towards upkeep and
running costs, then of course they will feel an attachment
and a right to having their vi

3/05/2013 8:16

45 - 54

Papanui

Christchurch

3/05/2013 8:23

15 - 24

Papanui

Christchurch

3/05/2013 8:23

25 - 34

Kaiapoi

Kaiapoi

3/05/2013 8:25

45 - 54

Fendalton

Christchurch

Not interested in the restoration option. We will never
Not for me, if we are going to build new, lets build new,
build in a style that is representative of today and not just a
forget what has happened us and to our city. Now it is
time to look to the future. If it is restored I will never enter copy of the past.
its doors as I would never have confidence in the structural
integrity of the building.

3/05/2013 8:28

65 - 74

Riccall

We love this building and have visited on many occasions.
Please restore it for future generations.

3/05/2013 8:30

75 +

Kaiapoi

Yorkshire,
England
Christchurch

3/05/2013 8:33

25 - 34

Linwood

Christchurch

T

3/05/2013 8:35

75 +

Kainga

Christchurch

Please make sure the inside space allows for contemporary Option 3
worship options (data projectors, youth setup beyond
airplane seating etc) and also space for outward focused
mission towards the city.
Option 1

3/05/2013 8:35

25 - 34

Upper
Riccarton

Christchurch

It would be probably important for many people to restore Is a good idea. Connecting the old appearance with a light
the cathedral as it was. So, I would either choose option 1 building style. Probably the best in the danger of new
or two. Option 3 is too far away from any connection to
earthquakes.
the previous.

This model seem to miss the notion of the importance of
the former cathedral for Christchurch. Even if
Christchurch won´t be that again, what it was, the
Cathedral has a important symbolic character and should
be used as monument for the killed people.

As a Cantabrian the cathedral is a icon.

Select Option

Option 3
Option 3
Dire.

The banality of evil!

Option 1

I love this design, and believe it will fit well into the modern Option 3
city that Christchurch will be while still referencing the
past. Time we moved on and created some new heritage
for the coming generations to admire and cherish.
Option 1
Option 3

Option 2

3/05/2013 8:35

35 - 44

Papakura

Auckland

3/05/2013 8:39

15 - 24

Northcote

Christchurch

Option 1

3/05/2013 8:39

55 -64

Cashmere

Christchurch

3/05/2013 8:40

65 - 74

Mansfield Park Kaiapoi

3/05/2013 8:41

45 - 54

Leeston

Mid Canterbury

Time to move forward. Have a warm, comfortable place to Option 3
worship that can be used for a variety of services and
meet the modern day needs of worshipers of all ages.

3/05/2013 8:42

65 - 74

Bishopdale

Christchurch

3/05/2013 8:42

25 - 34

Northcote

Christchurch

Combines old and new, something for the future and at my Option 3
age hopefully still be around to see it completed. A new
city needs a new cathedral.
Option 1

3/05/2013 8:54

55 -64

Ashburton

Ashburton

Restore as close to the original as possible. The cathedral
is a very important part of the city, it was a place of great
beauty and peace, this should be preserved for future
generations. It might not be a cheap option but the cost
can be spread over many years. In 50 years time who will
care if it cost 80million or 200 million?

3/05/2013 8:58

45 - 54

New Brighton

Christchurch

I prefer this option over Option 3 but am unsure about
rebuilding the Cathedral in its complete original form as if
the earthquakes had never happened - they did happen
and they changed and challenged this town like nothing
has before and possibly never will again. Acknowledge this
with a redesign of the original keeping its essential form
but incorporating contemporary elements/materials and
homage to the loss of lives, health and livelihoods.
However I think that making any final choice from the
small amount of information and apparently tiny
public/professional discussion leading to prese

3/05/2013 9:00

75 +

Rangiora

North
Canterbury

The only option I am interested in. It has the merit that not This is a poor imitation of the original. I suggest its chief
only is it what every older person wants, but also the
merit which it shares with option 3, is the opportunity for
funding would be supported substantially from overseas
the bishop to have her name on the foundation stone.
which is unlikely for the other two options.
knock the old ruins down

Option 1
Option 1

For me this is the only option. The misleading presentation
of the options by the Cathedral people is most
disappointing. In all cultures people look to their past to
defining their identity. In this aspect the cathedral is iconic
and must be retained.
Being a part of a family that has lived in Christchurch
/Canterbury for 163 years this is part of my heritage but I
find the two conflicting sides about restoration makes me
very unclear of the feasibility of this option

I don't know enough about this.

This looks exciting and is probably going to be the best for Option 3
the finances.

Option 1

I like the idea of reworking the original church to
something using newer (maybe contemporary?)
elements/materials however still obviously holding the
shape and form of the original and so loved Christchurch
Cathedral. However I think that making any final choice
from the small amount of information and apparently tiny
public/professional discussion leading to presenting us
with only 3 quite different options is harsh and sad for the
most publically important and recognised church building in
the southern hemisphere. An international design
competition and public discussion is what the sad e

I dont support the choice of this option at all. It looks to
Select Option
me like a boat chopped in half and turned on its end. The
very squashed vertical aspect of the building does not
connect at all well to the horizontal of the Square and
Canterbury itself. I think that making any final choice from
the small amount of information and apparently tiny
public/professional discussion leading to presenting us
with only 3 quite different options is harsh and sad for the
most publically important and recognised church building in
the southern hemisphere. An international design
competition and public discus
Option 1

3/05/2013 9:01

55 -64

burnside

burnside

3/05/2013 9:04

25 - 34

Mt Eden

Auckland

go with something new and safe

Option 3

3/05/2013 9:06

65 - 74

Bryndwr

Option 1

3/05/2013 9:07

45 - 54

Huntsbury

CHRISTCHURC
H
Christchurch

3/05/2013 9:07

75 +

St Martins

Christchurch

Option 3

3/05/2013 9:12

55 -64

St Albans

ChCh

3/05/2013 9:14

65 - 74

St Clair

Dunedin

3/05/2013 9:14

45 - 54

Swanannoa

Rangiora

Let it go...

3/05/2013 9:14

75 +

Hanmer
Springs

North
Canterbury

I strongly support the campaign to restore the original
building in a strengthened for. It remains an embodiment
of the faith and courage of the brave heart original pilgrims
and those who have followed in their footsteps.

3/05/2013 9:17

35 - 44

3/05/2013 9:20

25 - 34

Papanui/North Christchurch
cote
Christchurch
Christchurch

Option 1

This is the only option that should even be considered. In a
city that has lost so much of its architectural heritage, we
have a building that has sat at the heart of it for over a
century - it must be restored to its original state. There
have been hundreds of buildings already demolished, this is
one that can and must be retained.

Option 1
Option 2
I really like the idea of something modern and beautiful
Option 3
occupying the end of the view down Hereford St across
the square. A symbol of a church and city going forward
after a traumatic two years. I may not live there, but have
always loved that view when I visit the city.
Let it go....

Something new and fresh to be a symbol for the new look Option 3
Christchurch and attract new and previous visitors to the
city
Option 1

Option 1
Restoration is the only option. It is incredible that any other Cannot be taken seriously - appears to be a "filler option"" This looks cheap and nasty.
option is even being considered. Other options would
never be considered in any other country in my opinion.

Option 1

REF

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE
3/05/2013 9:24

AGE
45 - 54

SUBURB:
bromley

CITY/AREA:
christchurch

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

REF

Select Option

would like to see a restore only I think we have something
to protect honour in our Cathedral, If we have the Art
centre at one end and the Cathedral at the other with the
tram running again we would keep that blend of old solid
stable strong historical values living along side a modern
alive city Do things like open up Colombo street again put
back gardens use as wedding venue link up church with
the neighbouring hotels maybe offer tourist packages
marry in Christchurch, honeymoon in Queenstown. It says
something about a city that can live having their past alive
and in use along side the n

3/05/2013 9:24

Up to 15

Christchurch

Christchurch

This is the best option

If you really want to build this, build it somewhere else.

Option 1

3/05/2013 9:29

45 - 54

lyttleton

Christchruch

Give it up. We have more important things to do, really. If
the old cathedral was THE symbol of christchurch then
lord help us literally. It was ok while it was here, but go to
Cologne in Germany or many places in Europe and you
realise these building are not very New Zealand specific. I
can't believe people are wasting some much energy on
this. Lets move on and build a NEW city! Christchurch is
about the people not an unoriginal pile of stones.

Not perfect, but the best option here easily

Option 3

3/05/2013 9:35

55 -64

Redwood

chch

The cathedral belongs to the people of Christchurch..It is
the one and only remaining Icon..it must be restored even
if it takes 20 years or more.

3/05/2013 9:37

Select
Kaiapoi
Age range

Kaiapoi

3/05/2013 9:40

55 -64

Cashmere

Christchurch

3/05/2013 9:42

35 - 44

Sydenham

Christchurch

3/05/2013 9:43

35 - 44

Surrey

London

The Cathedral is the symbolic heart of the city - it's
psychologically important both as a link to our past as well
as in terms of 'mending the damage'. I live in London and
the richness of the city is in large part due to its old
buildings. We have so few old buildings left in
Christchurch - it's essential that we keep this link. The
Cathedral is the equivalent of the poupou in the marae.
It's our central support, our heart, that links us back to our
past and thereby supports us going into the future.

3/05/2013 9:43

45 - 54

Teresvaroz

Budapest

3/05/2013 9:44

35 - 44

Sumner

Christchurch

The Cathedral was a majestically ornate neo-gothic house
of worship, yet with a uniquely Southern flair, and its loss
at the centre of Christchurch is inestimable.
Top choice. In a city that has lost so much, this icon
I think if you had left this one out of the running, you
should be saved. Make it better, but restore it. Please.
would have gotten a clearer idea of what people want.
This one just confused the issue. Still, more people voted
against the contemporary one than for the other two
combined, though I realise a poll can skew things in either
direction. I still like this one as my second choice, better
than the contemporary one, but maybe with different
material.

3/05/2013 9:44

65 - 74

Leeston

Selwyn District

3/05/2013 9:49

45 - 54

Redcliffs

Christchurch

3/05/2013 9:50

65 - 74

diamond
harbour

chch

3/05/2013 9:50

25 - 34

Avonhead

Christchurch

3/05/2013 9:52

55 -64

Avonhead

Christchurch

I think that the Cathedral should be restored because it is
an important part of our city's heritage, and is very special
to the image of the city. It is a beautiful and important
building that I value very much, and as such should be
protected and restored. I think it would be a great loss and
a travesty if it were not to be restored. A restored
Cathedral is the only suitable way to remember
Christchurch's past, memorialize the earthquake, and
move Christchurch forward into the future.

3/05/2013 10:01

45 - 54

christchurch

Spreydon

Choose this option, this building deserves to be restored to
it's former glory. It is iconic and very much at the heart of
our great city. Don't destroy our most cherished
architectural asset and replace it with an uninspiring and in
the long term forgettable design.

Option 1

Option 1

THIS IS THE ONLY ACCEPTABLE OPTION. THE
CATHERDEAL MUST BE RESTORED

A cheap and nasty replica

Horrid!!!

Option 1
Option 3

We've got plenty of contemporary buildings - we can
Option 1
always build them. However it's unlikely that we'll ever
have the opportunity to build another traditional cathedral.

Option 1

Better than it could have been, but the spire is not to my
taste at all. If you go with this one, please give us a more
traditional spire than this.

Option 1

Option 3
Option 1
please no longer count me as a member of the anglican
church,ifeel you have destroyed my love of both the
church and christchurch, my regrets robin macarthy (and
family).
Emotionally nice to rebuild exactly but not keen on this as Like that interior can be flexible and adjusted for different
it is costly.
forms of teaching and Christian events.

I think that this option is not suitable, because it does not
capture the beauty and history of the original Cathedral. I
think it is wrong to try and recapture the beauty of the
Cathedral when it is still possible to restore this beauty. I
do not support this option. I also disagree with the
proposal in this option to build additional buildings around
the Cathedral. The land is equally special, sacred, and
historically significant, so I think this option is completely
wrong. I am strongly opposed to this option.

Select Option

Like that interior can be flexible and adjusted for different
forms of teaching and Christian events. Also like the
interpretation of open and welcoming as that is a
reflection of the gospel of Jesus, that all are welcome.

Option 3

This is an extremely bad option, and I am strongly against Option 1
it. As with the second option it does not capture the
beauty and history of the original Cathedral, and would not
be the right way for Christchurch to move forward.
Christchurch has already lost so much of its historical
footprint in its heritage buildings, so we do not need more
new buildings, but we need to retain and celebrate those
remaining heritage buildings we have, especially when they
are as important, special, beautiful and iconic as the
Cathedral. Additionally the design is very poor, ugly, and
tacky. I do not think it retai
Option 1

17/04/2013 0:00

USA

Option 1

#001

25/04/2013 0:00

Northland

Option 1

#002

1/05/2013 0:00

Canterbury

Option 1

#003

1/05/2013 0:00

Auckland

Option 1

#004

29/04/2013 0:00

Manawatu

Option 1

#005

3/05/2013 0:00

Canterbury

Option 1

#006

Option 1

#007

6/05/2013 0:00
1/05/2013 0:00 65-74

Canterbury

Option 1

#008

60-70

Canterbury

Option 1

#009

60-70

Canterbury

Option 1

#010

40-50

Canterbury

Option 1

#011

40-50

Canterbury

Option 1

#012

Canterbury

Option 1

#013

1/05/2013 0:00 75+

Canterbury

Option 2

#014

1/05/2013 0:00 75+

Canterbury

Option 2

#015

1/05/2013 0:00 75+

Canterbury

Option 2

#016

1/05/2013 0:00 75+

Canterbury

Option 2

#017

1/05/2013 0:00 75+

Canterbury

Option 2

#018

1/05/2013 0:00 75+

Canterbury

Option 2

#019

1/05/2013 0:00 75+

Canterbury

Option 2

#020

1/05/2013 0:00 75+

Canterbury

Option 3

#021

1/05/2013 0:00 75+

Canterbury

Option 3

#022

1/05/2013 0:00 75+

Canterbury

Option 3

#023

1/05/2013 0:00 75+

Canterbury

Option 3

#024

1/05/2013 0:00 75+

Canterbury

Option 3

#025

1/05/2013 0:00 75+

Canterbury

Option 3

#026

1/05/2013 0:00 75+

Canterbury

Option 3

#027

1/05/2013 0:00 75+

Canterbury

Option 3

#028

1/05/2013 0:00 75+

Canterbury

Option 3

#029

1/05/2013 0:00 75+

Canterbury

Option 3

#030

1/05/2013 0:00 75+

Canterbury

Option 3

#031

1/05/2013 0:00 up to 15

Canterbury

Option 3

#032

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
ALL FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

REF

26/04/2013 0:00

Canterbury

Option 2

#033

27/04/2013 0:00

Auckland

Option 2

#034

Option 2

#035

Canterbury

Option 2

#036

18/04/2013 0:00 70-80

Canterbury

Option 2

#037

25/04/2013 0:00

Waikato

Option 3

#038

Canterbury

Option 3

#039

22/04/2013 0:00

Otago

Option 3

#040

27/04/2013 0:00 75+

Canterbury

Option 3

#041

28/04/2013 0:00

Canterbury

Option 3

#042

Option 3

#043

Canterbury

Option 3

#044

Canterbury

Option 3

#045

Canterbury

Option 3

#046

Canterbury

Option 3

#047

Option 3

#048

Option 3

#049

2/05/2013 0:00

Option 3

#050

2/05/2013 0:00

Option 3

#051

Option 3

#052

1/05/2013 0:00 75+

Option 3

#053

1/05/2013 0:00

Option 3

#054

29/04/2013 0:00
17/04/2013 0:00

7/04/2013 0:00

29/04/2013 0:00
30/04/2013 0:00

1/05/2013 0:00 75+
2/05/2013 0:00
2/05/2013 0:00

Canterbury

28/04/2013 0:00

Canterbury

2/05/2013 0:00 60-65

Canterbury

Option 3

#055

2/05/2013 0:00 70-75

Canterbury

Option 3

#056

Canterbury

Option 3

#057

NONE

#058

14/04/2013 0:00
5/04/2013 0:00
70-100

Canterbury

Option 3

#059

70-100

Canterbury

Option 3

#060

70-100

Canterbury

Option 3

#061

60-70

Canterbury

Option 3

#062

75+

Canterbury

Option 3

#063

19/04/2013 0:00

Canterbury

Option 3

#064

22/04/2013 0:00 70+

Canterbury

Option 3

#065

17/04/2013 0:00 65+

Canterbury

Option 3

#066

16/04/2013 0:00 70-75

Canterbury

Option 3

#067

18/04/2013 0:00

Canterbury

Option 3

#068

24/04/2013 0:00 65-70

Canterbury

Option 3

#069

21/04/2013 0:00

Canterbury

NONE

#070

26/04/2013 0:00

Canterbury

NONE

#071

Canterbury

NONE

#072

NONE

#073

NONE

#074

NONE

#075

NONE

#076

NONE
NONE

#077

8/05/2013 0:00

9/05/2013 0:00
41408

Canterbury
Auckland

#078

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
WEBSITE FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
WEBSITE FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

3/04/2013 18:09

55-64

Rototuna

Hamilton

3/04/2013 18:27

35-44

parnell

auckland

3/04/2013 18:28

35-44

Belmont

Auckland

3/04/2013 18:33

55-64

Avonhead

Christchurch

3/04/2013 18:38

15-24

Prebbleton

3/04/2013 18:41

25-34

Sockburn

3/04/2013 18:42

35-44

Waikuku Beach North
Canterbury

3/04/2013 18:44

35-44

Parklands

3/04/2013 18:44

15-24

3/04/2013 18:49

45-54

Waikuku Beach North
Canterbury
Spreydon
Christchurch

3/04/2013 19:01

35-44

3/04/2013 19:02

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

Keep the memories of it - dont rebuild it

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:
Great design - stunning

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 3
Option 3

Better design and engineering benefits if I had to choose
between a traditional design only.

International attention will be attracted to a NEW building not Option 3
the painstaking rework of an old design that was there before.
Why would one travel to see that? Look at Ghery and what
that's does to international involvement and attraction.

Definitely not. I used to be a regular cathedral attender in my
youth, before leaving ChCh, so was very familiar with that
building but I refused to enter it after the quakes started and
wouldn't feel safe in a restoration.

That would be my second choice but it doesn't excite me - it
speaks of a past that has gone and, frankly, looks pretty
ordinary to me.

I love this option - exciting design; symbolic of a fresh start;
Option 3
likely to be more in keeping with the contemporary
architecture around it; more economical in an era when
extravagant expenditure, especially by churches, would be
insensitive; timely; and SAFER! I love the design of the soaring
tower, too.

Christchurch

I think that this is the best idea and that we should stick with
the well-known design because it is the icon of our city. It is
also a symbol of Christchurch and its people, so I think that
this is the design that should be chosen.

This design doesn't look too bad but I still prefer option 1

I think this option looks ridiculous and stupid. This design
doesn't suite our type of city and it will quickly go out of
fashion, so this is my least favourite design. Maybe it would
look okay in 3013

Christchurch

May be, but if we (New Zealand) chose this option we need to I must admit this does look lovely. Yes it wont be the same as No
do it propperly 100%. And utalise what we have in our country the restored version but we must realise that this is the new
ChristChurch of our city, the city that has survived and will be
as well as our people. Ie jobs etc
much stronger. Again I want to know we are utalising what we
have in our country as well as our people. Ie jobs etc

Option 1

Option 2

Love this option. It's forward thinking and contemporary but Option 3
harking back to tradition with the rose window. Beautifully
done. We should not be standing still but moving forward and
this encompasses that message. A building to take us into the
future.

Christchurch

I think this is the best of both worlds, still looks special

Looks like any old church you could find in a suburb, suitable
Select Option
for a bingo hall
I think its very modern and would suit looking to the future. It Option 3
would appeal to the younger generation.
Option 2
I presume in the rebuild a lot of new buildings will be more
modern & contemporary, so would be nice to see historical
buildings maintain their orginal character otherwise
Christchurch may eventually become another city like
Auckland, loosing the character it had prior to the
Earthquakes. I think if historical buildings go contemporary
then all other buildings will follow in the same theme and
Christchurch will loose all of its former character.

Looks like the original, closer to the harts of us kiwis

dosnt fit at all...hate it

Option 2

New and zesty. I like the interior, particularly the stain glass
windows which are vital in a cathedral.
exciting, forward looking, retaining feel of & for the past

Option 3

The best idea, but maybe not possable

35-44

Queenstown & Queenstown &
Districts
Districts
Riccarton
Christchurch

3/04/2013 19:11

45-54

Blenheim

Marlborough

expensive & backward looking

boring

3/04/2013 19:12

45-54

Greenlane

Auckland

I believe the cost of this option can not be justified

I do not consider rebuilding a building to look like the previous
one is a valid option as this will not take the community
forward.

I believe this to be the best option. It will signal a new era for
the community and a fresh start after the disaster. Elements
of the original buildng can be incorported into the design to
retain the link with the past. But the damaged building is the
past - not the future.

Option 3

3/04/2013 19:14

45-54

Rangiora

Canterbury

Not in favour - a new city needs a new design

Not in favour - a new city needs a new design

Love it! A contemporary space in which to worship

Option 3

3/04/2013 19:14

15-24

Church Corner Christchurch

I Absolutely believe this would be the best option, a resotration
of the Cathedral as it was prior to the 20110-11 earthquakes is
in the best interests of preserving our city's culture, heritage
and wellbeing.

Option 1
I think this design just simply does not feel like one I would
This option is also fine but has a look about it I'm not so sure
enjoy. It feels alien to me, gaudy and not representative of our
of, while, timber and earthquake resilient methods are good
the problem I see is the loss of aesthetic that would come with city.
the design, why not incorporate into this design the original
interior by way of faux artistic working (ie painting wood as
marble/granite) as we have in the Parliamentary Debating
chamber.

3/04/2013 19:15

35-44

burnside

christchurch

Restore it,its the icon of our city. The heart of our city much
more than just the home of the Anglican church in chch.

3/04/2013 19:27

45-54

Phillipstown

Christchurch

Quite good option but prefer option 2

3/04/2013 19:28

45-54

One Tree Point Whangarei

My grandparents spent years supporting and contributing to
the cathedral. This building represents more than a "religion or
church or cathedral" to current and past citizens of
Christchurch. Indeed the building is an iconic image of
Christchurch and is a sacred space. Given the building
contains the sweat blood and efforts of generations i strongly
support the restoration of this unique and spiritually significant
building. And how come these options are presented when
there is still a court case pending re the distruction of our
building by the current tenants or 'caretakers' o"

3/04/2013 19:33

35-44

St Mary\\\'s
Bay

Auckland

No. Again, the architecture was of its time but a replica would
I think that the Diocese is making the right decision not to
be tacky.
restore the existing structure for a variety of reasons. It is
clearly the most important and I am not sure that buildings and
I am sure there are more worthy recipients of the Dioceses's
funds than the building companies. Secondly, the building is of
it's time - a modern structure would be far more versatile,
allowing for more of a mixed use including concerts, recitals
and performances. Following the successful formula of Holy
Trinity Cathedral in Auckland would be sensible.

3/04/2013 20:22

55-64

Sth Hill

Oamaru

3/04/2013 20:23

65-74

Halswell

Christchurch

Not favoured - a great piece of history but no longer suitable
for today's needs in spiritual worship or community events

3/04/2013 20:39

25-34

Sockburn

Christchurch

I see some new advantages to this, however I would prefer
Although I believe there are a number of people with an
emotional attachment to this option, I see this as an expensive moving directly to a newly-designed Cathedral.
way of indulging the past. The old cathedral should live on in
photographs and our memories, but re-attaching the sadness
of the earthquake-destroyed cathedral to the central city
seems inappropriate to me.

3/04/2013 20:41

25-34

Woolston

Christchurch

By far my preferred option.

Only if restoration is ruled out would I vote for this option. But Ick. Please don't go down this line.
of the two rebuild options, staying traditional is what I want to
see. The whole city will be filled with new modern designs.
Please don't jump on the band wagon with this too!

Option 1

3/04/2013 20:42

25-34

St Heliers

Auckland

Had its day. Time for a change. Too expensive.

Nice but too similar to the previous.

Option 3

Option 3

Option 1

Very nice like the use of timber.

Too space age

Option 2
Option 1

Not favoured - even at its best it would like the old "done
cheap!""

This is definitely my preferred option - I think you should go
Option 3
with a design competition. Put up a fixed budget and then
leave it to the architects. This was very successful for the lady
chapel at Holy Trinity in Auckland. It will also allow the public
real input and achieve buy-in.

I left chch at the end of June 2011. Sometime previous to the Option 3
earthquakes I had worshiped at the cathedral on a sunday
evening. While I loved the old building and do very much like
the second design the one that stands out for me is
contemporary building. It stands out and has a wow factor
about it that will stop people in the street and have to see
inside, I feel that this design would draw people in. I do not
agree with the restoration for costs and safety concerns. God
bless you all
Deffinitely favoured as being best suited in looks and facilities Option 3
for today's Church.
The look of this design both inside and out is stunning to me. Option 3
As I originally resided in Auckland, when friends or family would
visit me here I used to take them up the cathedral tower - the
new tower in this design looks like it would provide an amazing
new experience. The visual effects of the external
architecture and far more impressive inside ceilings fit far
more with my concept of what Christchurch should look like
after the rebuild, with modern and inspirational steps.

Cost effective. Reflective of a Chch moving forward futuristic. Most aesthetically pleasing of the options.
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OPTION:

3/04/2013 20:42

35-44

St Albans

Christchurch

A contemporary design is in keeping with the vision of a
Option 3
contemporary city. We wish to look forward to an exciting
future in our central city. A modern space with modern
facilities that is attractive to look at as per the design, as well
as being more affordable than the other two options, makes
sense. Seeing some forward momentum, gave me some hope.
To restore would be looking in the wrong direction backwards.

3/04/2013 20:45

55-64

Christchurch

Christchurch

3/04/2013 20:46

55-64

Central City

Christchurch

3/04/2013 20:55

25-34

Blockhouse
Bay

Auckalnd

I believe this is the best option. Its preserves the history of the
cathedral, keeps something standing in the ruins.
Comtemporary design will happen regardless of whether we
do it here but it is highly unlikely that we will ever build
something with the same workmanship, materials and design
as the current cathedral. I say restore it!

3/04/2013 20:57

35-44

Narrow Neck

Auckland

NO. Too Expensive and looks back.

3/04/2013 20:57

25-34

Beckenham

CHRISTCHURC I agree that the expensive option is a bit impractical - all for
I like this the most because compared to the 3rd option is may My main concern with this design is how it ages, the tower
Option 2
H
using the opportunity to re-organise and make the space work date better. It also feels like a space that would connect with looks a like its out of a dark sci fi movie (i like these films... but
people more. Its airy, uplifting and not over the top.
better.
not for a church!) as for the main space I think I would like it if
it didn't have that great big picture in copper(?) at the front.
Much prefer stained glass in option 2.

3/04/2013 20:57

65-74

Mangere bridge Auckland

3/04/2013 21:08

65-74

Seaview

Timaru

3/04/2013 21:08

55-64

Freemans Bay

Auckland but
Hell no. it was never that attractive in the first place.
formerly of chch

A bland version of an ugly building.

3/04/2013 21:10

55-64

St Martins

Christchurch

Not keen

3/04/2013 21:17

35-44

3/04/2013 21:18

25-34

WAIMARI
BEACH
Sydenahm

CHRISTCHURC
H
Christchurch
In my opinion although this is a great symbol of our city the
cost to repair the cathedral to its former glory is far to great
and the time it will take is far to long. The Square is a central
hub to the city and to have construction in here for the next
20+ years is not acceptable. We are now beter off moving
forward and creating something that reflects what are city is
to become a fresh new innovative city whilst building
something that represents also what once was.

3/04/2013 21:19

45-54

Cashmere

Christchurch

Please fully restore the Cathedral, back to its original design,
with every detail faithfully put back into place. The Cathedral
is a non-negotiable treasure (taonga) that belongs to the
entire country, not just Christchurch or the Anglicans.

3/04/2013 21:21

45-54

Currently
Cockle Bay,
previously
Hoon Hay

Currently
Auckland,
previously
Christchurch

I grew-up in Christchurch as an Anglican worshipped in the
I think that this is probably the worst option, which is
cathedral and some of my fondest childhood memories are
essentially trying to achieve option 1 at a lower cost, but does
climbing the tower (past the bells) to look out over
not really move forward or gain anything.
Christchurch. I am very sad that it is not there anymore. But I
also remember the impracticality of the building the high cost
of its upkeep its terrible accoustics and total lack of amenities.
So for me option one "looks backwards" and gains nothing at a
very great cost "

3/04/2013 21:21

45-54

Karaka

Auckland

3/04/2013 21:22

25-34

Edgeware

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:24

55-64

3/04/2013 21:25

25-34

St Marys Bay

Auckland

I think this option ignores the potential to revive the cathedral This is my favourite option. It has a sense of movement, in line
site with a more useable, community minded space.
with the rebuild of it's city. It's beautiful and clearly references
the past, without missing the opportunity to reimagine the
Cathedral site with a more user friendly, community oriented
building.

This option is beautiful, but given the iconic nature of the
Option 2
original cathedral, is too different from what was already there.
I would love to see a cathedral like this somewhere in NZ.
Perhaps not on the site of an already so iconic building.

3/04/2013 21:27

25-34

Beachlands

Auckland

Not a fan, a half arsed rebuilt option is silly and will become a
Who doesnt love seeing things restored to their former
beauty, especially something as majestic as the Christchurch white elephant.
Cathedral. Im not a religious person, nor do I live in
Christchurch, so while I this is a great forum for discussion this
is more than a landmark, this is a place of worship for
thousands of Cantabrians and they are the best people to
decide what to do.

Option 3
I love this idea of something contemporary as it will be a
landmark of our generation. I would love to see maybe solar
panels or other sustainable options incorporated into this
design. Not only would such a design be a beacon of hope and
moving on for Christchurch it could also be a worldwide
landmark for sustainable design and energy independence.

3/04/2013 21:28

65-74

*********** Prebbleton

3/04/2013 21:29

35-44

Hillmorton

Too expensive and unnecessary

3/04/2013 21:30

15-24

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:31

55-64

Sydenham

Christchurch

Beauty, functionality and exciting - something to cherish and
be proud of for the future.

Option 3
Option 3
Option 1

Option 3
No. Does not take advantage of the amazing visual statement Yes. Who designed this? Its on the right path but I feel is a
the city can make via its new buildings.
long way from being bold enough. Think the Sydney Opera
House. That building was designed in the 1950's! Think any
number of of Frank Gehry's buildings...
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Guggenheim_Museum_Bilbao
Buildings that make a statement are often the ones that at the
time cause much debate. Be bold and have a building that
people from around the world flock to visit and spend time in.
Surely that is the purpose of the church - a space for people
to reflect in. Of all the new CHCH buildings your building HAS

But it could even be more contemporary .
Against this because of the cost.

I believe that although this would meet my reminiscing needs
the cost is too high both financially and timewise

Restoration is the best option. We're losing so much of our
city, we don't want to lose our Cathedral as well.
Havelock North Hawke\\\'s Bay Restoring the cathedral to it's original plan while a huge and
long term project would be a meaningful symbol of the
resilience and determination of the people of Christchurch and the people of New Zealand as a whole. I would support
this. After world War II many destroyed churches and
cathedrals in Europe were rebuilt, so Christchurch Cathedral
should not be considerered impossible. It can be done and
quite probably within the estimated 22 year time frame.

Christchurch

Pleasing as a compromise only

This seems to me to be a good compromise. Of the 3 options
shown this is my choice.

Select Option

Against this as it is not contemporary enough, does not stand Option 2
out enough. You could really have gone to town with
something really interesting.
The best of the three but pls retain the broken spire. Leave it Option 3
broken as a memorial to the quake. It would be good to have
relics of the quake incorporated into the design as a reminder
of what happened. Be bold. Be brave. Upset people. Give the
city something challenging which will no dbout become an
attraction in the future.
Absolutely LOVE IT!!! The idea of keeping the rose window is
fabulous and the spire design looks amazing. The best part is
that the cost of mney and time is less than the others. Well
Done!!!

Option 3

Option 3
If we are not going to repair the exisiting then i believe we
A future monument to our city symbolising what we once had Option 3
should be looking to the future. Not building an inferior version and also building something for the future. Produced quicker
than the other alternatives at a fraction of the cost. A no
of what once was.
brainer in my opionion.

This would be my second choice, reluctantly.

Rebuilding a replica in mostly alternative materials would
never be anything more than a "mock-up" of the original
Cathedral unless a substantial amount of the original stone
were incorporated at least into the facade."

This is not an option for me. It is hideous!

Option 1

The artist’s impression is good, it is very good. The building as
shown is breathtaking, in fact it is simply awe-inspiring, but
most importantly it “speaks” to all who see it of the wonder
and majesty of the God who made it all. As I see it, the aim of
the Cathedral is not to be a memorial to the dead past, but a
building of “life” that draws you forward with God to a place,
where you spend eternity in God. It is written in Revelations
21:5 “The one who sat on the throne said, “Behold, I make all
things new.”” Let’s take our Lord God at his word (He is
always right after all) and have a new m

Option 3

A beautiful Cathedral that will in time become a heritage icon. I Option 3
love it.
It looks awful. Even new Cathedrals built in this style would
Option 1
look strange. A church should be historic.
Option 3
There is a real opportunity here to build a spectacular and
iconic modern Christchurch Cathedral. This has been done in
many cities, a notable early example being Coventry in
England. However I still believe that as many of the original
special Gothic stone features as possible - particularly the rose
window - should be incorporated in the modern design to
create a blend of the old and the new. The design could for
example depict the new modern structure being reborn out of
the ruins of the old.

Option 3
The Christchurch Cathedral, in it's original form is
Christchurch. You look at this image and automatically know
this is Christchurch. It is part of our history and, in my opinion
should remain a part of our future.

I think this option is beautiful and probably a better option. I
think it is close enough to the original and is a nice middle
ground. It is lovely.

This is beautiful. A beautiful building, but not Christchurch.

Option 2

This looks the best, by far... just maybe that is just a question
of the pictures of other options not realistically showing how
good they might be when built. It also has an important
benefit for the morale of the people of Canterbury. And it may
attract world-wide donations where the other options do not.

I could have preferred this option if only the detail in the
artist's impression looked nicer. There are probably many
options to play around with here... if the frontage could look
the same as the original (reusing stone for lower levels but
earthquake-safe thin stone cladding over wood and steel for
such parts as the bell tower) I would love it -even if (especially
if) the interior was redesigned. It should "look like the
postcards" from the front and be a "rebuild-wherepracticable" approach in my opinion but with less pillars inside
that block the view!"

Don't touch ultra-modern designs with a barge pole - they
Option 1
date far to quickly even if some people love the opportunity to
make a unique statement. Some aspects of the design shown
are nice but overall it doesn't say "Peace" or "Tradition" or
"Come here to dwell with God" but it does say "What
Architects thought was trendy in the 1990's". I would really
love to see a fourth option

Option 3
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3/04/2013 21:31

55-64

Linwood

christchurch

3/04/2013 21:31

35-44

Canterbury

Geraldine

3/04/2013 21:31

25-34

Addington

Christchurch

Love the fresh new look for this cathedral. This looks like it will Option 3
be a great draw card for the city centre and also bring a fresh
"young" feel to the church. This looks like it will appeal to
people from all ages and walks of life."

3/04/2013 21:32

25-34

Laingholm

Auckland

No way.

Option 1

3/04/2013 21:33

25-34

Waikuku Beach Waikuku

I choose contemporary but it would be great if there were
another 2 or 3 contemporary design options to choose from.

Option 3

3/04/2013 21:33

55-64

Sumner

Chirstchurch

Lovely idea, but likely to expensive and time consuming

Love this design

3/04/2013 21:34

25-34

Belfast

Christchurch

I love this idea, however the cost seems prohibitive.

3/04/2013 21:34

65-74

Peterborough
Street, CBD

House in CBD, No
living in Hanmer
Springs

This seems to be a close fit with the original icon of our city
but will be seismically safer.
Hmm

3/04/2013 21:34

55-64

Burwood

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:35

15-24

Meadowbank

Auckland

3/04/2013 21:36

25-34

Auckland

Auckland

3/04/2013 21:37

55-64

Phillipstown

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:39

15-24

Mt Albert

Auckland

3/04/2013 21:39

75+

A new design for a new city

Option 3

3/04/2013 21:39

45-54

North New
Christchurch
Brighton
mount pleasant mount pleasant Christchurch Cathedral is such a public and spiritual treasure. Not as good as the real thing. Will always look like a copy
We are so lucky to have this wonderful place with the prayers
of our ancestors to guide and support us. The city population
have long recognised its value and we need to be the
guardians of the future. When so much has been destroyed
and lost it would break my heart to see this special spiritual
Cathedral destroyed as well. Christchurch People cry when
they talk of this Cathedral. To restore would restore our souls
as well.

Completely out of place with the city heart. The cardboard
Cathedral already fills the place of a modern place for those
who wish a new church.

Select Option

3/04/2013 21:41

15-24

Opawa

Christchurch

This is by far the most impressive design for a Cathedral I have Select Option
seen to date. It shows that Christchurch is looking to the
future in all things including the community, the environment,
the way people structure their lives and and the church. Just
as the church helped to establish this community a century
ago I believe it should attempt to re-establish our new city by
showing a commitment to new and better things as we move
forward. Plus it is surprizingly the cheapest option.

3/04/2013 21:42

65-74

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:43

25-34

Merivale

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:43

45-54

Riccarton

Christchurch

My Family has connections spiritual, heritage and structural to
the original Cathedral so I am slightly bias towards a complete
rebuild. But as much as I would love to see the old Cathedral
fully restored to it's former glory. Realistically the expense time
and end result are not in the best interests of the Church or
the wider community.

If this design can incorporate as many of the original heritage
features that can be retrieved and restored as possible, I feel it
is the best option. To me this is the most aesthetically
appealing (other than the original). One thing I have noticed
missing in all the designs is the spire tip (cross). I understand
this has been found and is in safe keeping, so would like to see
it reinstated to which ever design is finally accepted.

Sorry but this design is awful. I would be very disappointed to
see Christchurch and the Anglican Church associated to this
monstrosity. It is one thing to loose our iconic Cathedral
(known and admired world wide). But to replace it with a
totally modern building that has no acknowledgement of the
beautiful heritage building architecture and history of
Christchurch is to say the least abhorrent.

3/04/2013 21:43

75+

Northwood

ChCh

Not practical Not suitable for modern day religious services
Too cold and would be difficult & expensive to restore.
Insurance would be much more expensive if you could get it.

Similar to Option 1

Meets the purpose of services in this age and could be built to Option 3
be warm for the congregation which what it is all about. The
people against this option are only looking to the tourist money
and probably have never attended a church service or said a
prayer in places like th Cathedral.

3/04/2013 21:44

55-64

cracroft

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:45

45-54

Tikitere

Rotorua

3/04/2013 21:45

25-34

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:46

25-34

Mission bay

Auckland

3/04/2013 21:46

65-74

Swannanoa

North
Canterbury

3/04/2013 21:47

25-34

Avondale

Auckland

3/04/2013 21:48

65-74

Ross

Ross South
Westland

3/04/2013 21:49

75+

Papanui

Christchurch
8053

The future face of Christchurch. Love the interior.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Love that this combines original with a slightly modern
Would love to see the Cathedral loving restored but can see
that this may not offer the safest option and can also see that interpretation. I think this design address safety, restoration,
it does look somewhat closed off in the front entrance.
while bringing the Cathedral to a more accessable and modern
look without taking away too much from the look of our past well done

Option 3

Don't like this design at all. I think it strips all respectful
Option 2
memory from a much loved icon of Canterbury and Chch city.
As a recently former Christchurch resident who grew up
visiting the Cathedral often and being completley awe-inspired
by it's presence, this design does nothing for me but make me
feel sad. Don't strip our heritage completely from us please

I'm not a fan of contemporary design, especially for churches; I Option 2
rather like traditional designs. The cost and timeliness make
this attractive, but the building isn't.
Option 2
Like it best, but wish it didn't look like the Sydney Opera
House

Option 3

Lets move on, this concept looks good and will give a new city Option 3
a better feel and be in keeping with the surrounding building
designs.
Option 3
Option 1
Option 3
I favour this option 1. It will fit in with .the new CBD 2. It will
retain some of the features of the old Cathedral eg the Rose
Window from what I could see on tv today. 3 It will be cheaper
to build and take less time to construct and lastly people of my
age group and older will be able to worship in it.
Option 3

The old Cathedral was amazing. However it is not reasonable Having a chance to re-build athe Cathedral should not be used
by any means to attempt to restore it. Yes, it is a historical
to re-build old designs. It may as well be re-stored if this view
building but the cost is far to much considering what else that is taken.
money could be used for. It is time for Christchurch to reimage itself as a city for the future in both design, utilization,
environmentally and socially. Re-building an impressive but
anchient building does not show that in our community

Go for the future. As a former practising Anglican I feel very
Option 3
strongly that the worshipping community should have a space
that reflects contemporary theology and meets the needs of
the worshippers rather than onlookers. I strongly disagree with
Jim Anderson, the Wizard, and others who are trying to tell the
people who use the Cathedral daily and need it to meet their
theological and other needs, what to do.
Option 2
Option 2

love the contemporary...It has links with the past and moves
Option 3
us forward to embrase the future...however I would like to see
spec of materials to be used in the building and would prefer
to see as much of the old catherdral...eg; stone, slate roof,
wood beams and incorp where possible..... some of the
furniture, fixtures, art, craft, windows...as much as possible...I
would also like to know construction materials for the tower
are predominant as if it was mostly showing steel I would hate
that, however glass predominaantly would be the tears of
those we lost in the EQ, a fitting memorial if the
I don't feel practical under the circumstances, still vunerable to
earthquake damage, move on and take the opportunity to
create a new statement.
I really like the idea of the restoration and having our old
cathedral back. However, i don't think the city will be satisfied
with any building that might pose an EQ risk. Regardless of
whether engineers say they can reconstruct it to current
codes, i'm not sure how comfortable people would be with this
cathedral in terms of performance in possible future
earthquakes.

I am not in favour of copying old archtecture with new building Love this design and great opportunity to build an architectural Option 3
products to replicate and old design and building construction. statement with beautiful building products inclusive of wood.
I prefer this option as it seems to retain the look and feel of
the old cathedral and yet it will be built with modern materials.
This means we can be fully satisfied with the structural
intergrity and the performance of the building in any future
earthquake events. I think this is something that is very
important to the people of Christchurch for the cathedral and
any building for that matter.

I am not opposed to a contemporary design for a new
cathedral. But the design offered i think looks awful. I really
don't think it encompasses any of the key features of the
previous cathedral that we would want to retain for
sentimental value and to keep that connection. The spikey
spire just doesn't seem to fit and really doesn't sit well with
me.

Option 2

Option 2

In my point of view this is the best option, save the original
looking and enhancing the building structure.
This is my preferred option. It appears to retain much of the
original cathedral while moving into lighter, safer materials for
construction. I particularly like the design of the interior roof in
this one. I would place option one as the least preferred.
No. Too expensive, too clumsy for modern worship

Of the three types offered I prefer this, PROVIDED THE
INTERNAL DESIGN MEETS MODERN USAGE NEEDS.

A wonderful modern design that appears as praying hands with Option 3
images of light and spirituality on the inside of the building,
feelings of welcoming and new beginnings.
Option 2
Option 2

I don't fancy this: the whalebone effect at the entrance is
foreign to Christchurch's character. What I cannot
understand is why a contemporary design akin to a hexagon
has not been offered. Such a shape gives wide flexibility for
worship etc.

Option 2
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3/04/2013 21:50

25-34

Bishopdale

3/04/2013 21:51

25-34

Courtenay

3/04/2013 21:53

25-34

3/04/2013 21:54

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

Christchurch

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Does not seem worth the money especially if it is going to
have to be bought down
Please restore the Cathedral. It is a beautiful building and
Canterbury
(Just outside of inspires wonder, awe and a sense of God. Please save it for
both us and future generations who will cherish such a grand
the city)
building with such deep roots.

Seems a little tacky and just trying to replicate the old one

Like the best and could bring a new flavour to the square.

Option 3

This would be my second preference following on from
restoring which is my first preference.

A contemporary building should not be buult on this sight. It
Option 1
would be a disappointing day for Christchurch and future
generations who will look back and call a modern building short
sighted.

Glenfield

Auckland

From an outsiders perspective (not immediate member of
church or community), this option is the best as it fully
restores the grandeur and impressive identity/appearance of
the original cathedral. This is my preferred option .

great looking building and admirable "adjustments" to improve
usability. Move toward contemporary cladding materials

whilst reducing cost

25-34

Tarragindi

Brisbane

I won't comment on the design options because I'm not a
church member and I'm in Australia! But I wanted to
congratulate the Diocese on a fantastic community approach
to the rebuilding of the Cathedral. It deserves much praise.

3/04/2013 21:54

65-74

Waterloo

Lower Hutt

It could never compare with the great cathedrals of Europe, so Seems pointless to me
why bother?

3/04/2013 21:54

65-74

Tauranga and a Tauranga
recent visitor
to
Christchurch.
also attended
Christmas
concerts in the
old cathedral in
the past.

3/04/2013 21:56

65-74

beach haven

auckland

3/04/2013 21:57

25-34

Spreydon

Christchurch

Option 1

Select Option

Option 3
Yes! Yes! Yes! let's dream a little, let's inspire, but maybe
retain a bit of the ruins. Coventry Cathedral in UK is hauntingly
poingnant, and your cathedral can be too
I prefer this option only if as much of the old structure and
Select Option
fittings can be used in the design and also as church fittings.

When you start from scratch move forward with a
contemporary concept.
I think if we just restore the cathedral as it was it is as if we are This idea didn't capture my imagination, it seems like a bit of a Ideally a design that reflects the time when the Cathedral is
pretending that the earthquakes never happened, I don't think waste of an opportunity to me
rebuilt is the best option as we won't just gloss over and
this backward-looking approach is the best for our city
'forget the earthquakes'. Compare it to the Art Deco heritage
of Napier, a reminder of their past and also a point of interest
for travellers and of pride for locals—this is what our new
cathedral could mean for us in 60 years time if the design
reflects the time when it was rebuilt, not a point in the past
that we are trying to hold on to. Would this option include
some materials from the original cathedral as part of the
contemporary design, if so, that would be

Option 3
Option 3

3/04/2013 21:58

35-44

Burwood

Christchurch

3/04/2013 21:58

35-44

Seatoun

Wellington

It's interesting to look at the drawings, especially those of the
interior, and to realise that the old cathedral is actually quite
boring and dull, especially the interior. Option 1 just doesn't
have the inspirational character of Options 2 and 3.

Option 3

3/04/2013 22:02

45-54

fendalton

Christchurch

preferred option

3/04/2013 22:03

25-34

Avonhead

Christchurch

This is my preferred option.

3/04/2013 22:06

15-24

Kew

Victoria,
Australia

This is by far the best option. No city in Australasia is defined There is nothing offensive about the design itself, but it is
by a single building as much as Christchurch is by its Cathedral. neither original nor an accurate restoration of the old
Cathedral. As such, it is unlikely to please anyone.
As the building largely survived the earthquake, although in a
greatly damaged state, it would be a tragedy to destroy what
remains. Although it could be argued that, in an international
context, the Cathedral is of limited architectural importance as
an example of Victorian neo-Gothic, it is still a building of some
beauty. However, to only discuss the architectural merit of the
building is to largely miss the point. Much more important is
that the building

Whilst an interesting design, this really says little about
Christchurch or its history.

Option 1

3/04/2013 22:08

15-24

Christchurch

West Melton

The best option as it retains all the heritage features that make A last resort option, a good balance but needs to incorporate
this building the most important and iconic of the city, and also more of the original restore option.
is a symbol to all of us who have lived through the earthquakes
that we are not going anywhere and this is our home.

Completely absurd and unappealing, the last thing
Christchurch needs and not belonging to our Square.

Option 1

3/04/2013 22:09

55-64

Christchurch

To expensive

New inner city = new looking buildings, this will fit into a new
look inner city

Option 3

3/04/2013 22:10

55-64

McComacks
bay
spreydon

christchurch

restore.....just because it will take more time doesnt mean it
shouldnt be done....all the great buildings partialy destroyed in
the war in europe that have been rebuilt to the same as their
original design bring alot of people to see them,especialy
tourists....good things can take time...we carnt be short
sighted on this .

3/04/2013 22:11

25-34

Grey Lynn

Auckland

Living in the past

As above

3/04/2013 22:12

35-44

Waiuku

Auckland

My preferred option. I grew up in Canterbury and the sight of
the cathedral after the February 22nd earthquake devastated
me. Having the cathedral back as it was - but hopefully
strengthened - would be inspiring.

My second option. In Parnell, Auckland, the original wooden
All I can say is YUK. Send someone to Auckland to see the
cathedral building remains next to the modern (revolting)
exterior of the Anglican cathedral in Parnell. It is an eyesore.
Anglican Cathedral. It is beautiful and I can see how a wooden If such a monstrosity were to be built in Christchurch
cathedral could be impressive and inspiring in Cathedral
Square, Chch.

3/04/2013 22:13

25-34

Rotorua

Rotorua

Time to move on, let go of the past and reach for the stars of Good, but could be better.
heaven. Demolish it and rebuild something that reflects a
more true dynamic nature of the Spirit of God & heaven. New
Zealanders need to be shown how to let go of the broken and
enjoy great lifestyles that inspire creativity and a pure
imagination. It would be a real pity to see this old monument
to tradition enshrined in some kind of unholy nostelgia.
Demolish, for the next generation to feel release from histories
stoney & grey heart & mind. Thank you!

3/04/2013 22:14

35-44

Linwood

Christchurch

3/04/2013 22:16

25-34

Nelson

Nelson

I don't think we should restore, I would like to see us make the
remains safe and kept as a memorial but then build near/next
to the remains.
Best looking of three options

3/04/2013 22:17

55-64

Mt Albert

Auckland

I believe this is the most expensive option.

3/04/2013 22:18

65-74

Nukuhau

3/04/2013 22:24

55-64

15 Potters
Lane,
Lansdowne

Taupo, Waikato Too expensive and a reminder of the day the earthquake
struck.
Christchurch
My preference, and as a member of the Anglican Community
ia to see a mix of restroation and the traditional. The bulk of
the work should be a restoration with a tradional element in
the steeple.

3/04/2013 22:24

65-74

Shirley

Christchurch

3/04/2013 22:28

45-54

Northcote

Christchurch

3/04/2013 22:28

35-44

canterbury

City Centre

3/04/2013 22:29

45-54

Hornby

South west

I think you could live with this. It's light and it's sufficiently
interesting to feel like an improvement on the original. But
would you always be kicking yourselves that you hadn't made
the bold, future-focused choice?

In a conversation with the author Philip Pullman some years
ago

Option 1
Option 1

Nice but new design is better

Select Option

Awesome!

Option 3
Select Option

Option 3
A portal of heaven is about to open on earth through this
place! This is the new Christchurch Cathedral - I prophecy it.
A place that reflects the new heart and dynamic nature of a
relevant, continually creating & colourful Saviour who loves his
people and their fresh expressions of living art. This is the
design and blueprint for a stronger, healthier and more heaven
focused generation of believers and proclaim'ers! Love it and
enjoy the journey of its speedy construction. Thank you.

I like this idea, but don't feel we need to keep an exact replica, This is far too modern, we should keep the look and feel of a
maybe something slightly more up to date, but in keeping with traditional cathedral with a slightly updated style.
the traditional look/feel of a cathedral.
Better looking than the 'contemporary' design, and more
Boring 'contemporary' design. Over all ugly and affordable.
affordable.
Build for the future!! A contemporary cathedral will fit in with
the contemporary city being rebuilt.
Retains the classic look of the original but uses up to date
Too much like the Sydney Opera House.
materials and technology. A lot safer for the public.

Option 2

Option 2
Option 3
Option 2
Option 1

A very exciting, stunning design. I hope it is selected.
Quite nice, although I don't like the tower...too modernistic.
I favour Option 2, combining the traditional and modern
features. It would retain the look of the original cathedral but
include good access and more light etc. As a member of the
disability community, I would welcome the improved access.
Always the no1 choice. If it was looked at originally I would
have donated to the cause. What about the Miles Warren
design estimated at $18 million?
Whilst appreciating the extra cost of recycling, placing the
existing masonry on a new seismically robust frame would be
my preference. Too many historic buildings have and will be
lost due to their unreinforced nature but if the Cathedral is
reinstated 'as was' this would symbolise what can be achieved
and be symbolic of the resilience of Christchurch.

Option 3

Option 3
Option 2

Option 1

Modern takes on heritage structures are seldom credible.
Whilst appreciating the concept there is a significant risk of it
ending up as a white elephant and not a good figure head for
the recovery.

Yukk.

Option 1

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
WEBSITE FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

Christchurch Cathedral as it once was is gone and in it's place
needs to stand a building which pays homage to it's history,
but better serves the people of Christchurch today. This would
not be acheived by building a copy of the previous building,
which depsite best efforts cannot be true to the original
construction.

This option seems to be a compromise between traditional and
contemporary design, and suffers from being neither one thing
nor the other. I feel that to adopt this option would be to bow
to medocrity in an attempt to tread a middle line.

I like the strong, clean lines of this option. It is not trying to
mirror the past but still reflects the essence of it's
predecessor. It is unashamedly modern and speaks boldly of a
new future for Christchurch.

Option 3

I like this option least of the three - it seems to me that it is
tantamount to sitting on the fence, and is the least attractive
of the three, perhaps because of this.

Whether or not posterity values the architecture of the 21st
century, I think this is the right choice. Amused to see that
Brian looks a little younger in the mock-ups of the choir!

Option 3

3/04/2013 22:30

25-34

Riccarton

Christchurch

3/04/2013 22:33

15-24

Alton

Winchester, UK. I think this is the weak way out - guaranteed not to offend
anyone, but not a strong decision.

3/04/2013 22:34

15-24

Hataitai

Wellington

3/04/2013 22:35

25-34

Linwood

Christchurch

3/04/2013 22:35

35-44

Herne Bay

Auckland

Where is the option to restore (reinforce/repair) all the parts Blend 'traditional' on top of, and into the original repaired and
strengthened structure that remaining standing.
that remain standing, and then build up from there to the
original shape and envelope using different materials. That
could be wood, or even steel-and-glass. The cathedral would
then be a solid, permanent monument, memorial and reminder
of this significant event and period in Christchurch and the
nations history.

3/04/2013 22:36

55-64

Birkenhead

Auckland

3/04/2013 22:37

45-54

Auckland

Auckland

3/04/2013 22:38

35-44

Merivale

Christchurch

I am a traditionalist and much prefer the restoration option option 3 looks like something out of star wars
Existing materials don't respond well to seismic events and
require costly strengthening
Pointless - just a reminder of the past better to look forward
not backward and in reality it is just a replica.

3/04/2013 22:46

45-54

Spring Creek

Blenheim

3/04/2013 22:49

35-44

Spreydon

Christchurch

3/04/2013 22:49

25-34

auckland

auckland

3/04/2013 22:53

45-54

Dunedin North Duunedin 9016

3/04/2013 22:56

65-74

Marshland

Christchurch

Love the new design and interior. Great new Cathedral to go Option 3
with a new city. Good work. I remember when the Town Hall
was built a lot of people moaned, now they think it is iconic. It
will be the same with this option. Good luck. Time we moved
on!!

3/04/2013 22:57

45-54

Remuera

Auckland

Lived in Christchurch for five years and have strong ties to the Option 3
city. I think Option 3 is by far the best. The first two options
are too traditional, while the third option is representative of a
city undergoing architectural change and 'rebirth'. It is
stunning.

3/04/2013 22:59

45-54

Riccarton

Christchurch

I like it for nostalgia sake but its bound to hideously expensive. I think this would be an improvement on the original design. It This is my favorite. It looks good, it looks interesting. I love
the fact the rose window is incorporated and the new look
retains the flavour but allows modern patterns of use to be
incorporated into the Cathedral facilities. It actually looks good spire is quite impressive. Yep do it!
too.

3/04/2013 23:03

55-64

Burnside

Christchurch

It is too expensive and will take too long, as well as will not be
as safe.

3/04/2013 23:04

75+

Halswell

8025

Too expensive to restore. Need to move forward. Ascetically A good compromise and like the idea of using wood. It may
turn out to be the likely choise because it maintains the old
pleasing but practically the old cathedral had problems for
concept and adds advantages such as better intenal spacing
congregation viewing from behind pillars.
so congregation can view the sanctuary.

3/04/2013 23:05

25-34

Ilam

Christchurch

Preferred option. It was the symbol of the city should stay as it second preferred option. The timber cathedral does look nice. Even though it is aesthetically pleasant it does not represent
Christchurch. I would suggest building it as a New Church in
was
Maybe if some internal features were merged with the
the memory of those who lost their lives on the earthquake .
restauration
Built it in the CBD but close to the avon river.

As nice as it would be to have the old cathedral back, it will
feel different - so perhaps it is better to go for something
completely new and start again.

No

It's the cheapest, the quickest, and it's beautiful. If estimated Option 3
costings put the highest amount for this cathedral below the
lowest amounts for the other two it seems a good choice,
especially considering how much work and money needs to go
into repairing the rest of Christchurch.
The spire scares me,wouldn't like to be near it in case of
Option 2
another earthquake
Or blend contemporary on top of, and into the original repaired Option 1
and strengthened structure that remaining standing. IE:
essentially NO demolition, only repair, of what's left.

Option 1
Will look like a copy without the character of the original

New look for a new start but include parts of the old ie stained Option 3
glass etc
Boring, nothing new and certainly not a design that will attract fantastic - retains the history of the old and also acts as a
Option 3
tourists
memorial. Amazing design for a future thinking building and an
iconic building for the future
Beautiful interior ceiling - the rest looks poorly specified
Clearly a beautiful concept - the cathedral tower needs more Option 3
work on its specification. The interior ceiling and arches look
very busy on the surface but the shape is good.
Fanatastic! Love the use of timber in the structure. The old Option 3
cathedral has been destroyed. Lets move on. This new
building will be admired just as the old one was.
Do what you need to for the Church - which building will serve Option 3
the needs of people until He returns? We all know the answer be brave.
Option 1

The cathedral should be strengthened, conserved and
restored. HOWEVER, I would not trust the Anglican Church's
estimate of the cost for this programme of work and prefer to
rely on the information provided by the groups and
professionals (local and international) dedicated to full
restoration of the building. The Bishop (Victoria) is not
trustworthy and neither are the bunch of idiots on the
Anglican property committee. The Anglican hierarchy is a
disgrace. Warren and Mahoney architects should be ashamed.

It is more a copy of the old one, not a reflection of the times
that we live in.

Option 3

It is time to move to a new cathedral that reflects a new time Option 3
and this one looks great and is not too expensive. It will also
be built to high safety requirements.
Option 2
Interesing concept - not sure about the tower. It looks as
though its just a show piece or can you travel up it to view the
city? If thats the case is would have an attraction value for
tourists. It's the cheapest but that should not be the only
consideration. Hopefully we are building for a longterm future.

3/04/2013 23:08

35-44

Barrington

Christchurch

3/04/2013 23:09

45-54

Banks
Peninsula

Banks Peninsula

3/04/2013 23:12

45-54

Botany Downs Auckland

Nice to have but realistically very expensive and 21 years to
build?

3/04/2013 23:12

45-54

mt pleasant

chch

too expensive and i think eople would be afraid to enter a huge i like this the most. looks like lots of use of timber which is
stone building like that even if it was said to e strengthened.
beautiful. it seems to me that the way religion is developing in
this era favors a more friendly look as seen in the use of
timber. the modern one looks scary and corporate looking and
does not fit with the way people today approach religion.

3/04/2013 23:14

35-44

Mt Pleasant

Christchurch

Too expensive!!! Time frame too long.

Not bad but again is expensive and we are still left with the old Better price! Better time frame. This design will fit in with the
design which has now been tainted.
new CHCH and it still has the WOW factor that should draw
the tourists. I like it. We will be a modern city and this design
will compliment it. We will always have our memories of the
old cathedral but it is time to move on and into the future.

3/04/2013 23:18

25-34

Arrowtown

Arrowtown

Ok but there are plenty of stone cathedrals around the world

Interesting mix of new timber construction with old form but
this also makes it confused in terms of the architectural era it
belongs to.

3/04/2013 23:19

45-54

Bishopdale

8053

Cannot justify the cost

Option 1

Option 2
No
This concept brings in new with traditional. As an Anglican
priest (currently in Melbourne) it holds to the history as well as
renewal in its design. We do need to respect history in my
view

Option 2

Is it possible to restore just the famous front stone façade of This design looks a bit underwhelming and a bit too old style.
the original cathedral (not the sides or rear), earthquake proof
it and then build the wooden design option 2 in behind the
façade? The façade could be secured onto the wooden
design. Im sure there would be enough stones leftover in the
rubble to resurrect the façade in the shape we all love and
cherish. And love to photograph. To see the original façade
reconstructed I think would be totally emotional for everyone
when visiting the square and a perfect reminder of what was
once there.

Option 2

I find this design hideous. Looks very corporate and unfriendly. Option 2
I guess like the older style of architecture it encourages an
experience of god as a very grand and great god. But the
modernness of this grand style aligns itself too much with
corporate architecture which we come to associate with
greed and unfriendliness. So i would either go with a traditional
look in modern less heavy materials, and feature lots of wood.
or a more humble and friendly modern look that does not
remind people of rich corporations. I think you are running a
very serious risk of alienating people further from the
Option 3

Design of the time and for reasonable cost. Looks the best
option to me.

Option 3

My favourite -lets start afresh

Option 3

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
WEBSITE FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

I absolutely love it...it just looks terrific inside. If this design is Option 3
the safest in regards to earthquakes, I say go with it. Thank
you for allowing me to comment.
Probably the nicest building design, but this does not make it Option 1
the most appropriate in this scenario. Looks like an Apple
store. A vapid, showy construction intended to appeal
aesthetically rather than idealogically or sociologically to people
who want to be wowed by appearance and not think of the
substance.

3/04/2013 23:21

55-64

Nelson (ex Ch Nelson
Ch resident)

I feel this would be to expensive and difficult.

3/04/2013 23:23

25-34

Used to be
CBD

Christchurch

Worst of all options.
Surely if ever there was s symbol of the strength and
endurance of faith, and our ability to overcome the quakes, it
would be to restore the cathedral to its original condition. It
would state that not even a force of nature can alter our
belief, our resolve, our change who we are. This city was
named for the cathedral. It was founded so that the cathedral
could exist. The windows in a variety of places I go to every
day are etched with a logo of a company which is a symbolic
Christchurch skyline, the key aspect of which is the iconic
cathedral profile. People keep saying that the cath

3/04/2013 23:26

45-54

Russley

Ch-Ch

Why is it so hard and expensive to do what a few thousand
Victorians did with very early machinary. Technology nowdays
should be able to do things cheaper easier and faster. Ok

3/04/2013 23:26

65-74

Swannanoa

3/04/2013 23:27

35-44

Parklands

North
Canterbury
Christchurch

3/04/2013 23:29

25-34

Herald Island

Auckland

3/04/2013 23:29

75+

Panmure

Auckland

I was all in favour of restoring the old Cathedral. But time and It fades into nothing, just a church building. As the Cathedral I write as a Kiwi, although I live in Auckland. I have been in the Option 3
money have a bearing on that.
was a tourist attraction as so many church buildings are
old Cathedral and it was impressive to be there, a presence of
overseas, do we really want to have something so ordinary?
God was there. Apart from the tourist attraction. This option
would be both a tourist attraction and a holy place, a house of
God.

3/04/2013 23:30

25-34

hei hei

christchurch

i do quite like this one too as its quite beautiful, but prefer
this would be great, but seems so risky regarding seismic
issues! also its a huge cost and a lot of time! i would not want option 3.
to see this happen.

3/04/2013 23:31

45-54

Onehunga

Auckland

Although this is the most expensive option, the cathedral is an
integral part of Christchurch heritage. After seeing the
restoration of St Patricks Cathedral in Auckland and having the
pleasure of visiting it in it's authentic state, I am heartened to
know that it will still be in the same form when my children's
children visit it in years to come. We are lost without tradition.

3/04/2013 23:35

45-54

Titahi Bay

Wellington

Not a Church, and tourist attraction that looks like it belongs
at Disney.

Option 1

3/04/2013 23:36

25-34

Beach Haven

Auckland

Fake Copy
To me this is the only option, my family have all lived in
Christchurch and it won't be Christchurch without the original
Cathedral
Best option, save what doesn't need to be rebuilt and restore Nice option, but just not right. Perhaps a sister City
somewhere could build this.
everything else, brick by brick. Its the traditional heart of
christchurch. Where so much else is lost, this can be saved.

Another nice option, again somewhere else in the
county/world could build this to signify their support of
christchurch

Option 1

3/04/2013 23:38

25-34

Strandon

New Plymouth

Ugly. No.

Option 2

3/04/2013 23:38

35-44

St Albans

ChCh

Preferred option, however time and cost limits may mean this Definitely the best option here. Keeping part of the old
is not practical.
Christchurch alive, but recognising that we are moving
forward using modern materials.
No point in restoring an uninspiring church design again

3/04/2013 23:38

25-34

Wellington
Central

Wellington

Great idea to restore it in theory but the significantly longer
time frame and higher cost compared to the other options
means that it shouldn't go ahead. Restoration although it
would provide a link to the past I think it would also be a
reminder of the same buildings that killed so many people.
There would also be a question of whether people would be
prepared to enter a building that had collapsed like it did.

3/04/2013 23:41

55-64

Bryndwr

Christchurch

The old building was a tourist attraction first and church
second. Hence the Council subsidy.

Way too expensive and ugly.

A very nice design and would be happy with this option.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

Ok

Seems a good midway ground between old and new, but feel
it would age a bit too quickly with all the new designs likely to
be popping up around the city.

so 100 million is the point. $200 per Cantab

Option 1

Love it!

Option 3

Absolutely love this option. It looks like a stunning and modern Option 3
design and would provide a real focal attraction for the centre
of town. Far more likely to fit in with the rest of the property
developments in the central city.
Time for a new look. A new city needs a new cathedral.

Option 3

by far i love this option! there is something of the past, but it Option 3
looks like a building that will take the church and the wider
christchurch community into the future. also great that it will
take the least money and time.
Option 1

Stunning on the outside and even better within. An inspired
choice & please can we have this design!
Again another good idea in theory but the significant time and Great idea to have something more modern that shows the
expense to create the building to be in line with the original
style of what the city will become rather than what it was.
seems unnecessary. It would be a better idea to go with option Could be like the Art Deco buildings in Napier that define the
area. Not 100% convinced of the actual plans but think it is
1 which at least would have the memories and tradition
definitely the best option out of the 3.
associated with it.

Why should we be frozen in a last century idea of what a
church should be.

Option 3
Option 3

A new Cathedral for a new city. It should be a working church Option 3
first not a tourist attraction.
Option 3

3/04/2013 23:42

25-34

barrington

christchurch

3/04/2013 23:43

65-74

Opawa

Christchurch

3/04/2013 23:45

55-64

Whakapara

Whangarei

3/04/2013 23:47

25-34

Grey Lynn

Auckland

3/04/2013 23:47

35-44

Burwood

CHCH

3/04/2013 23:51

35-44

beckenham

christchurch

3/04/2013 23:53

45-54

St Albans

Christchurch

I was raised an anglican, but since the churches lies since the
earthquakes, I no longer have any respect or believe anything
it reports. You have your objective and I know you will twist
any poll or forum to suit your objective. There is no question
that the cathedral should be restored, but prefereably return it
and the surrounding land to the people of Christchurch who
care about their heritage where the anglican church does not.

3/04/2013 23:55

75+

Ilam

C hristchurch

The Gothic stone cathedral was an important civic symbol of
the high aspirations of the Canterbury settlement and a link
with Christ Church cathedral Oxford. It of one of the trinity
of Gothic buildings: the cathedral, the old university and
museum. Restoration would be an information of the
founding values, and a future encouragement that a major
natural disaster will not prevail. restoration would likely bring
in more international support than other options. My first
preference

3/04/2013 23:57

25-34

Prebleton

Christchurch

Would like to see the old Cathedral Restored as it is a Icon for Very Simular to the Restored Version. Has a look of being
Canterbury and Christchurch.
modern but still very Traditional to Christchurch. Would fit in
quite well and would be the new look for the new Century..

3/04/2013 23:57

35-44

Christchurch

Christchurch

3/04/2013 23:58

25-34

Woolston

Christchurch

3/04/2013 23:59

25-34

mairehau

christchurch

nah - time to move on.

a bit boring

love it!!! city of the future!

Option 3

4/04/2013 0:00

15-24

Richmond

Christchurch

To miss the opportunity to further the cathedral and its place
within the city would be a shame, therefore i think that the
cathedral should be moved forward as a symbol and
centerpoint of the city, as opposed to rebuilt in the old form.
the city has changed and this is an opportunity to change the
cathedral with it!

While this moves the church forward, I think that it will not
generate as much interest and architectural focus as the
contemporary design.

This design will set up a precedent of bringing Christchurch
forward into the a new phase of reconstruction and progress
that will bring it into the 21st century as a city that acts as a
hub not only locally but for the wider Canterbury area, and
indeed the south island. Progress needs to be made to bring
Christchurch through its difficult times and into the future.
This design allows and sets up that trend.

Option 3

This design is perfect for our new vibrant city. We need to
Option 3
build something that will show the people of the future that
we had vision enough to build something that reflects our time
not the time of our forbears. I loved the original but now that
it is lost lets start over and build something for today
Difficult to see how this could be a Cathedral for the 21st
Century with its various limitations and huge costs

Costs & time frame seem exessive. It's time to move on.

not to mention the possible build time frame. More particularly I believe a rebuild simply denies the reality of the earthquake Option 3
and implies a fantasy of permanence which is not the truth for
those who have "no abiding city"."
I like how the traditional look is being kept but with modern
I think this looks too modern and will date quickly and does not Option 2
materials.
suit its surroundings.
Not very attractive (or is that just way it's been
I can see this being a real drawcard to the central city. This has Option 3
drawn/designed). Hard to replicate traditional stone building
some wow factor for a new Christchurch. I really like the
with modern materials. This would forever be compared with opening in the ceiling. The glass window is very grand in scale
the old, as a poor looking clone.
and boldness. Will the belfry house the existing bells? Will any
of the old, decorative or structural, be incororated into this
design?
Option 1
Option 1

This seems neither fish nor fowl. A traditional building would
be just backward looking and lacking the symbolism of full
restoration. My least preferred option.

A modern wooden building could be imaginative, although
Option 1
incorporation the rose window may not be fully satisfying as it
may involve mixed architectural styles. The new bell tower
loos distinctly odd from the illustration and does not fit the
remainder of the illustrated building. The facility to rearrange
internal spaces from the existing floor plan would be useful,
although care should be undertaken to avoid fixing a particular
arrangement

I feel that this does look nice however it would not suit the
Christchurch feel. the style of this does not even look like the
old Cathedral that we all know and love.

Option 2

Option 2
Option 2
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4/04/2013 0:01

55-64

Cambridge,Wai Cambridge
kato-formerly
Sumner,Ngai
Tahu-Ngai
Turahiri

4/04/2013 0:01

65-74

Paraparaumu

kapiti coast

4/04/2013 0:02

25-34

Sumner

Christchurch

I realise this will get a lot of support but I think the other two I like this- it could be an excellent compromise between the
options would give more to the new Christchurch city centre. traditional form and updated structural and use requirements
for the 21st century

This looks fantastic! Done right- i.e. using quality materials and Option 3
without cost-cutting being the main aim- this could be a
stunning new symbol of a rebuilt and revitalised Christchurch.
The inclusion of the Rose window is very clever and I think the
use of a timber structure would avoid the soulless feeling you
get in so many modern churches. It would have to be done
well though if it is going to work

4/04/2013 0:05

15-24

Bromley

Christchurch

I feel this would be the best option for the city. I have only
I feel this option isnt too bad. my only concern is that the
recentley moved to New Zealand from Scotland and have a
building will loose some of original character adn charm it once
great appreciation for old buildings having visited mant in
had.
Scotland. Having trained in architecture i understnad this
would be the most expensive option but i feel its really the only
option. I feel strongly about looking after and preserving old
buildings and keeping them at their former glory and to
destroy what is left of this once magnificant building would be
a crime in my eyes. i cant not fathem why it cold possible take
up to 22 years to complete. I myself am only 22 y

This option would be perfectly fine if the old building hadnt
Option 1
ever been there. to take down what is left of the building and
replace it with this is unthinkable. It would be a crime to get rid
of this once central building and a huge chunk of the cities
heritage

4/04/2013 0:10

25-34

Hillcrest

Hamilton

4/04/2013 0:11

35-44

Murray Aynsley Chch

As much as I love the idea of restoration and fully support it as Don't do it!!!! A rip off, of a beautiful old building in cheap
appearance 'modern' materials will not do this city or the
an option I can't help but worry about the cost and practical
outcomes. Emotionally, fond memories of watching my child church any favours 25 years in the future.
singing carols in the church, admiring the buildings interior
beauty, is now marred by 'what if it had happened then'.
Leave the restoration option for the Basilica, it is much more
deserving architecturally.

4/04/2013 0:12

65-74

St Albans

Christchurch

The Cathedral is an historic Christchurch icon

envisaged and built by the City's founding fathers. It is one of and forms the core of the City's "soul". It is not so badly
the few heritage buildings left standing in Christchurch
damaged that it cannot be repaired/strengthened/rebuilt

Option 1

4/04/2013 0:13

25-34

Forest lake

Hamilton

Looks good

Love the look of this option

Do not like option 3

Option 2

4/04/2013 0:15

15-24

North Beach

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:16

15-24

Avonhead

CHCH

No no no... this makes no sense? why rebuild something that
reminds us of death and destruction.
There has already been far to much money and time spent on
the cardboard cathedral, the very Least you can do it rebuild
canterburys main icon. I am from a catholic family and we all
see the Anglican Church as a very valuable land mark.

Nice design but wheres the personality of all the people that
live in Christchurch now? not 100 years ago.
This is a nice design, if rebuild is unable to happen this is
completely acceptable.

Amazing! reminds us of the quake but implies we are passed it Option 3
and have moved on. Looks fantastic.
Horrid!!!
Option 1

4/04/2013 0:18

45-54

Queenspark

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:21

35-44

Tahunanui (still Nelson
own a home in
Hillmorten
though ;) )

4/04/2013 0:22

15-24

Redcliffs

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:23

35-44

Dallington

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:23

55-64

West Melton

Selwyn

4/04/2013 0:24

35-44

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:25

55-64

Oratia

Auckland

4/04/2013 0:26

45-54

Heathcote

4/04/2013 0:28

55-64

4/04/2013 0:28

Gosh-for a minute I thought it was trying to be St Pauls,
No,the old church reeked exclusivity and was so dark.It had
lovely features eg the frescoes below the rose window but not Dunedin which is such a beautiful light building,however it
looks too much like a compromise.
enough to warrant restoration.

Exciting, and there is nothing wrong with being adventurous- Option 3
look at Coventry and Auckland's Holy Trinity-which frankly is
probably one of our greatest late 20th century churches-I gasp
when I enter it- and the Shane Cotton windows are taonga like
no other.Christchurch had a tradition of architects like
Pascoe,Beaven and Warren who stretched the boundaries
and the new cathedral should do this.Christchurch could have
a truly beautiful yet stunning building to mark it's resurrection
from the rubble-Go for it.
I feel this much more depicts the focus of the Cathedral and
the People of God The eye is drawn upward to the ceiling
which to me emboidies the people and their journey towards
God. It is a stimulating design.

Fantastic. A modern building that will be more functional for
the congregation.
Warren and Mahoney's design is outstanding and a beautiful
example of modern construction techniques, coupled with
sound architectural understanding of the modern needs of a
church and it's community. I beleive the wider community will
take ownership of this new design readily once built if it is
done so well and quickly. People have short memories!

Option 3

Option 3
Select Option

Modern and fresh with special memories still present ( e.g rose Option 3
window) Appears to be friendly and great use of space. I really
like the modern welcoming vestibule. It seems light and airy
better value for money
Too expensive :)

Wouldn't mind if others are keen on this option, it is a bit
samey of other places around the world

faster, cheaper and new and different, unique for Christchurch Option 3
- excellent. Praying for you guys, kia kaha and may the Lord be
with you all :)

Option 3
love the deign of this one. New city, so why not a new
cathedral. Its beautifully done while it still holds traditional
aspects therefore the best of both worlds. I especially love the
roof with the cross.
I think this would be the best option - it's a beautiful
combination of keeping some of the old Cathedral that we
knew, loved and grew up with but also using the opportunity
to rebuild a new, fresh, modern building.

I think this is a little too futuristic!

Option 2

Too much looking to the past instead of the future. We
cannot ignore the fact that our lives have been changed by
the earthquakes, so why should our cathedral which is so
central to our community life not reflect a change, and a
moving forward Too costly

A slightly impoverished image of the glory of the original with
no real message

Option 3 seems the most appealing to me. It is more open to
its surrounding, give a feel of being more open and
outreaching to the community around it. It also is the most
sensible option in terms of cost and time needed for
completing the building

Option 3

Just way too expensive to be spending that sort of money on
restoring it

I think we need to go for this option as it is in keeping with
what we had, but not the hug price tag like they have to
restore it!
A fitting salute to past and future

Don't like it, it looks like half a boat plonked on its end!

Option 2

Too much change

Option 2

Christchurch

still love this

very nice looks beautiful inside

Oxford

Canterbury

Restoration of the cathedral will link the future with the past in
a way that only Cantabrians who have a long history with
Christchurch can appreciate. The present cathedral is the
heart and soul of our city. More than just a religious institution
it is an icon that is recognised worldwide. Having lost so much
of the history of our city, to restore the cathedral to its
former glory would surely typify the spirit of all Cantabrians in
the face of adversity.

Option 2
not nice, too modern from what we are use to and doe not
give you that blessed feeling at all...an architects dream but for
the average Christian its horrid
Option 1

25-34

St Martins

Christchurch

Given that it is technically feasible to restore the Cathedral
and bring it up to Building Code requirements, this option
should be given top priority. The comments in the design
summary about this option being less seismically resilient than
a new building seem like an attempt to steer people's opinion
away from this option. We have already seen that the
strengthened part of the existing Cathedral performed
relatively well in earthquakes - much of the damage to the
main body of the building seemed to be caused by the failure
of the tower. I would not be opposed to the tower being

4/04/2013 0:29

45-54

St Albans

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:30

65-74

Marybank

Nelson

4/04/2013 0:31

25-34

Grey Lynn

Auckland

4/04/2013 0:32

75+

Parklands

Timaru

I find it interesting that although this option is a new build, the The description of this design states that elements of the
uncertainty levels on the costs and timeframes are similar to
existing building can be incorporated
those for the restoration option. This indicates to me that less
effort has been put into design and costing of this option,
which doesn't allow for a valid comparison with the
contemporary option.

Option 1

This is a fantastic design that in the future will be
Option 3
representative of a time in Christchurch's history and how the
city evolved and renewed. You could also use some of the old
stone to create a small model of the old cathedral to sit in the
grounds or use some of the old stone to create something else
in the grounds.
Option 2

Really like this idea. I'm a descendant of J. E. FitzGerald, and
should like to see his memorial window restored. Is there any
knowledge of how this window fared in the quake?
Would be fantastic to see resored to former glory but way too No thanks
expensive

Love the comtemporary design and could become a piece of
art like the Guggenheim. The money it would have taken to
resore the original cathedral could be better served rebuilding
the rest of the city

Option 3

This beautiful design will show the young people that the
church is modern and in touch with their generation. Perhaps
this will help to bring young people back into the church

Option 3
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4/04/2013 0:33

45-54

Redwood

Christchurch

Please restore to its former glory.

4/04/2013 0:34

35-44

Opawa

Christchurch

No, huge expense.

4/04/2013 0:34

55-64

westmorland

CHRISTCHURC This would be my second choise, but cost is a big problem.
H

4/04/2013 0:37

15-24

Eden Terrace

Auckland

4/04/2013 0:38

25-34

city centre

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:38

35-44

glennross

dunedin

this building is how christchurch was named! once it is gone
there is no getting her back. we have a short history and the
way things are going we will have an even shorter history. its
to easy to just bowl over a building and rebuild one with no
history or character. breaks my heart to see the heart of my
old home town being treated with out the respect she
deserves.

this would be my second choice... not the same tho

JUST UGLY !!!!

Option 1

4/04/2013 0:39

55-64

Northwood

North

Nice, but too expensive

Time to move on and the cost is not justifiable.

Is quite inspirational and affordable. Just do it!

Option 3

4/04/2013 0:39

65-74

Burnside

Christchurch

1st choice for me - Yes - would prefer this option (BUT I have 2nd choice for me (but again would not mind the other two
surprised myself because I also like the other two options)
options)

3rd choice for me (but I do like this one very much and would
not mind if it is decided upon )

Select Option

4/04/2013 0:40

35-44

Lyttelton

Christchurch

I favour this design...what little is left needs to be saved

4/04/2013 0:40

25-34

Riccarton

Christchurch

Christchurch shouldn't dwell in the past, it makes no sense to The traditional Church is beautiful but is not quite right for
rebuild something like that. Christchurch's new city plans have Christchurch.
us coming into the 21st Century with a bang, we should not be
going backwards but going forwards.

A beautiful stand alone centre for Christchurch. I am really for Option 3
the Contemporary style because it is modern, fresh and the
perfect centre for Christchurch. It will stand in our square for
years to come for generations to see how we took the bull by
the horns and restarted our broken city. A really nice thing to
do would be to use some of the existing cathedral as a
monument to remember the victims of the Quake.

4/04/2013 0:41

15-24

Burwood

Christchurch

Best option. Because its such an important icon , and probably I like the entry idea but it could be better if this entry was used
one of the last bits of history we have left in the city, why not but in option one.
put the money into restoring this church. Yes its the 'more
expensive' option but seriously, why not keep the icon as close
to how it was. Its something people will come to see,
something Cantaberians will appreciate.

Ugly, we have enough glass going into the city, stop being so Option 1
modern and futuristic, and try think of what city we are in. We
need to keep some sort originality, and one iconic piece of
history in this city. just going to make people more unhappy,
then happy.

4/04/2013 0:43

35-44

Ladbrooks

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:44

45-54

St Albans

CHCH 8052

This seems like a huge waste of money and resources. It's
more important to go forward than dwell in the past

Option 1
Meeh, if you must, but no, this offers nothing new apart from
the materials
This would be my first choise Built with a new wooden
structure, but using existing stone to reclad the outside, If
moden clading materials used it would look very odd.
It's OK but will probably look odd with the newer landmarks
which will be in the CBD
Looks amazing only issue is the time spent on build.

Yes, this is a fantastic design.

Option 3

If moden clading used in option two, would rather see
complete new building.

Select Option

Christchurch, the city that never changes should push forward Option 3
into the modern era. Perhaps this should be a testament to the
fact that life should go forward.
The reason I choose option 3 is mainly because of the money Option 3
and the time spent on the build. 22 year just seems too long to
wait. Its new, edgy and as much as many dont want to realise
many of our well known and loved heritage buildings are gone.
Its onwards an upwards and this new idea would bring MANY
too Christchurch and will always be known in years to come it
was the hope, the start to the new Christchurch that was
taken away from many. Also the price tag. That money should
be spent on peoples homes. Go with a cheaper yet exciting
option and lets get this loveable city on track.

Option 1

I love the interior and think the exterior is also interesting and Option 3
would be a great replacement. Also like the fact it is more
seismically safe and cheaper.
I support 3 because it is time to move fwd. This is a great
Option 3
tribute to the change the earthquakes have wrought (do we
still wear bell bottoms to work?). The old cathedral served us
well for a century, lay her to rest in peace. A new design will
serve new generations with the same timeless values of
Christianity in a contemporary idiom. Our faith has seen off
Rome, Paganism, Communism, and 20 centuries of change but
remains the same. ~ John Stringer (ex Chch Anglican
pastor)

4/04/2013 0:44

25-34

Christchurch

Rangiora

4/04/2013 0:45

45-54

Lyttelton

Christchurch

I would love to have the cathedral restored, although 20 years Option 2 (Traditional) is my favourite - it harks back to the
is just too long.
past, closely resembling the current (though undamaged)
cathedral, yet would be made in a more modern yet at the
same time traditional design.

4/04/2013 0:45

15-24

Shirley

Christchurch

Such a beautiful design!! It incorporates the best aspects of
I do not see it as a wise option. It is of too higher cost. Plus I
It looks slightly like a large egg.
personally didn't like the look of the cathedral. I think change is the original cathedral and adds a lovely new, modern touch to
good!
it. I think it links Christchurch's heritage into the design but will
also compliment the new buildings that will eventually b in the
CBD.

4/04/2013 0:45

35-44

Te Aro

Wellington

This would simply echo a conservatism that has hung around
this church's neck like a hangman's noose for too long. It was
never the intention of this church's missionaries and
transplanters to entomb us, and even if it was its time for
resurrection.

4/04/2013 0:46

45-54

sovereign
Palms

Kaiapoi

4/04/2013 0:46

55-64

Mairehau

Christchurch

Shouldn't even be considered. It will never give people
certainty that it is safe. It is part of the old heritage of
Christchurch which has gone and we should be thinking of
how we can welcome a new heritage to this city which has
changed forever. To hark back to old designs when we have
the opportunity to look to the future is to rob future
generations of the opportunity for something special.

Same old same old

Absolutely stunning design, both inside and out. It would be a
new iconic building for Christchurch and hopefully encouage
other architects to extend their thinking rather than just
designing oncrete & glass boxes.

Option 3

4/04/2013 0:48

25-34

Hei Hei

Chirstchurch

weakest option due to seismic issues / flexibility of future use
/ cost / and it's lack of interaction with the outside
community.

better than option one, but still has a restrictive feel to its
focus.

best option because of its flexibility of use and its appearance
and what that communicates about the building which
represents the church /God. The incorporation of some
original features such as the rose window is crucial to this
design also as this respects the heritage, history and memory
of the original building.

Option 3

4/04/2013 0:50

15-24

Cashmere

Christchurch

A fine conservative option, but I feel it would not sufficiently
recognize the loss that was suffered by Cantabrians in the
earthquakes... I feel the fact that we are not how we once
were should be shown through the cathedral. Also a bit too
expensive.

This is by far my preferred option - it incorporates basic
elements which tie to the old cathedral, and the design is
sufficiently traditional that it should age well without looking
like an embarrassing attempt at modernization 10 years down
the track. However it recognizes that the people of
Christchurch have changed in their needs both due to the
earthquake and the ambulatory nature of society.

While I am not in general against contemporary designs, some Option 2
aspects of the one in question is deeply incongruent with an
environment in which I would be happy to worship, fellowship
or join with the wider community. I believe that within a few
years it would look like a novelty cathedral which was
established simply for the sake of doing something new,
different and 'futuristic' looking. The floor plan for it is
excellent, the shape and extensive use of glass could be good
if the resultant effect was similar to that on the Christchurch
art gallery so that it weathers time and developin

4/04/2013 0:52

25-34

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

To expensive and may take too long to complete. Also I wasn't Too much like the old cathedral.
a fan of the old cathedral.

4/04/2013 0:54

45-54

Northwood

Christchurch

4/04/2013 0:55

15-24

Christchurch

Christchurch

Love it

Same as option 1

Option 2
Option 3 (Contemporary) is hideous.

This is by far and away the most appropriate design for a new
expression of hope at a new time in a new resettlement.

Option 2

Option 2

Option 3

I am surprised that I actually love the new design over the two Option 3
others as I expected I would like the restored or traditional but
the new contemporary design gets my vote as it is a beautiful
design that I think will draw the crowds, be wonderful to be
inside and be a tourist winner

My favourite, the cheapest and quickest option to build. Also
modern and iconic that will stand to test of time.

Option 3
Option 3

I would love to see the old Christchurch Cathedral restored.
Yes, the rebuild will be lengthy, and yes it will be costly but our
heritage is something that we need to hold on to, and the
Cathedral has been Christchurch's icon for a very long time.
As residents planning on staying in CHCH - please give us a bit
of heritage to cling on to. It seems that everything else is
under the demolition hammer. The rebuild CAN be done, so
let's do it. In terms of troubleshooting the restoration - get
CHCH residents involved - I am certain that if you needed help
restoring it, many local companies

Not overly fussed about this design. It looks to be very
'copycat' to the old Cathedral and I feel it would be insincere
to build this on the site of the old one, when the old one can
be restored.

I have no interest in this design at all. I feel that although it is Select Option
currently contemporary, in twenty years it will look dated and
cheap. Not only will it make a mockery of the heritage
buildings left in the square, but it will dwarf everything around
it. Too big, too loud, too modern. Tasteless. Sorry - but true!
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4/04/2013 0:56

25-34

Denver

4/04/2013 0:57

25-34

4/04/2013 0:59

CITY/AREA:
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Looks more like a spaceship than a church

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Sumner

Denver,
Colorado USA
Christchurch

Please restore! When we lived in ChCh it was a great sight to
see this beautiful church.
Novel but here is a chance to do something amazing

55-64

Spreydon

South west

Least practical and most expensive. Difficult to see cultural
A nice gesture towards those who like the old cathedral
benefit or emotional satisfaction in this backward-looking
design. Better use of resources, safer. Still too expensive.
option. Personally, I don't think this option is good stewardship
of resources and is of doubtful historical value if a complete
rebuild.

An excellent (inspired!) design, forward looking and
Option 3
contexturally will work much better. This is definately a design
for the future and one that will suit the new Christchurch
when it eventually emerges. Great use of resources and great
appeal to non-church goers. As a christian, I think this is
responsible use of church resources. Its a pity those wanting
to retain an old expensive design don't actually attend
cathedral services and don't join in what the church is actually
there for.

4/04/2013 0:59

55-64

Merivale

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:00

65-74

Marybank

Nelson ex
Christchurch

This design is of a differenttime and a different world - we
have moved on from the middle ages.
The original cathedral was never a great building when
compared to churches in the UK or Europe. Move on to
another era and something new.

Absolutely fabulous - it will be unique - just like the new
Option 3
Christchurch
Option 3
Beautiful. What an opportunity to build a wonderful modern
cathedral in keeping with the times, for the future. This
building will bring in far more tourists than the original or a
replica! Show the world what we can do and showcase our
wonderful timber which was the cornerstone of NZ building in
the past. It only makes sense to have something new and
wonderful - one should never go back.

4/04/2013 1:02

25-34

Belfast

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:04

45-54

Kumeu

Auckland

4/04/2013 1:04

55-64

Broadfield

Christchurch

waste of time and money - we need to move on.

4/04/2013 1:04

25-34

Shirley

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:07

25-34

Merivale

Christchurch

Our heritage is important and this is an historic
landmark/building. We need to preserve our history.
Not a fan. Too long to rebuild... and not resillient enough to
seismic movements in future when compared with other
options

4/04/2013 1:07

25-34

Pinehill

Auckland

to have clock on the "tower" would be awesome"

Option 3

4/04/2013 1:08

25-34

Addington

Christchurch

Option 3

4/04/2013 1:11

25-34

Linwood

Christchurch

What a waste of money! Think of all the amazing worthwhile Same as above - though slightly better. It's still too much to
spend on an old building with limited purpose.
things you could do with $104M-$221M. A building is only a
thing, it's not the beating heart of a city or community. The
Cathedral was never the icon of Christchurch and does not
justify such ostentatious expenditure - privately funded or not.

This is the way forward. Acknowledge the past yes, but move
with the times asl well.
The spire is cool but the main building is pretty unappealing. I
prefer none of these options. Personally I think the cathedral
should be made safe, then left as is with a garden and seating
to create a truly spiritual and healing space, open to the sky
and sheltered from the wind.

4/04/2013 1:12

45-54

Rangiora

Rangiora

Too expensive, too slow to build, too many constraints on
mission.

Option two is also beautiful inside and possibly has more
gathering space. Of the three it has the better facilities
because of the larger gathering space and the bigger children's
chapel which could be used for many different things. From
the outside it will probably please no one, being neither old or
new. Very expensive compared with option three which has
not much less functionality and more design integrity (ie. it is
not pretending to be the old building).

First reactions to cathedral designs: Sad that renewed ancient Option 3
vision is the controlling theme. This has locked us into retaining
the cruciform footprint and all its attendant disadvantages. No
option has enough gathering space. No option will easily allow
for data projection, so we are locked into 15th century
technology. This is a major fail and greatly hinders our ability to
reach most people under 50 ( I am very serious about this). It
is also seems that we do not expect that cathedral to develop
a community of any depth, otherwise we would have more hall
and meeting spaces for fellowsh

4/04/2013 1:12

55-64

St Albans

Christchurch

Not a good potion to me

4/04/2013 1:12

25-34

Linwood

Christchurch

It was the past - willtake to long and cost to much and
probably there arent the craftsmen available
Ideal option, alas, very costly.

I like this option - time to move on - affordable & will happen
in a reasonable time frame
Not a nice looking building. Very little personality. It kind of
looks like the Opera houses poorer cousin twice removed.

4/04/2013 1:12

45-54

Russley

Christchurch

Incredibily expensive and it is time to move on.

4/04/2013 1:13

15-24

Halswell

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:15

15-24

Mairehau

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:15

45-54

Weedons

Selwyn

This would look and feel unsafe. It does nothing to encourage Looks nice enough, but it's a compromise. If you're going to
us all to move forward, and provides no new inspiration.
rebuild, be bold and create something stunning.

The option showed in the graphic is stunning! It's easily more Option 3
affordable and allows the church to weight it's financial
commitment towards people rather than buildings. I would
imagine it would be accoustically superior??? This design
would create a new attraction for visitors to see Christchurch
in a new way. I've always been in favour of looking forward
rather than dwelling on what was. This design is inspirational.
Well done.

4/04/2013 1:16

35-44

Avonside

Christchurch

After the cities were bombed in England some buildings were Of option two and three, this is the lesser of two evils.
restored, some were rebuilt. Without exception the restored
buildings have become national treasures, while the 'modern'
buildings are dated and drab. We've lost so much in
Christchurch. The Anglican church promoted the cathedral as
the icon of Christchurch. To do anything other than restore
this building would simply be self-aggrandisement.

This building is out of place in Christchurch. The architect
Option 1
seems to have thought too much about the building, and too
little about it's setting and the city. I know cities evolve, but
the point is, they evolve. They don't suddenly become
something they've never been. After the novelty wears off
(and it always wears off quickly) this building will sit, oddly and
self consciously, awkward in it's desperation to be part of a
city it doesn't suit.

no point either go for a new style encompassing old or go for
the original

Awful - neither respects the past nor clebrates the future.
Why try to replicate the original? It may be slightly different
but is essentially a modern copy than the damaged cathedral.

This is what a lot of cantabrians will remember the cathedral as This is the option I personally think would be great to see in
being and think it would be great to see it back to its former
our city. A traditional church that still looks like the original
glory, but seeing as though this opportunity has come along to with a few 'upgrades'. Love it!!!
make SOME modifications I say go for it!

no imagination

Option 1

Best option by far. Stands head an shoulders above the rest. It Option 3
breaths life into the church and represents the rebuilding of a
NEW and reinvigorated city. Keep the features traditional to an
extent but make the most of working with a clean slate. The
old cathedral can be seen in the this option, it is a reflection, a
contemporary reflection, of what once was. It is the dawn of a
new city so signal that. It will set itself as an attraction to
come to for those from a religious and non religious back
ground. On top of which it is the cheaper, faster build option
of the the ones available. it

Option 2
Hate it!!!! Too space aged, nothing like the original and
reminds me of the Sydney opera house. We need to hold on to
our uniqueness that is the Christchurch cathedral!

I feel option 3 compliments the old structure, allowing the old
to to be recognised and also allowing the city to progress and
move forward as it should. cheers dj
love it - new,bold and signifies a bright future. I feel it will be
attractive to a much younger generation of worshippers and
travellers. Also support the cardboard cathedral and enjoying
its progress.

Option 3

Option 3

Option 1
Represents a modernisation of traditional style and I like this
option although lengthy build time

Given the cost of Option 1 I think this is the most logical
choice for the new Cathedral

Option 3
Initially I did not like the design and found it to be out of
keeping with how a Church/cathedral should look. But now I
have come round I think it would represent a true
modernisation and could be a good way to show the
Christchurch has moved past the events of the Earthquakes
into a new era with this modern iconic architecture. I think it
would be an allure for tourism and would put Chch on the map
in much the same way Utzon's opera house design did for
Sydney.

Select Option

Option 3
Option 2

Nice, but we will have absolutely modern buildings all around it Sensible but also attractive in terms of visual appeal and it has Option 3
so it will be quite out of place.
curves
Option 3
While restoring the cathedral gives a nice sense of continuity
The city isn't being rebuilt as-it-was—why should the
to the city, it also feels somehow dishonest. The old cathedral
cathedral? I feel that this design is a great metaphor for the
is gone, lost to the same event that destroyed most of the
journey that Christchurch is on. 80% of the city is being
city—indeed, the ruined cathedral is arguably one of the most
demolished and built anew—it seems fitting that the cathedral
iconic images of the quake. So, in a way, rebuilding the
is a reflection of this. I like that you've included the rose
cathedral as it was is just sweeping that part of the history
window—linking it back to the past—but I really wish there
under the rug.
was a stronger connection between the old and the new. 20%
of Christchurch remains—we should keep more than just 5%
of the old cathedral. Perhaps a modern spire rising above a
partial deconstruction of the old? Bob Parker's p
Option 3

CATHEDRAL
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4/04/2013 1:19

AGE
35-44

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

Dunedin (from Dunedin (Born
Linwood)
& Bred ChCh)

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

Thankfully we have gotten past the charades what were the
All I have to say about a restored Cathedral is said above.
assertions from the Church that the building was beyond
repair & must come down immediately. Aside from the over
inflated time scale & price, this option is without a doubt the
best one. Let all of the other wonderful new buildings speak to
ChCh's future, but lets let this building speak to our past &
humanities wonderful ability to acknowledge those who have
gone before us. Quite possibly one of the finest buildings in
the whole Southern Hemisphere, a restored Cathedral would
be granted World Heritage Status, along with it'

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:
Once again, let the new, wonderful & magnificent buildings
and architecture speak to Christchurch's future. The Church
already has a magnificent ground breaking and wonderful nod
to the future in the 'temporary' cathedral under construction.
Please let the stunning new commercial and residential
architecture be the face of the future, and let the restored
Cathedral be a testament to the ingenuity and down right
stubborn nature of humanity to overcome adversity.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 1

4/04/2013 1:21

25-34

Sumner

Christchurch

Option 3

4/04/2013 1:22

25-34

Christchurch

Option 2

4/04/2013 1:22

65-74

North New
Brighton
Islington

4/04/2013 1:24

15-24

upper riccarton christchurch

4/04/2013 1:25

35-44

Fendalton

Christchurch

Christchurch

This would be my first choice, but only if it could be done
This would be my second choice.
safely. The Catholic Cathedral was taken apart stone by stone
to rebuild. Why can't we?
costly and the time frame seems extraordinarily long. chch has
changed and living in the past will not provide a cohesive new
city
Given that engineers who have worked on rebuilds/restores of
historic buildings in other earthquake zones have said it's
saveable this is my only choice.

This looks more like modern art than a Cathedral. Don't like it.

Option 1

really good idea, if the church wants to be modern what better Option 3
way to attract people.
Option 1

4/04/2013 1:26

15-24

Addington

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:26

45-54

leeston

christchurch

Option 1

4/04/2013 1:27

45-54

Greenhithe

Auckland

4/04/2013 1:29

45-54

Lyttelton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:30

45-54

Onekawa

Napier

With all that Christchurch has lost historically, this one building
that represents the history of this beautiful city should rise like
a phoenix from the ashes. When you think of Christchurch,
you think of the Cathedral. Please put it back.

4/04/2013 1:30

35-44

Central City

Christchurch

While I am sad to see this icon of Christchurch go, I believe the This would be an ok option
cost to make this building safe enough for anyone to ever go
near again is not worth it - when compared with an option to
present a new interpretation of what is needed from the
church in the central city. An unrealistic option

4/04/2013 1:33

25-34

Titirangi

Auckland

4/04/2013 1:36

25-34

Burwood

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:36

45-54

ex city/linwood Chch / now
Nelson

As this building has huge historical significance to the city and
its people past, and present and should be there for the
future generations as well. Although I understand that this is
primarily a place of worship, it is so much more for many
people. Our City was built by our forefathers around this
building. In my opinion the Church alone has not been the only
ones who have maintained (and will again in the future) the
Cathedral, ratepayers have and so have the tourists. I am
shocked and disgusted at the stance the church (and others
)has taken over restoring such an important piece of

4/04/2013 1:37

25-34

Waikuku

Christchurch

Looking backwards

4/04/2013 1:39

35-44

City

Christchurch

4/04/2013 1:41

35-44

mt eden

auckland

gorgeous but lack of easy seismic upgrading definite downside looks good. mix of old and new. probably the best option
(depending on costing) to keep everyone happy. newer safer
building with a hint of the old to remind us of what was lost
without bankrupting the church in the process.

moving forward. cheaper and more practical modern design.
personally would prefer this option but think that there would
be some ongoing negativity that would be best avoided.

Option 2

4/04/2013 1:45

45-54

Wainoni

Christchurch

I find ths very ugly.

Option 1

4/04/2013 1:47

15-24

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

This is the best option. We need our past. The Cathedral was
our beautiful icon.
I liked the original design of the Cathedral, and enjoyed walking I don't see any point in designing something new that looks
through it. I thought however that the interior was nicer than "traditional". Will just end up looking like something from
the exterior (which I felt was a bit plain), so for this reason this Disneyland."
is my lease favourite option.

4/04/2013 1:48

45-54

Rangiora

Canterbury

MUNTED - had its day, make way for evolution - MOVE ON

YAWN

4/04/2013 1:48

45-54

Aranui

Christchurch

Let me just start by saying I am not religious at all, so the
Cathedral is not a building I have spent much time in. I have
lived in Christchurch for 20 years, but I was born in Dunedin,
and consider that to be my nostalgic home, so I also have no
happy childhood memories of visits to the square/church.
Truthfully, I have no strong attachment to what replaces the
cathedral, I am not invested, as it were. But I do think that just
because a building is old, doesn't make it good. Buildings must
be functional within their environment. As I said, I have lived
here over 20 years and had hardly

When I first saw the 3 options, I thought this was the best.
Enough old school to mark it as a tribute to what was, but with
better safety, lighter materials and less of a price-tag - though
I don't see money as much of an issue - it's the church's
money, they can spend as much as they want, and of course,
they can build what they want. But as the Bishop points out,
the more money you spend on bricks and mortar, the less you
have to spend on the ministry. However what this building has
in durability, it lacks in imagination and inclusiveness, like its
perdecessor.

4/04/2013 1:50

25-34

Sydenham

Christchurch

I like the idea of rebuilding what we had and restoring a city
icon. It wasn't just a building or a place of worship, it was part
of what we call home and represented the heart of our city.
However, I dont think most people (local and visitor) would
accept it as being safe anymore. Cost is an issue of course
but I think the safety perception is probably the bigger hurdle...
there isn't much point having it if people dont feel comfortable
being in it I guess.

I love this idea!! It seems the perfect mix of the old and the
new, representing what we had and what was lost but bringing
it into a safer, modern time. I would say this is the fairest way
to compromise the two extreme views of rebuilding the old
cathedral and completely rebuilding something new.

I really don't like this. There is nothing wrong with the design Option 2
but it holds no relevance to the iconic building we've had at
the heart of our city all our lives. Just because we had an
earthquake does that mean we have to lose all our history as
well?? I think it would be comforting to see something we
loved being brought back to life rather than thrown out like
yesterdays newspaper. So much of Christchurch has already
been demolished and lost to make way for new, safer, modern
buildings - isn't that enough already? If we build a totally new
and 'modern' cathedral our child

4/04/2013 1:51

15-24

Ilam

Christchurch

waste of money

best value for money, prettiest

ugly and horrible, will be an eyesore

Option 2

i would love for it to go back to traditional .. i went through the
cathedral before the quake hit it and it very beautiful inside.. to
see it at it glory once again would be wonderful..
Would be wonderful to restore back to original - however, far
too expensive and will take far too long to complete so those
factors negate this option

Still too expensive and too long to complete

This is the most logical option - it meets all the criteria plus is
the most cost effective and will be completed in half the time
of the other options - much better to have use of the new
cathedral sooner rather than later.

Option 3

Marvelous, daring, pacific, inspiring, and it would be good to
enjoy it before 2020!

Option 3
Select Option

Obviously, the most cost effective option, and an opportunity
to create an incredible piece of architecture that could
become an international draw-card/pilgrimage...great to
include surviving aspects of the old cathedral. I guess I'd like
to know - will there be an international/national competition
for the design? I am pretty tired of the old boys club of
Warren and Mahony design.

Option 3

I love this option. In my mind it celebrates the rebirth of
Option 3
Christchurch, in a rising from the ashes sort of way. It
references the original structure while providing a beautiful
modern building that also has high levels of seismic resilience.
Christchurch will never be the same following the earthquake,
and I think rebuilding the original cathedral does a disservice to
Christchurch's future as a vibrant, modern city.
Far to expensive do we are a church community not have
better uses for our money and resources. We could rebuild a
number of churches for the cost of restoring one church.

This option by far is the better option! It's keeping the look of
our old Gothic church but incorporates new features and is
much cheaper than the Restore option.

Looks lovely now but will this not date?

Option 2

Option 1

Ok

Fresh new look, moving forward and elegant. Great that
Option 3
elements of the old are retained, like the rose window.
As a long-time lapsed Anglican, I have no real right to hold an Option 3
opinion either way really, it's your property - do as you will!
BUT, as you asked, something contemporary seems more
authentic, more honest. Something looking forward, or at least
to where we are now, seems more hopeful. Good luck

Option 3
This is my favourite option by far. If it can be built to a high
standard with modern materials, I'm all for it. I like the design in
the consultation (even if the one shown isn't used), and as
long as it is architecturally interesting I'd be very happy to see
this in the square. There's a nice sense of calm when one
walks into a church or other spiritual place, so I hope that the
new interior feels as special and as quiet as the old one did.
Love it - inspires great excitement for the future of our city - Option 3
an inter-generational icon in the making
Having not liked the look of the initial image, I had pretty much Option 3
written this option off, but as I read the blurb I was instantly
attracted by the language of inclusion. It identifies the lack of
openness that the old building had and suggests something
that really addresses it. Unfortunately the images are rather
misleading. Options 2 & 3 look ghostly in places and don't do
justice to the way in which they are described. The interior of
this church is a stunning space and outside, the wide entranceway throws open its arms to welcome you in.

Option 2

CATHEDRAL
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OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:
Restore in stone? Forget it!

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

Option 3

55-64

Addington

Christchurch
8024

4/04/2013 1:56

15-24

Sockburn

CHRISTCHURC Time to go, needs a new look, we are re-building our damaged Is nice having the Traditional Features but the tower does not Looks great, is a fresh new look that shows Christchurch is a
strong city and ready to face anything that is thrown at us.
H
city so why not set it off with a new look.
work with the rest of the architectural aspects and ruins the
Still has some traditional elements with a touch of modern.
look.
The city is going to be re-built in quite a modern light so why
not merge the cathedral into that look also?

Option 3

4/04/2013 1:56

25-34

Waltham

Christchurch

This looks terrible and out of character. Unless Destiny's
Church is taking over. Then it's right on the money.

Option 2

4/04/2013 1:58

55-64

Heathcote
Valley

Christchurch

In absolute honesty - this is OK, but still is not a patch on the
original cathedral.

Option 1

4/04/2013 2:04

25-34

Mt Eden

Auckland

While it would be great to restore the icon, the duration of
This is a nice option. It would be nice to see if it was possible
build and cost of materials is likely to be a greater burden than to construct the interior from a darker wood as pictured in
the advantages gained by this option.
option one (restore), which would make the difference less
striking. This is a practical choice and gets a close second vote
from me.

I love the contemporary design. Getting a functional new
Option 3
Cathedral that is designed in sympathy with the original plans
is nice. Are there still church bells? I hope so! It would be good
to see more original features incorporated into the design to
make it feel less alien to older community members (e.g. the
Rose Window could be closer to the original design), and I am
not a fan of the coppery interior colours for the same reason.
A cream ceiling with ashy dark brown coloured wooden
buttresses designed in to a modern aesthetic might be a good
compromise.

4/04/2013 2:06

25-34

Shirley

Christchurch

The Christ Church Cathedral is such a symbol of Our city and
is a wonderful symbol of Our past. Whether of Anglican faith
or otherwise, Our Cathedral has always, and will always, be a
centrestone of our community and a new building will never
connect us with our past or our pre-earthquake selves. The
input of time and money to restore it will teach our future
generations that we were not 'just a quick and cheap fix'
society and will show our young that dedication to a long-term
project brings far greater rewards than the more instant and
temporary satisfaction of something done quickly.

Option 1
This building holds no significance to any of us. I love the
Christ Church Cathedral's design and function as it is now and
to me this is just another new building in the city (and we will
have so many of them soon). This (option 3) would just be
another new building with no relevance to most Cantabrians.

4/04/2013 2:08

35-44

Burwood

Cgristchurch

I will miss it though. "
Although I loved the old Cathedral. With all of the seismic
activity in Canterbury at the moment I think it would be a huge
mistake to "fix it up" as we would forever be repairing it

4/04/2013 2:10

25-34

Botany Downs Auckland

4/04/2013 2:12

35-44

Sumner

Christchurch

Unexciting, outdated

Better than the restore, nice but still not really exciting

4/04/2013 2:14

55-64

Lynmore

Rotorua

Surely too costly and could still be damaged if another
earthquake hit the area. Plus the length of time for building
completion seems to be too long.

Similar thoughts to the above

4/04/2013 2:15

55-64

Tinwald

Ashburton

I like where they're going with this option, it just needs work as
it's a little plain. Keeping the traditional image but improving
and building upon it is an inspiring metaphor.
No - I don't think this is a satisfactory option. It is a pale
comparison to the beautiful original building.

While this option is much more pleasing than option 3, if we
are going to invest time and money into making the Christ
Church Cathedral beautiful again, let's do it properly and
restore (option 1). The extra investment of time and money
for option 1 will be well worth it over the thousands of years
ahead of us :-)

A possibility - but still not as good as Sir Miles Warren's
"wooden gothic vision" as shown in The Press. [March 14] I
agree with his sentiments - "To rebuild Christ Church
Cathedral as it was supposed to be

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

4/04/2013 1:53

Rebuilding the same old thing is a step backward rather than
the way forward. It truly was a magnificent building but do we
really need to adhere to the past so firmly.
I think the Diocese should commence a fundraising project to
restore the original building. I have emailed through my
reasoning for this to the Diocesan website and also to the
Bishop on other occasions. I would be happy to commit
personal funds to the restoration.

Traditional in stone? Forget it!

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

I do like this design, although I do think that if we are going to Option 3
rebuild it should be as modern looking and as strong as possible
to see us through another 100 plus years of service.
I'm usually all for keeping historical buildings alive, but this
design is actually really beautiful and I couldn't say no to it.
That's probably because it keeps the basic classical elements
and skeleton structure underneath the modern impact value.

Option 3

Amazing! Love the tower and it looks incredible from the
inside.
Love the look of this modern one - with the use of timber,
lower cost and completion time. I have only visited
Christchurch and enjoyed viewing the old cathedral. Perhaps
it's time to move forward.

Option 3

Totally against this option. To us this is going backwards rather Better than Option 1 but still not our preferred option due to
than worshipping God today. The huge financial cost is
its limitation & restrictions on the best use of space & modern
significant but not the only consideration.
technology. The length of time & the large financial cost are
important but not our prime reason for being less than
enthusiastic about this option.

Easily the best option. This enables the best use of modern
technology & design as well as the efficient use of space to
meet today's needs as well as hopefully providing for future
generations a great meeting place to be with God. It enables
todays christians to have an input to the glory of God.

Option 3

Waste of time money and resources. Christchurch is working Perfect. Contemporary twist on a traditional design.
towards a bigger brighter future with new architecture and a Sustainable realistic time frame to be built and a safe option
more contemporary designs. It would be better to have a more that will fit in with the chch rebuild designs.
function and practical approach to design. A new earthquake
safe building will be better in the long term for the
sustainability of the building. I was in the square at the time the
original cathedral collapsed. After seeing the dangers and risks
the cathedral caused because of the choice of materials was
devistating. A new fresh look is needed to bring this city back
to life.

Terrible and ugly design. I would rather not have a cathedral at Option 2
all then see this be built.

No - just no! This will age quickly and just looking like some mid Option 1
90s library.

4/04/2013 2:18

35-44

Sumner

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:19

15-24

Avonhead

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:24

25-34

Point Chevalier Auckland

If Option 1 isn't feasible then this is definilty the next best
If this is possible I think this is the best option - restore that
amazing building to its former glory - give Christchurch some option - still tradtional and astheically pleasing!
back that was taken away admist all that has happened...there
has been and will be enough drastic and modern change in the
city landscape...having this icon restored as much as possible
sure is worth it and what Christchurch deserves.

4/04/2013 2:24

15-24

Mt Cook

Wellington ex
Chch

Too expensive, high risk cost blow outs as unexpected
problems come to light.

No, looks false and naff. Sorry, the building should be a
reflection of today not the past.

4/04/2013 2:27

45-54

Somerfield

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:28

35-44

Sumner

Christchurch

While many will favour this, it's got beyond viable. Nice idea,
but no, time to move on.

Nice mix of the old look, but if you are going to do new, do it
fully.

4/04/2013 2:31

15-24

Parklands

Christchurch

While it would be nice to restore the Cathedral to it's original
form, I feel that people will not believe it to be safe to be in.
Then when you add in the cost to restore, it is not the best
option for Christchurch.

Nope. Nope. Nope. Nope. This is awful and will be an
I think this is the best option, it lets Christchurch keep a
traditional gothic Cathedral, it's not too far removed from the eyesore.
original Cathedral's design and it will be safe. I do think that it
would be better if we could retain some of the materials of the
original Cathedral in the design of this one, but otherwise I
think this design is exciting and I would love to have this in the
middle of my town!

Option 3

Option 1

Option 3
Good, be interesting to see some minor incorperation of the
ruins of the old, as a referance to what used to be. Kolumba in
Koln comes to mind as an example.
I prefer this option as it is the way our founding Fathers built it. This is my second favourite as it keeps to a traditional look of a This one I don't like as it looks like it will be claustrophobic
Option 1
If the cathedral was bombed in WWII it would have been fully Gothic style Cathedral.
specialy having no big stained windows at the front, that gold
restored like all the amazing buildings in Germany.
plate thing with Jesus on it makes it look dark and depressing.
Option 3
Best of the lot - visionary, while still incorporating the basic
structure of the old Cathedral. This will take time, but I
believe it will also get a lot of support too. Remember you will
never please everyone!
Option 2

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
WEBSITE FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:
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PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

4/04/2013 2:33

35-44

Cracroft (I go Christchurch
to St Aug\\\'s
Cashmere this is
important to
ask - my views
are not based
on architecture
alone, but also
knowledge iof
Anglican
heritage ,
concern for the
budget, and an
overarching
hope that the
gospel is
priorited in the
future of the
building rather
than the tourist
dollar)

The history of cathedrals around the world is of evolution over
time - Canterbury cathedral being an example of altered styles
with time, St Paul's being an example of a new heritage build
when a cathedral was ruined by fire. To keep the original
design in a restoration sense is in many ways less heritage
based than to accept evolution of church architecture as a
mark of the durability of both the building and the living faith
of the congregations within. So restoring the building is less
consistent with the heritage of cathedrals worldwide. The cost
involved diverts funds that could be use

I like the idea of a modern take on gothic architecture, but
with a 21st century material and seismic stabilty. 21st century
seismic gothic could be the future of new buildings in
Christchurch, and a contuinuation of a tradition both in terms
of church architecture and city heritage. I do think an
increased relevance to aspects of the interior towards the
cathedral being able to function as a marae-church for
pihopitanga maori is important in consideration. A couple of old
fashioned flying butresses wouldn't go amiss either! Having
some form of cathedral crypt cafe/soup/cheap food option
wo

Option 2
Interesting - but in some ways the sail connotations of the
structure fit more with the Sydney opera house, or the
Fremantle ship museum - the feel tends to the maritime,
which doesn't reflect the surrounding context as much.
Despite this it has the potential to be uber-cool and a space
with the ability to alter layout for different events and
functions. Looks more along the line of a coventry style
thinking than a St Paul's style thinking. This may be the best
chance to design a building with the acoustics for youth
events, and including technology into the building for services
and eve

4/04/2013 2:37

45-54

Parklands

Christchurch

restore to bring back our grand old lady

no

no

4/04/2013 2:38

75+

Fendalton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:39

15-24

Burnside

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:43

35-44

woolston

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:46

15-24

Ilam

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:50

35-44

lyttelton

Christchurch

Looking to the future - has an optimistic ambiance

Option 1
Option 3
Option 1

Traditional yet modern.. :) maybe could use a few pieces of
the old building in a feature/memory wall?

A bit too modern I think..

Option 2
Option 2

presenting a photo or a restored church rather then old would not a bad idea, but it looks cheap, like everythig these days,
be more appealing, restored stonework will be bright and clean quick and cheap

this could work, if done right, but done demolish the old
church, de-construct it, seeing the old spire base been
wrecked more by excavators was just painfull

Select Option

4/04/2013 2:51

15-24

Linwood

Christchurch

4/04/2013 2:51

25-34

Parnell

Auckland

Not worth pusuing

Like the idea so long as it was modern enough

Looks a little tacky... contrived

Option 1
Option 2

4/04/2013 3:01

45-54

Cashmere

Christchurch

Too expensive and way to long time frame

Interesting option, hopefully more time and cost effective

Interesting option, would stand out and be different.

Option 3

4/04/2013 3:03

25-34

Hillcrest

Auckland

The traditional is a better grand statement

this is my second choice and can you use the old stones for
this building?

4/04/2013 3:07

45-54

Cashmere

Christchurch
8022

Option 1
Really like this contemporary look for the community of
Christchurch. It has wow factor without taking away the fact
that it is a place of worship.

Option 3

4/04/2013 3:10

25-34

Avonhead

Christchurch

Option 2

4/04/2013 3:15

65-74

St Martins

Christchurch

Option 3
As much as I liked the old cathedral this option seems to be
the most practical in terms of cost and timeframes. However I
would like to see a few different contemporary designs to
choose from. I would also like to see some of the old building
incorporated into the design. Perhaps a meditation garden
(with a fountain or similar water feature) in a garden walled in
part by the old cathedral. There needs to be some reference
to the old cathedral using the old materials.

4/04/2013 3:16

15-24

Upper
Riccarton

Christchurch

I feel this is a wasted opportunity and a waste of resources. To
continue something because it has always been that way is not
a logical justification - especially at such cost. To be this
speaks of an older time, to an older generation and to an out
fashioned form of religion.

4/04/2013 3:17

65-74

Casebrook

Christchurch

That is now in the past.

4/04/2013 3:18

65-74

Chistchurch

4/04/2013 3:20

15-24

Heathcote
Valley
Carterton

4/04/2013 3:22

35-44

Merivale

Christchurch

4/04/2013 3:24

35-44

Christchurch
Central

Christchurch
Central

4/04/2013 3:28

55-64

St Albans

Christchurch

4/04/2013 3:29

15-24

Westmoreland Christchurch

My favourite. We are not going to end up with many heritage
buildings in the city and this is the most important building of
them all. It can be done

4/04/2013 3:31

35-44

Casebrook

Christchurch

Beautiful! I love the classic elegance of this building and would This is a wonderful design and think it is a good option
truly love to see it restored if it was possible
financially for Christchurch.

Option 2
Awful!! Sorry to the designers but this does not reflect
Christchurch at all! I know we are rebuilding but we shouldn't
be all modern & 'stylised'. We need to try and keep what
makes us 'The Garden City' with the old English feel!

4/04/2013 3:32

65-74

Dallying ton

Christchurch

Too long a time frame and too expensive

4/04/2013 3:33

35-44

Alfriston

Auckland (Ex
Chch)

I love cathedrals. I've been in some big ones around the world.
I love the feeling they bring. I love the fact that old buildings
connect us with history and the great people who left their
mark in history. My last experience of the Chch Cathedral
disappointed me greatly but only because it had turned into a
Disneyland attraction where you had to leave via the gift shop.
It ruined a spiritual experience in a blatant attempt at
commercialism in the church. In saying all these things NZ
doesn't have a long history with ancient kings buried beneath
its floors.So the history isnt th

Move on, make a decision that our grandchildren will
appreciate
This will just turn into a function centre like all the rest.

4/04/2013 3:34

65-74

South Brighton Christchurch

4/04/2013 3:35

35-44

North Beach

Carterton

Christchurch

This is a great compromise between the two factions. I
especially appreciate the lightness and effervescence the new
rower evokes. It is not as dreary and heavy as I found the old
Cathedral and would tie in better with the hopefully new
energetic town centre.

Really appealed. A good mix of old and new ideas and
construction.
I prefer this option because the building looks so beautiful both
I don't mind if the cathedral is restored but ...
inside and out
It looks great but it's still too expensive. The Church needs to
It looks nice but it's too expensive. The Church needs to
focus on building the church as community not on building the focus on building the church as community not on building the
church as pretty buildings. As painful as that might be for
church as pretty buildings. As painful as that might be for
some people in the short term.
some people in the short term.

i originally wanted this but have seen the Traditional and love
it!
Too no longer relevant!

Love the traditional but superb to move forward with clean
fresh design well done!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
Too like other churches that had to be rebuilt due to disasters
around the globe. For example, like Coventry Cathedral
whereby the new is arguably a lesser piece than the old.

as is seen by the Arts Centre restoration

A poor copy

Time to move forward. Cost is obscene. A Church spend of
Good as a tourist feature but still too much for a modern day
this size seems to contradict the christian philosophy . Money place of worship. Simple and safe are the priorities.
better spent on making things better for people- they are
more important than any building. A small simple church would
suffice.

Option 3
Only issue with this is the Mother and Christ image over the
alter. It feels to heavy for the structure and evokes symbolism
of a more traditional oppressive regime. The scale and subject
are great - I believe it is the material and solidness that causes
the jarring discord.
Does not really appeal.

Option 2

I would not choose this option as I don't like the design at all

Option 2

It looks great. It doesn't look like an eyesore like many
Option 3
"contemporary" cathedrals. Best of all it incorporates the rose
window. Also it can be built quickly which is just what we
need to recover quickly. It's cheaper and in about 15 years it'll
be as iconic as its predecessor. 'Cause it looks great. "
No too modern

Option 2

Absolutely awesone! Our place! What an incredible piece of
Option 3
design the etched/carved/embossed arch standing at the
alter end is, as you appraoch down the isle - and completed by
the stained glass windows behind. It is as grand, majestic and
inspired as any of the historic Cathedrals - not too Goudy and
not too retro modern. I think it might even resonate with the
ecotheocratic formulae of the future - and it might even arrive
each day on one of those great big organic, yet silent, sighs as
the light falls from the spine above!
A new cathedral for a new city. Something to inspire and make Option 3
us proud.
Option 1
part of which is about to reopen soon. Restoring the
cathedral wholly or mostly will send out a message of hope to
the people of the city that the quakes have not won. I think
that this plan is a way of respecting the past and providing
hope for the future. "I can do all things through Christ who
strengthens me"

Option 3
Select Option

Building for the future and most practical of the three. Still too Option 3
elaborate for church members but a good modern central
feature for the city. The Church should sell to the city and use
the funds to build a church that better reflects the doctrines
they proclaim.
Wonderful opportunity to set Christchurch apart and to lead
into the future with a stunning new design. New beginnings.

Option 3
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Option 1

4/04/2013 3:36

45-54

Northcote

Christchurch

I wish to the Cathedral to be fully restored. It is our city's
brand logo and our connection with our past and the hardy
people who settled this land. We have lost so much of our
heritage that we must preserve at all costs the small amount
that we have left, and of that the Cathedral is the most
important building. I dispute your costings for this option and
believe it would be more likely the lower end of your quoted
costings. I am disappointed that this process is even
necessary and all through the quakes I never believed the
Church would even consider anything other than full restora

4/04/2013 3:37

25-34

Riccarton

Christchurch

There are plenty of Gothic style buildings in the world, why
add another?

4/04/2013 3:38

65-74

Ilam

Christchurch

Too expensive and length of time for completion

4/04/2013 3:38

25-34

Hornby

Christchurch

4/04/2013 3:39

35-44

Spreydon

Chch

Just want to see something that will help us remember our old is a good second option.
city
it would be nice to have something a little different and not
This is similar to the original but can see slightly different
exactly the same.
features. Chch is know for its old buildings which is what
makes Chch Chch. Do we want to make Chch are modern
city...not so sure on that one.

4/04/2013 3:40

55-64

Eastbourne

Lower Hutt

4/04/2013 3:40

55-64

Tawa

Wellington

4/04/2013 3:41

25-34

Maraekakeho

Hastings,
Hawkes bay

4/04/2013 3:41

55-64

4/04/2013 3:43

35-44

CHRISTCHUR CHRISTCHURC
CH
H
avondale
christchurch
Of course this is the only option.

4/04/2013 3:43

25-34

Riccarton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 3:47

75+

Rangiora

North
Canterbury

4/04/2013 3:49

15-24

58 Royal
Terrace City
Rise Dunedin,
formally 86
Purri st
Riccarton
Christchurch

Dunedin

4/04/2013 3:50

55-64

Redwood

Christchurch

4/04/2013 3:54

55-64

Spreydon

Christchurch

4/04/2013 3:55

65-74

Mount Somers Ashburton

4/04/2013 3:55

35-44

Bishopdale

Christchurch

As a Chch resident who is not religious I would object to any of To expensive, and not really appropriate to the NEW chch we While I personally don't particularly like this design, I am not an Option 3
my rate payers money being used on a religious icon. To much hear so much about
Anglican, so I am happy to let the Anglicans build whatever
of the building has already been destroyed, not just buy the
they like, just don't use tax or rate payers money!
quakes. Leaving it up is slowing the ability of us to regain
access to the centre of the city, finish knocking it down and
be done with it

4/04/2013 3:55

45-54

Russley

Christchurch

4/04/2013 3:56

15-24

Waiuku

Auckland

4/04/2013 3:59

15-24

Riccarton/Fen Christchurch
dalton

This is the option I would love to see happen. Understand that No. Looks a mish mash
there is a significant cost but I believe fund raising should bring
some resources in.
I think restoring the cathedral will keep its heritage but also
Really don't like
keep it on the past.
I think the Cathedral, in it's original form, is important to the
Failing option one, option two gets my vote.
identity of Christchurch City as well as being an important
tourist attraction. How many haven't seen a postcard of the
tram in front of the Cathedral? Therefore, while it is
expensive, I believe that rebuilding the cathedral to mimic its
pre 22-02-11 appearance is the right course of action. Perhaps
the rebuild of the cathedral itself, as well as the modifications
to the building required for seismic strenth could be
highlighted and used as a method of attracting patrons
through the building?

Option 1
No. Looks cheap, and would imagine once it is built will look
even worse. Renders always look lovely. At least with a
restoration we know what we are going to get.
The way to go to progress past the terrible events and look to Option 3
the future.
What's the point? There are better uses of the space.
Option 1

4/04/2013 4:03

35-44

Church Bay

Lyttelton

We can't compete with the cathedrals of Europe and this was Looks too much like old one
always a poor imitation in my opinion!

Option 3
Love it, exciting, bold and beautiful -I asked my son (7) and
two family friends (7 and 9) and they all independently picked
this option too without hesitation. I didn't ever feel alot of
pride in the old cathedral, esp after travelling round Europe but
this is one I would be proud of as a Cantabrian.

4/04/2013 4:04

15-24

Avonhead

Christchurch

To long and to much money.

4/04/2013 4:06

55-64

Merivale

CHCH

Evolution rather than revolution. Well done!! Magnificent
Understandable desire but the two other designs are for an
even finer building, with modern elements as well as fine ones design. It is a much improved version of the old one, cleverly
using some of the original design in wood. The more wood the
from the old orignal.
better.

4/04/2013 4:06

35-44

Church Bay

Lyttelton

no

4/04/2013 4:08

35-44

Kumeu

Auckland

I believe the church should be restored as originally as possible
regardless of time or cost. It is a significant landmark and piece
of NZ history. Think about its history and the wonderful
memories for people and people gone before us for which it
meant do much.

4/04/2013 4:08

25-34

Waimairi Beach Christchurch

I do love this option, but I think many Cantabrians would feel
nervous going back into a stone cathedral. However, I would
be very happy if this option was chosen.

I love this idea, too, and it is my favourite. I love the details of
the inside, and there is just so much that can be done with
timber these days. Personally I am a fan of the traditional style
of church, and I think people would feel safer with a timber,
rather than stone, cathedral. I also think timber is a very apt
symbol of New Zealand, and also a symbol of new growth. It is
also sustainable as well as being traditional. I really hope this
option is chosen. This will obviously be a new building, and
appropriate for the future, but with a strong salute to the
favoured traditional church de

Option 2
This is my least favourite option. I can see why the church
might like this option - as a way to bring the church forward,
but Christchurch Cathedral means far more to the city than
just a place to talk to God. I think any contemporary option
would date significantly, and the Anglican Church will already
have the cardboard cathedral, which I understand will remain
as a parish church after the new Cathedral is built. Experiment
on the rebuild of other churches, but not the Cathedral.

4/04/2013 4:12

45-54

Wigram

While originally this was my preferred option, I have changed
over time. I now feel that a new building incorporating
significant parts/materials of and references to the original is
preferable.

This is my preferred option. I believe Christchurch has lost so
much of its traditional architecture that we must take care to
include significant reference to the past in important rebuilds.
This honours the past, but also moves forward. It is built from
the past but looking to the future. It is human and inviting in
scale, light and uplifting. It is not the old, but feels familiar even
though it is new. Commercial Christchurch will have very little
that is familiar, which hurts many people. I feel it is important
that this building takes care of people's emotions while also
moving forward

If what we were doing is building a brand new cathedral where Option 2
none had been before, I might prefer this option. But we are
not. We are rebuilding where something that was much loved,
was an icon of the city, was severely damaged. The damage
was not just physical, it was also to people's sense of place
and belonging. We need to cater to that damaged sense of
place and belonging. We are not starting from scratch, we are
starting from a much-loved history. Go forward, but don't
ignore the past.

Christchurch

This design carries little imagination, It looks like an old building The suggestion of form still ties back to the original building(s) Option 3
have been plastered over with a different coat.
but what makes this design successful is the modern
interpretation.
This would be a missed opportunity to build a user friendly
An opportunity to build a modern building yo meet the needs Option 3
flexible needs of the church and the community which also use
complex. The "bus" concept where people sit in rows facing
the front. "
the faciliity. For concerts, theatre, flower shows, fashion art
and civic events.
Dislike IMMENSELY!

Option 1

Option 2
First impressions were so so, it kind of reminds me of a
standing row boat. I think the design is a bit our there and does
it really go with what the vision of Chch's rebuild will look
like??? not so sure.
I think this is exciting - it is time for the church to make a new Option 3
sort of architectural statement in the 21st century. I always
loved the old cathedral, but events of the last two years call
for a new direction now. And it is also a more realistic price!
Option 3

Nice to have the tradition but even better to have something
to rise from this beautiful old building which still encompasses
it but in a more modern way.

Love this, feels like a true church but with a modern light feel. Too space age and horrible, looks like it is from the Jetsens!! Option 2
Somewhere I would love to sit and ponder whatever needs to
be pondered
i vote for this option it is amazing and the cheapest,and will be Option 3
in keeping with the cityies rebuild
Oh what, built it cheap? Yeah that will inspire people
Are you fucking kidding?
Option 1

Possibly. However, are neo-gothic buildings all that unique on This seems the weakest option, as it is a new building, but
simply tries to imitate the original.
earth? Does this style reflect New Zealand as it is now? It
certainly reflects our colonial past, and there is nothing wrong
with that, but I'm not sure the building is as relevant today as it
was.

would be fantastic but the funds don't allow it and you would Wouldn't please many people but may give you the option to
then just have simmilar spacial issues such as a lack of Coffee something based on the original desgin or something very
simmilar to it whilst dealing with pre quake issues coffee
space after worship that you had pre quake. I
spaces and offices.

This seems the best option - a new central building for a new
city. It may have knock on effects in that more of the central
city might try to imitate the style to stay in keeping with it

Option 3

Why wasn't there a National Competition to design a
contemporary one? Who is the architect who designed the
only contemporary option we have been presented with?
What happened to Miles Warren's wooden Gothic design
which looked stunning?

Select Option

Option 3
I've grown to love option three for its link to the old such as
the new rose window but looking forward to the new I
particularly like the new spire it seems with all these new
buildings going up around the city it would fit in stylistically as
well as standing out I think a having a gothic cathedral
wouldn't quite fit the new the city as it is being built and it
would look like an odd remnant
Fantastic - very modern looking.

Option 3
Option 3
Option 3

Want something with a new look.

no

Very modern and I love it.

Option 3

Also lovely use of wood inside, but not enough stone, bit much Option 2
glass. More revolution than evolution but a close second
option for me. If really cheaper perhaps rebuild St Mary's of
Merivale too in a Traditional like design!
Yes - looking forward.

Option 3

This looks appalling. Is it the star ship enterprise or a traditional Option 1
church and place of worship. What a joke.
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4/04/2013 4:13

55-64

Spreydon

Christchurch

Both the design and materials used in the original cathedral
well reflected the era in which it was built and the beauty of
the surrounding city and as such cannot be improved upon. It
was an attraction for so many years and is probably
irreplaceable. However, the sheer cost of recreating that and
the possibility that it could still be seismically at risk means that
realistically it is probably impractical to attempt to recreate it.

The proposed "traditional" recreation does keep the style of
the original and reflects the age/founding of the city - it is
reasonably appealing aesthetically but the need to use modern
materials

although of course practical and a more cost-effective option Option 3

4/04/2013 4:14

65-74

Burnside

Christchurch

Only option in my mind. Do not believe the stuff about the
time and cost.

Cheap and nasty looking, was it deliberate to make the
cladding so cold looking to turn people off.

4/04/2013 4:16

55-64

Sydney

From CHCH

Select Option
Looked warmer in the picture - hmm looked like a marketing
ploy. Lots of stuff re using modern techniques etc. In 70
years will look like a dump.
Option 3
Tower Bridge, Eifel Tower, Statue of Liberty, Sydney Opera
House, the Pyramids at Giza and Option 3 for the Christchurch
Cathedral risen from the crumpled remains of the past.

4/04/2013 4:16

65-74

Woolston

Christchurch

4/04/2013 4:17

45-54

Avonhead

Christchurch

Option 3

4/04/2013 4:18

45-54

Linwood

Christchurch

4/04/2013 4:20

25-34

Burnside

Christchurch

4/04/2013 4:22

15-24

Waltham

Christchurch

4/04/2013 4:22

45-54

Waitakere

4/04/2013 4:23

55-64

Te atatu
peninsula
Russley

4/04/2013 4:23

25-34

Sockburn

Christchurch

The original cathedral, although beautiful, is nothing special;
cathedrals such as this, and indeed many times larger and
more detailed than this, are on display world-wide. It seems a
great deal of money to regain a landmark that is not noteworthy on an international scale.

4/04/2013 4:26

35-44

Belfast

Christchurch

The cathedral is one of the most, if not the most iconic
building in NZ. It should be the number 1 heritage building in
New Zealand. Not restoring it is just a crime. As far I am
concerned the 2 options should be either: restore the building.
or give it to someone else who cares about it to restore.
Building anything else on the same site shouldn't be an option.

4/04/2013 4:27

65-74

Motukarara

Christchurch

PLEASE restore the beautiful centre of our city. There has
never been anything as iconic as this Cathedral and it cannot
be replaced by anything significant. We are extremely
surprised and dissappointed that demolition was ever started
on it. Please listen to the people.

4/04/2013 4:27

15-24

Burnside

Christchurch

Christchurch needs to keep its remaining historic buildings and
something like this needs to be treasured for generations

4/04/2013 4:28

45-54

Burnside

CHRISTCHURC option 1... why bother? frankly, it was never a good design in
H
the first place and certainly doesn't meet the needs of 21stC
church.

4/04/2013 4:33

35-44

Sumner

Christchurch

I am a foreigner so I have no great sentimental attachment to Nice, but a bit bland. It looks a little Italianate, just like the old
the old cathedral, but I appreciate many people do. Personally, one looks like so many English churches. It would be better to
I think it is a miracle that no-one died there and I firmly believe see a cathedral with its own Southern Hemisphere identity.
that a new cathedral has to be safe above all. It is much
harder and more expensive to make a stone building
earthquake safe than a wooden one.

4/04/2013 4:39

35-44

Titirangi

Auckland

4/04/2013 4:39

65-74

Heathcote
Valley

Christchurch

The cathedral is an iconic part of Christchurch. Restoring it will
act as a beacon. It is too important to lose.
Although this would look in some ways like the original
Restore would have been my 1st option, but because of the
Cathedral, it never will be.
damage and the cost of bring this Cathedral back to the
original state, I feel that it just may be far too costly. I believe
that a distant relative of mine (my Grandmother's cousin) did
many of the carvings that were to be found in the building.
What they were I do not know. His Name was Eden Smith.

4/04/2013 4:39

35-44

Bishopdale

Christchurch

4/04/2013 4:43

25-34

CASHMERE

CHRISTCHURC I do not support this option unless the property owners have
H
full funding to pay and the structure is up to full code on
completion.

4/04/2013 4:44

25-34

New Brighton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 4:46

35-44

Sydenham

Christhchurch

Too expensive, too old looking

More suitiable than option 1 but still looking backwards

4/04/2013 4:48

55-64

Lyttelton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 4:50

15-24

Kelburn

Wellington

How much longer are we going to hear about the Cathedral,
Its broken $$$$are spent on a cardboard one, why is so many
dollars spent on temp
Takes too long and costs an excessive amount. Would be
going backwards. Things could change in the time it takes to
build it such as the church's financial position or the cost
estimates of the build or even another series of earthquakes
(god forbid!). The church is better to put money towards
more pressing issues than making a pretty building while
thousands of quake victims suffer! Also, if there is another
quake, having a brick building only increases the risk both of
causing injury and losing out on your investment - even if
strengthening work is done.

Yes I was born and raised with the Christchurch Cathedral,
sadly it is damaged like many homes where people are
suffering. People before an Icon
This design is good but once again the time and money is too
much.

4/04/2013 4:51

55-64

Kaiapoi

Kaiapoi

I do not want us as diocese to "look back" - this option is not
viable re cost and concept"

I do not like this concept - it is not moving us forward

4/04/2013 4:53

25-34

Hei Hei

Hei Hei

No thanks, I'd be to scared it would fall down ... again!

I like this. It blends the old with the new but as this is a church This is pretty cool and a little out there. I would be happy with Select Option
does it fit with what you need to function as a church?
this too.

4/04/2013 4:54

15-24

CBD

Auckland

People who believe this proposal is viable shouldn't be allowed Dull and boring.
to vote.
I like the similarities to the old Cathedral, but the slight
differences are the new start.
A faithful restoration is vital for retaining the heart and history
of a city that has already lost too much.
I prefer this option. Restoring it seems best.

Don't like it.

Christchurch

Too costly, too dangerous for workers

The timber design looks cheap. The level of detail and
carpentry shown in the wood-work is amazing, however the
overall design looks inexpensive and clumsy.

The spire's nice, the rest of the proposed cathedral not so
much.

Option 2
Option 2

Not a very nice design- we will already have enough cold and
sterile new buildings. We don't need our focal point to be yet
another new building.
It seems rather unflattering and is slightly too modern, it
doesn't look much like a cathedral.
Awesome

Option 1

This is a fabulous design - it combines traditional features
expected in cathedral architecture with modern concepts for
worship and community interaction. The interior is
breathtaking. If this stunning design is chosen it will be a
building that attracts and delights local people and visitors
alike. Well done.

Option 3

I love the way this design incorporates timeless beauty of the
cathedral e.g. rose window, gothic architecture etc. while
introducing modern elements e.g. open minimal design, sleek
exterior.

Option 3

I'd rather see a blank space then this monstrosity.

Option 1

Option 1
Option 3

Select Option

Option 3
My second favorite, it looks really cool but it will be another
modern building in a city that will seriously lack any history. I
also have a fear that while it looks cool and exciting now it will
look ugly in 10 years time because that is what is happening
with many new buildings
I struggle to see why anyone would go for this option, it's
neither new nor old.

Very good compromise and sticks to the original architect's
vision from what I understand
Awful.

like the bold design, I think it'll grow on people. It's a pity that
it has stuck to the usual cruciform shape as it limits seating
capacity, and I don't like the iconesque background on the
south wall.

Option 3

This is beautiful. I love old churches and am not usually swayed Option 3
by modern ones, but this is a wonderful, joyous design. I love
that it is made of wood, echoing the lovely old wooden NZ
churches. It looks safer as well as more exciting than the
others. I am voting for this option, but I believe that the choice
should rest with those who worshipped and celebrated in the
cathedral - they should be happy with whatever choice is
made.
Option 1
Because of the cost of restoring the original, this design would Option 3
look like we are in the modern world and the spire would stand
out which is what is needed. I have felt for many years that
the large office buildings around the Square have put the
cathedral into insignificance, we need something to really
stand out once again like the Cathedral used to do many years
ago.
Like anything new, some will like it, some will not.

Select Option

Option 3
A modern and outstanding design (such as the design of
option 3) that enhances the environment of Christchurch city
would be worthy of public funding. This building is the
centerpiece of Christchurch so must be an icon for the city
and the design enduring.
Love that this includes elements of the original cathedral, but
is a new design to reflect the rebuilding of our city celebrating what was lost but also looking forward to our
future

Option 3

Good balance of price, look and engagement with previous
scope of building.
Through History you can see what religion has done eg
wars,child abuse,

Option 3
Select Option

A better option for efficiency - doesnt take too long and is
Option 3
better cost-wise. If a design could be created that costs even
less that would be better! As anglicans it should be our duty to
carry out god's will and I dont see that done by spending
excessive amounts on a building. It shouldnt matter about
what the place you worship in looks like just that the people
have a place to come together. While Cantabrians may want
to reminisce about what the city looked like before the quakes
nothing can bring that era back; a new cathedral can help
people to move on and the quicker it is there the b
I like this - modern, hopefully easy to heat! Purpose built that
takes into the next 200 years. THE only one to go for!

By far the best option

Option 3

Option 3

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
WEBSITE FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE
4/04/2013 4:55

AGE
45-54

SUBURB:
Ilam

CITY/AREA:
Christchurch

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:
Dark, dreary, drab, boring even as it was filled with the
heartfelt call of so many who had inhabited it over so many
years. This feeling cannot be re-created through mere
rebuilding. Rather, it takes intention and habitation oriented
toward God.

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:
Light, dreary, derivative, boring, a caricature.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

Fabulous, beautiful, a vision of the future and a no brainer for Option 3
the building as a whole. Much less fond of the spire, however.
Aspire to God, sure. A phallus projected skyward, no. I know its
traditional to have a spire but I don't see why a spire is even
necessary. But if you have to have one I prefer it being more
harmoniously incorporated into the fabric of the main building
as a whole. As design option 3 stands the spire as proposed
doesn't match the openly curved elegance of the building
proper in my aesthetic opinion. As a church your first priority
is to serve the needs of you

4/04/2013 4:56

35-44

West Harbour

Auckland

4/04/2013 4:57

55-64

TaiTapu

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:00

25-34

Ilam

Christchurch

Costly

Boring

4/04/2013 5:01

25-34

Phillipstown

Christchurch

The monetary cost is far too high. The expected length of
time required to complete the building is too long to deprive
the Christchurch community of this central icon.

The designs look fantastic but seem to me to be an "echo" of My favourite design. I would be excited to see this come to
the previous design rather than anything new and meaningful. fruition.
The expected length of time required to complete the building
is insanely long - up to 22 years seems completely
unreasonable. "

4/04/2013 5:03

65-74

Somerfield

Christchurch

I think it will be too work intensive, take too long and be too
expensive to completely restore the Cathedral to as it was and
I don't think its necessary because will not be the origional. It
was beautiful and iconic etc. etc. but life moves on

My preference because it is using lighter modern materials it
can be made stronger but still resembles the old cathedral
which I like. Definitely my favoured choice, I like that it has
similarities to the original but is different

4/04/2013 5:06

15-24

Hillcrest

Hamilton

I think New Zealand is really lacking in traditional architecture, I prefer this idea, if professionals are confident it'll stand strong After the earthquakes, this seems like the safest bet to me.
and the cathedral was such a big part of Christchurch. It drew during construction.
Faster, stronger, cheaper.
in new tourists, and would bring in even more tourists if
restored. However, I'm worried there might be another
earthquake in the next 22 years, big enough to knock any
progress down. I think 22 years is too long.

Option 3

4/04/2013 5:09

45-54

Avonhead

Christchruch

4/04/2013 5:11

55-64

Kensington

Whangarei

4/04/2013 5:13

65-74

Kelston

Auckland

4/04/2013 5:13

35-44

Halswell

Christchurch

This is my preferred option. The timeless design of the original If not option 1, I would go for this one because it is a timeless
building should remain. It connects us to our past and future. design. It won't date.

4/04/2013 5:13

15-24

.

dunedin

too similar to the old one

4/04/2013 5:15

35-44

Hornby

Christchurch

quite cool

Paeroa

Waikato

sydemham

christchurch

4/04/2013 5:16

55-64

Beachlands

Auckland

4/04/2013 5:16

35-44

new brighton

christchurch

4/04/2013 5:16

65-74

Ilam

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:17

65-74

Waiheke Island Auckland

4/04/2013 5:19

65-74

4/04/2013 5:20

45-54

Arthur\\\'s
Queenstown
point
Cashmere Hills Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:20

15-24

Redwood

Christurch

4/04/2013 5:21

15-24

Halswell

christchurch

4/04/2013 5:23

45-54

Redwood

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:23

25-34

Waiheke

Auckland

4/04/2013 5:24

55-64

Ponsonby

Auckland

4/04/2013 5:26

25-34

New Brighton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:27

45-54

Fendalton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:27

35-44

Woodend

Canterbury

Sad to see it go but.......

Awful

4/04/2013 5:28

25-34

Tirohanga

Lower Hutt

Too expensive and doesn't show how the city has changed
since the earthquakes.

My second option, but still quite pricey.

4/04/2013 5:29

25-34

Addington

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:29

25-34

Bishopdale

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:29

45-54

Rangiora

Canterbury

4/04/2013 5:29

35-44

Shirley

Christchurch

Merivale

Christchurch

Northcote

Auckland

4/04/2013 5:30

35-44

Riccarton

Christchurch

Option 3
Option 3

This not my preference but as a modern building I think it is
Option 2
interesting and acceptable and I would not be too disappointed
if this was the preferred option, would probably be my second
choice.
Option 3

I think option 3 is very appropriate for the new city being built. Option 3
New city new look.
Option 1
Avoid this option. It is is contemporary, which means it will
date. We don't want one of those buildings that people will be
complaining about in 20 years time when it is out of date.
too futureistic

This is the one I like because it holds traditional with a twist it
is bright and airy

45-54

55-64

Beautiful and inexpensive!

Option 1

15-24

25-34

Option 3

Option 3

4/04/2013 5:15

4/04/2013 5:29

Beautiful, uplifting, inspirational - yes, yes, yes. Not quite so
keen on the icon style backdrop to the altar but a fantastic
building which speaks to the people of today afresh - it is
missional in the now!

We want what we had. There always seems to be enough
money for what 'the powers that be' want; money would
become available for a rebuild - in fact it might even be
cheaper than replacing!

4/04/2013 5:15

4/04/2013 5:29

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Option 2
Option 2
Option 2

Nice...but nothing new here.

Bad idea

Also nice...but less nice because its the same as the old one
but some new materials. My least favourite.

Very bad idea

because we are moving in to the future. the new cathedral
should be build with this style because its new and different
and will represent the new and different city.

Option 3

This is so lovely and elegant....a nod to the past, and clear
signal to the future for this city. Love it the most!
I prefere this option as a city moving forward :)

Option 3

This is great , we (Christchurch) have to move into the 21st
century , I was all for restoring the old cathedral but seeing
this option I have change my mind
The cross on the spire of the cathedral contemporary
architectural drawing signifies Christ's calling to those who
believe in him.
For god sake Christchurch stop living in the past and grow up

Option 3

The Catherdral needs to be restored it is the heart of our city the cost of mainatance will be to great and is a poor cousin to This wll be dated in 20 years and will need rebuilding
and is our spiritial centre. If we demolish this the french may as the orginal
well pull down the eiffel tower The egyptian the pyramids and
the italians the leanng tower of piza . This is our history, this is
our story .....we were a English christain city built on the last
island in the world ...this is important to Christchurch.If we loss
this we loss our indendity, we become another boring city in
the world.

Option 3

Option 3

Option 3
Select Option

Best one - It will link the history of the buildings left and also
the new buildings that will be put up and its the most eye
catching.
Although it is nice and looks cool in the night, It simply time to really just the same as the number 1
move on and build and entirely new look.

NO WAY.

Option 2

Looks amazing, Shows the world that we are a Modern even
futuristic city, it has amazing architectural that inspires.

Option 3

i would perfer this option but its too expencive.

Hell No Its Ugly.

Option 2

Too different

Option 2

would be my second prefered option.

This it a good blend of both modern materials and vintage
design.
Second choice, nice but it needs to evolve, not just remain the Very cool, traditional and recognisable, love the bell tower!
same

I prefer this design, because a cathedral for today's society is Option 3
better than trying to re-create the past. I am reminded of the
cathedral in Coventry, England, where the new building has
created a marvellous worship place alongside the wreckage of
the old building damaged in WW2. If something similar could
be achieved in Chch it would serve as a permanent memorial
of lives and cityscape permanently altered by earthquakes.
I can see why you would want to restore the Cathedral but I
think this is a time to reinvent, rebuild and rejuvenate
Christchurch. To restore is going back to what we had, its the
perfect opportunity to make Christchurch better.

The traditional design is great but it still looks so similar to
what we had. If the brick work was different and it had some
unique to it I would like this more. Don't make it look like its an
exact replacement of what we had. Have something slightly
different to make it apart and be that place that you could say
this is where Christchurch rebuilt itself from the ground up.

This is a fantastic design. I love that the shape still reminds you Option 3
of the Cathedral but is up with building designs today and will
fit with the reinvention of Christchurch. Its inspirational and
shows the church is thinking along with what the city needs. I
love it and think this is great and perfect for Christchurch

Love it! Lets move on and get a city. This will be historic in 100 Option 3
years! I am going to leave Christchurch because the rebuild is
taking too long.
Love it, it we must replace this is a beautiful option.
Option 3
Fresh with a modern twist, while still keeping the Rose
window. LOVE it!

Option 3
Option 1
Option 1

Buildings such as these are our past, but don't need to be our
future.

Not worth the time and money. Even through I am historian.

Option 3
The role of our Church is to be shepherds in the community.
Put the money into supporting the people, not building
monuments to the past.
Option 3
Reproductions always look like a compromise, although it looks I believe strongly that the new cathedral should reflect us,
great, I can't imagine it can be pulled off.
now, as we are. That's what they did 150 years ago and that's
what a design savvy city would do.
Option 3
Good idea but doesn't look very good.

Love it. This is my vote. A new building for a fresh start and a
brighter future. This is something that can inspire people.

Option 3

Great - fits with the idea of building a new city (rather than
sticking to an old one)!

Option 3

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
WEBSITE FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

CHRISTCHURC Been there done that!!!
H
Palmerston
North

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

Too contemporary for my liking.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

4/04/2013 5:31

35-44

Hoon Hay

4/04/2013 5:31

55-64

Takaro

4/04/2013 5:31

45-54

Cashmere

CHRISTCHURC
H

4/04/2013 5:32

25-34

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:33

35-44

Rolleston,
previously
Bexley
kaiapoi

4/04/2013 5:33

55-64

Te Atatu
Peninsula

Auckland

4/04/2013 5:33

25-34

Merivale

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:34

45-54

Fendalton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:34

25-34

Epsom

Auckland

I would not want to spend time in a gothic stone building in an I would prefer this option second.
earthquake prone area.

4/04/2013 5:34

25-34

Sydenham

Christchurch

Been there, done that. It's time for a change and to look to the I like this, and I like the price. However, I still believe a more
future. At a time when the Church is in need of an injection of radical change would best benefit the Church and the
young people, this design will not help bring in the youth.
Christchurch community.

4/04/2013 5:34

15-24

Avonside

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:35

15-24

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:36

25-34

Upper
Riccarton
Parnell

Too time consuming and expensive. We must look to the
future.
lame

4/04/2013 5:36

75+

Raumati South Kapiti Coast

4/04/2013 5:37

15-24

Christchurch

Definitely the best option.

4/04/2013 5:37

55-64

North New
Brighton
Nelson City

Nelson

Too expensive. Time to move on.

4/04/2013 5:43

35-44

Fendalton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:43

45-54

Papatoetoe

AUCKLAND

4/04/2013 5:45

25-34

Hoon hay

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:46

45-54

St. Albans

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:47

25-34

strowan

Christchurch

This is by far the better option. Offering an affordable option Select Option
in a shorter time frame to rebuild. It is also going to modernize
the building that will go with all the other buildings.

4/04/2013 5:47

25-34

spreydon

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:47

45-54

Halswell

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:48

35-44

Northwood

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:48

55-64

St Albans

Christchurch

Terrific. Visionary and the only option

4/04/2013 5:48

45-54

Belmont

Auckland

Option 3
As sad as the events over the past few years have been for
Christchurch it is time to look to an exciting rebuild. I was born
in UK and visited Coventry Cathedral with its modern edge
rebuilt after the war; but still honouring the old cathedral.
Could some of the old be incorporated?? Windows? Auckland
Holy Trinity is filled with light and it would be lovely for
Christchurch to enjoy a similar light filled space for services
(and maybe concerts?)

4/04/2013 5:49

55-64

St. Albans

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:50

45-54

St. Albans

Christchurch

Option 3

4/04/2013 5:51

55-64

Previously
Redcliffs

Previously
Christchurch
(now living in
Nelson)

This looks to be a beautiful building incorporating all that a
Option 3
building of worship, peace and reflection should be. I would
like to support a bold decision for a contemporary Cathedral ....
made with my young grandchildren and (as yet unborn) greatgrandchildren in mind. What we had is gone. You can't step in
the same river twice. Let's create something very special for
the generations to come.

4/04/2013 5:51

45-54

new brighton

christchurch

4/04/2013 5:52

35-44

St Albans

Christchurch

chch

We need to move on and this seems to keep the old design
but in a newer way.

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

Option 2

Option 3
I feel that a design which is welcoming and looks as if it was
designed in the 21st Century and which draws people in is
good for Christchurch.
I vote for OPTION 3-MODERNISM. The Contemporary design Option 3
is the best option here. Sure.. we're all going to miss the old
Cathedral with it's iconic neo-Gothic design, but we all need to
look toward into the future. It's not what we want, it's going to
be there for our children and grandchildren to enjoy more than
us. In another 200 years.... the NEW MODERN VERSION will
be Ancient, and definitely will still be standing proud. We can
still use many of the original materials and fixtures like
artworks, furniture, roof slates, floor/wall stones and windows
to decorate the new Cathedr
Also expensive and slow. Option 3 is the obvious common
sense choice.

Obscenely expensive and slow. Imagine the wrongs you could
right and the poverty that could be overcome with $221
Million dollars.
although sad, i think it is time to move on. it could be
constructed in concrete with brick slips stuck over. thats the
only way anyone would ever feel safe in there. its too far gone
and also too expensive and option. people in chch are seeing
too much concrete, already in the rebuild yet we are
surrounded by timber

Brilliant. This option is the obvious solution. Much cheaper and Option 3
faster. Also, its a fabulous modern design focusing on the
future of Chch rather than dwelling on the past.
its nice and i like the idea of using a timber a natural resource. i love it. Thanks god someone has got big enough balls to bring Option 3
but to me its not radical enough. we need a wow factor and it some change.Think its time for chch to wake up and bold and
this is bold. we need to move on and show the world what we
hasnt got it.
can do and how far we can bounce back. otherwise the city
will just end up being the same, recangular glass boxes made
of concrete. this looks modern. is cheap, which is always a
plus, and has the wow factor. people would be proud to go in
and will be nice for visitors to see how creative we can be. I
think the use of natural products, clever design and nice
architecture are all winners in a modern city. we don

I do not favour any of the options (but this option is not
offered here). I prefer the creation of a memorial prayer
garden created out of the ruin of the cathedral on the
cathedral site where all can find peace and a place for
prayerful meditation. My personal view is that as a result of the
earthquakes Christchurch has the right number of Anglican
church buildings. Physical buildings do not make a church. My
preference is for the above, plus the adoption of the procathedral the beautiful and historic St Michael's as the central
city home of the Anglican Church in Christchurch.

do not favour any of the options (but this option is not
offered here). I prefer the creation of a memorial prayer
garden created out of the ruin of the cathedral on the
cathedral site where all can find peace and a place for
prayerful meditation. My personal view is that as a result of the
earthquakes Christchurch has the right number of Anglican
churches. Physical buildings do not make a church. My
preference is for the above, plus the adoption of the procathedral the beautiful and historic St Michael's as the central
city home of the Anglican Church in Christchurch.

do not favour any of the options (but this option is not
Select Option
offered here). I prefer the creation of a memorial prayer
garden created out of the ruin of the cathedral on the
cathedral site where all can find peace and a place for
prayerful meditation. My personal view is that as a result of the
earthquakes Christchurch has the right number of Anglican
churches. Physical buildings do not make a church. My
preference is for the above, plus the adoption of the procathedral the beautiful and historic St Michael's as the central
city home of the Anglican Church in Christchurch.
Option 3
Option 1

The perfect compromise! Although I would like to see slightly
more ornate ceilings.
lame

This option provides the best options for creating a space that Option 3
is relevant for contemporary worship and best suit the needs
of those who use it.
I like it. At a time when we're all trying to look to the future, I Option 3
feel that this is a building which inspires hope. It is modern and
will garner the attention of young people. A lot of 'older'
people have a large say in Church dealings, and I believe that
they can tend to be stuck in their ways and have a fear of
change. I hope that they think about who will be inheriting the
building after them. The price is also the most affordable of
the three choices. Even though option 3 is my choice, I believe
that there is next to no chance of it being selected. Here's
hoping though!
Not reminiscent enough of our iconic building.

Option 2

awesome!

Option 3

Auckland

Option 2
I am not a Cantabrian and did not have any specific feelings
about the old cathedral. However,on considering the 3
examples I am certainly drawn to the contemporary one.This
for me connects the past with the future. There is a lightness
about it. Harmony. An elegance.

Option 3

I like this, keep it as traditional and close to the original as
possible
Half arsed. Neither this nor that. eIther full resto or entirely
new.

Shit !!

Option 1

Yes. Most appropriate - resurrection into a new age for a
newly reconfigured city. Plus lowest cost and best
configuration. Can we also get a new (Kiwi?) Bishop please
??? : )

Select Option

Best option by a long long way

cheap looking

Looks like a boat dropped into the Square and is UGLY

Option 1

too costly

too much like option one - traditional.

My first impressions are that i do like the 3rd choice - its new, Select Option
its modern, its inspirational and refreshing. It also connects to
the old and traditional in terms of its location but in a new
body.

Would be amazing but to costly

Best option, mid cost and timberline

Ugly

Option 2

Brilliant

Option 3

awesome

Beautiful as the original Cathedral was I believe it's too
expensive and time consuming to pursue this option, plus I
believe however you try it will never be the same.

Option 3

Select Option
Think this one is new and exciting. There will be some many
new building around the area it will be great to have something
new that matches in.
It will never be the old Cathedral so seems a waste of time and This would be my preferred option think it will reflect what our Option 3
money.
new city is going to look like!
Option 3

Option 3

the most sensible forward looking option
I do not like the cost burden or time frame for this option. but
would prefer this to option2 if they were the only options
offered.

Option 3

I do not like this design. It is neither iconic modern nor original. love it! (Cathedral) When do we start? Tower design I'm less Option 3
sure about but appears details to follow :) I'm open to seeing
more about this. Be bold, go for it!

CATHEDRAL
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RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 1

4/04/2013 5:52

45-54

Nothcote

CHCH

I am a building contractor (in the commercial area) & have
some knowledge of building restoration, I have had a close
association with C Lund & son who did strengthening work on
the cathedral for the council, I have also photographed the
damage from within the red zone & fully appreciate the
damage which is fully repairable. I am concerned at what I
consider the inflated price tag.

4/04/2013 5:52

25-34

Cashmere

Christchurch

4/04/2013 5:53

55-64

Marewa

Napier

4/04/2013 5:53

25-34

City centre

I consider that if a restoration was undertaken it should be
done using glass to fill in where parts have fallen away.
Sadly this doesn't seem to work any more, neither for people
of faith nor for those looking for anything more than a
monument
It's time to move on and embrace the future, avoid a repair!

Why spend so much money to have something not quite
right?

4/04/2013 5:53

25-34

Mt Cook

Christchurch
city centre,
Montreal street
Wellington
If this was the preferred option of the majority what about
restoring the church but constructing a modern spire as per
option 1?

4/04/2013 5:56

35-44

Pirimai

Napier

Happy to see this option as it is staying with the orignial design Sorry does not do it for me
lines

4/04/2013 5:56

55-64

hornby

christchurch

4/04/2013 5:57

45-54

nil

nil

4/04/2013 5:58

25-34

Mt Cook

Wellington

4/04/2013 6:02

55-64

Epuni

Lower Hutt

The only option worth considering

Not much cheaper than restoring the original, so why bother.

Ugly

Option 1

4/04/2013 6:03

65-74

beckenham

christchurch

it is my hearts desire. I truly believe there is technology and
skill to restore and make safe.

this design is acceptable but when comparing the $s
estimates, the restore option - in the great scheme of things,
doesn't cost that much more.

in my eyes, this design holds no beauty or warmth

Option 1

4/04/2013 6:05

55-64

Rolleston

Christchurch

Please Restore our beloved Cathedral. It took 40 years to build
and must be restored. Travel the world and see how other
European countries treasure their heritage and spend time and
money restoring their historic buildings. No one wants to visit a
city to view new buildings!

4/04/2013 6:06

25-34

Linwood

Christchurch

This is my favourite option. Mixing the old of our beautiful
Totally hate this design. It looks like some sort of cult futuristic Option 2
As much as I would prefer our beautiful cathedral to be fully
restored I understand it may be un economical and unsafe but Cathedral and the newness of moving onwards and upwards in buliding. Totally changing and taking away our history and I
Christchurch. We have an opportunity of improving what was would not be proud showing this to visiting friends
would still love to see this happen
beautiful. The Earthquake has taken all of our history and with
this design we can take some of it back

4/04/2013 6:06

55-64

Crofton Downs Wellington

The old style has had its day.

4/04/2013 6:07

45-54

Freemans Bay

Auckland

It must be restored at all costs as its a piece of NZ history

4/04/2013 6:08

65-74

Hornby

wigram skies

too expensive - trying to hold onto what has been

4/04/2013 6:09

35-44

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

We need to let go of the old, it's gone for a reason, it's time to This looks like it's only been half finished, like it's been given up
move on . The new city is going to be more contemporary so on. I don't like this at all. Added is the fact that the cost and
putting such an old style building in the middle of it is just
time to build is far too high.
going to make it mis-matched, if it hadn't come down that
would be different but why would you spend so much time
and money on remaking the original which is never going to be
as safeand can't house as many people. That amount of
money should be spent better on helping the people rather
than a building which is important but not more important than
the people. A comment was made that the cathedra

This is visually stunning. I'm not normally a contemporary style Option 3
person but I love this design, the designer definitely had divine
guidance. It actually makes me emotional to look at it, like it's
almost a piece of heaven on earth that you can actually touch angelic! And the price and time factor are also a massive
bonus - that will leave money to actually tend to the people
which is what a church should be doing! Jesus never had a
gaudy building, he put the people and his message at the top
of his priority! My mother (Beverley Webb - has voted) also
agrees with this.

4/04/2013 6:09

15-24

.

.

BOoooooooorringgggg!!

4/04/2013 6:10

25-34

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:10

15-24

North new
Brighton
St Johns

Would love to see the cathedral restored. If its possible I think This would be my second choice. I like the design as its
this is the best option.
keeping with the old look.
this option is to expensive not not worth it in my opnion
this is my second choice but it dosnt measure up to option 3

If god destroyed it why would god want it built the same way
again? Build something modern and interesting!
This is just plain ugly and not an option in my opinion.

4/04/2013 6:10

35-44

Rolleston

Christchurch

Doesn't fit other building designs and question earthquake
safety.

4/04/2013 6:10

55-64

Preston

Uk

4/04/2013 6:10

35-44

Westmorland

Christchurch

Every time I visit Christchurch, which is most years. I always
go to the Cathedral I can't imagine wanting to visit option 3.
Keep your history
The only option - with 900 buildings gone and many heritage No-one wants a wooden Cathedral any more than they want a A Hideous eyesore without character that will make the city
buildings - restoring the cathedral will be a spiritual Civic uplift cardboard one.
look tacky.
and will go a long way to healing many wounds caused by the
loss of everything we loved.

4/04/2013 6:10

35-44

Somerfield

Christchurch

It reflects of where THE NEW meets THE OLD... It is very
It looks very modern and contemporary in style. But it loses its Option 2
This is the ideal of most Christchurch people but it will cost
massive hugely expensive which might not able to complete it similar to option 1 in term of style; and yet it costs a lot less to original character of former Christ Church Cathedral as part of
build it than to restore and will take within reasonable time
because runs out of budget, and yet it will take very long!
symbol of Christchurch city.
frame to complete.

4/04/2013 6:11

45-54

Hornby

Christchurch

I love the old cathedral and would like it restored. It was built The idea is okay but the cladding just looks all wrong - like a
by our forebears and we should be proud of our heritage. I
cheap copy and the steeple and tower are awful.
think it will be even more lovely now that it won't be swamped
by so many high-rises. Can the mosaic floor be saved?

TERRIBLE! The rose window should not be behind another
window and the gold Madonna inside is just hideous. Wrong,
wrong, wrong!

Option 1

4/04/2013 6:12

55-64

New Brighton

Christchurch

New town, new building, new church. Love this design. Time
and cost level is also a bonus.

Option 3

4/04/2013 6:13

55-64

Epuni

Lower Hutt

Far too expensive and takes too long. Would look out of place Do not like at all!
in a new city.
I think we really need to take a lesson from Europe, if this was
ANY building of significance there, they would not even be
having this ridiculous dialog. This building should be restored. It
is an icon of both our culture and society.

4/04/2013 6:14

25-34

Central City

Christchurch

It would never feel truly safe.

This is beautiful and in keeping with who we are and what we
value - lovely buildings that stand the test of time and make
the soul feel warmed. It gives us something new and safe but
also it gives us back what we always loved.

This is just awful.

4/04/2013 6:15

55-64

Ponsonby

Auckland

An historical look for it's own sake is a replica...a copy. It lacks
integrity.

It is neither old nor new. Neither good nor bad. Just mediocre. Inspirational. Relevant. I am a great grandson of Henry Jacobs Option 3
and nephew and godson of Helen Garrett. From my
knowledge of both of them, I believe that both would have the
belief that Christchurch and the Anglican Church should be
going forward with confidence, especially considering the
devastation, rather than glancing back.

Auckland

4/04/2013 6:16

25-34

West Melton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:16

45-54

St Albans

Christchurch

Auckland

4/04/2013 6:18

25-34

Parnell

4/04/2013 6:19

45-54

Governors Bay Christchurch

Love the original, and it is the spirit of my home town

I think this is fantastic! Gothic style buildings are in shortsupply in Chch and look beautiful
Same

This faux heritage is a terrible concept

Quirky. It would certainly become a draw-card

Option 2

Wow - this lifts me up (to God and all that is best) and draws Option 3
me in, to the heart of God. What a gathering place this would
be!
Looks amazing, will have thousands of people flo long to
Option 3
attend for years to come!
Option 3
This is by far the best option. However how about
deconstructing elements which have survived largely intact
for use in a memorial or as structures on their own as public
art. I like the rose windows use as a nod to what stood before.
Do the columns have an oamaru stone facing as a nod to the
old cathedral?
Option 1
Option 3
Stunning! love this so much!

Option 3
Option 3

Option 1

why bother re-creating the past

lovely and light and uplfting. Imaginative re-configuration of
the old stained glass windows

O.K. but still a bit too much of above

Great --- inspiring --- depicts a new start that will be good.

Option 3
Option 1

hmmmmm still a bit old and booorrinnggg

Not appropriate

Option 3

Option 3
Option 1

i reallly love this design because its gorgeous and it reallly
Option 3
expresses the feeling of re building chch
Brillant. It is perfect for the new Christchurch in that it reflects Option 3
the vibrant and hip feel of what Christchurch will become.
Select Option

Option 1

Option 1

Option 2

Option 2
This is the only option to me that makes true sense.
Not an option we need to restore the Christchurch Cathedral.
Christchurch has so few of the beautiful buildings remaining
Why not restore when we have the ability and the option to do
and the Cathedral is truly the most significant one. It is far
so
more to the people of Christchurch than can be expressed. It
is iconic, beautiful, the heart of Christchurch and far more to
people than just a Cathedral. We have lost so much in
Christchurch, we do not want to loose this stunning buildingl
We were promised the Christchurch Cathedral would be saved
and it should be saved in it's original form, the time and money
it will take can all be dealt with in numerous and obv
A good combo!

Not an option we need to restore the Christchurch Cathedral. Option 1
Option 3 is a building that will date and be a mix match of
periods. If you want a new Cathedral build it else where. Leave
the Christchurch Cathedral for the people of Christchurch to
restore and love for many many years to come.

Option 2
Love this design. Being a Coventry girl I know that there can Option 3
be real beauty in a modern Cathedral. I like the idea of light and
space, and I like the use of the stained glass windows.

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
WEBSITE FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

4/04/2013 6:19

25-34

Christchurch

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:20

55-64

spreydon

christchurch

NO!!! Waste of time. All the great places of worship around
the whole world are built on the ruins of earlier structures.
There would be no great cathedral if the original 4th century
wooden shack had been "preserved"."

4/04/2013 6:20

65-74

Redcliffs

Chch

4/04/2013 6:21

45-54

Mt Eden

AUCKLAND

Too expensive, not suitable for multipurpose use. Too long to Prefer to option 1, but still too expensive
rebuild
No - just don't go there
Why?

4/04/2013 6:22

55-64

Berescourt

Hamilton

Awesome .rebuild a true nz icon

4/04/2013 6:22

15-24

Ilam

Christchurch

Not bad, the old one was nice. Also interesting to note, from a The second best option. Before being able to judge on this
financial perspective, that the price of fully restoring the
one, a 3D miniature would need to be made.
cathedral is less than the council's preferred option for the
convention centre.

4/04/2013 6:23

45-54

Redwood

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:24

45-54

Auckland

Auckland

While I would love to see the cathedral restored I feel this is an
opportunity to move forward
The building must be restored. This was always the logical
decision. I visited Germany over Christmas. I saw hundreds of
buildings which had been restored after far more extensive
damage in war. It was appalling that the demolition of the
cathedral was ever considered.

Love this respects our past (my family came out on the first 4 Don't like it
ships) but looks forward to our future
I would have to ask- why replace like with like? Why not
I am unsure why "traditional" is given as an alternative. If a
repair what is already there."
traditional styled cathedral as a replacement for the present
one is intended

4/04/2013 6:28

65-74

Cust

North
Canterbury

Backward facing option. Future quakes?? People safety?
Cost?

looks like a cheaper version of option one. Would not go for
this one.

4/04/2013 6:30

65-74

Ilam

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:31

55-64

Strathmore

Wellington

This is Christchurch's no 1 Iconic and important historic
building. It is 70% undamaged and is priceless. I would like a
second opinion on the cost.
Restoration looks backward, attempts to deny the true impact Interesting but too reminiscent. Not really a valid alternative
and certainly backward-looking.
of the earthquakes on both the city of Christchurch and its
residents. It is too expensive and would eat into money that
the Anglican Church in that diocese might prefer to spend on
ministry to the people of Christchurch.

4/04/2013 6:31

45-54

Sockburn

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:32

45-54

New Windsor

Auckland

4/04/2013 6:34

45-54

Ex Mt Pleasant Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:35

35-44

Mornington

Dunedin

4/04/2013 6:36

25-34

Rangiora

Rangiora

4/04/2013 6:37

45-54

Bromley

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:37

15-24

Rangiora

4/04/2013 6:38

45-54

4/04/2013 6:38

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:
Option 2

What IS the kiwi tradition? Copy England? We can worship
the same God, no problem, we can have the same Queen,
even, but we are NOT English. Time to make our own
traditions.

Looks good to me!

Option 3

most preferred option - not necessarily this exact design

Option 3

It looks fabulous. The old cathedral had an appalling acoustic - Option 3
please don't repeat the mistake.
Not the same as the original. Like a retro mini or beetle it does The world is full of more and more simplistic modern buildings Option 1
not have the same respect as the original
and less of crafted older ones. As a country for a change lets
not take the cheaper option but do future generations a favour
rebuild the original
Very ugly. I can't see this being liked, its pretty pathetic and
makes a mockery of the cathedral.

Option 1

Option 2
Option 1

Wholeheartedly in favour of this option this option. let's look to Option 3
the future and build with a new modern city in mind. We can
begin another era with a forward-looking
Option 1

Fantastic, airy, light, elegant, magnificent! It's beautiful and I'd Option 3
visit Christchurch to appreciate both its form and function. It
would be faster to construct and therefore sitting at the heart
of a rising city, rather than being a building site for a long
period.
I love this it is simply stunning and reflects a new beginning, a
Phoenix rising from the ashes. That spire is inspired. A great
design for a new city going forward into into the future. With
the lowest cost and quickest build time it is something which
can be a focal point once again for the city.

Option 3

Too outside Christchurch 's English feel

Option 2

Option 3

Too expensive

I think this is the least preferable option, neither the real thing
nor a new statement, kind of a cardboard cut out of the
original
Like the interior

A new option suggests a new vibrancy and the feeling of
moving forward.
This looks awesome. An opportunity to recognise the past
whilst making a distinctive statement about the future. A true
phoenix rising from the ashes
Love the tower. Very modern

meh

ok but not preferred

looks very modern and leading edge-love it

Option 3

Rangiora

Take to long to build

Like the front of it with the windows

show stopper

Option 3

Sydenham

Chch

Too expensive. However hard it is to accept it, what's gone is See above
gone. THe people who make up the church are not fossilised
and neither should their buildings be.

55-64

Cashmere

Christchurch

Despite what the Bishop says, in my view this is the only real
option for the site which is true to it.

I don't consider this to be a real option: it is neither
restoration, nor a new build. I wonder if if it has been put
there to steer people away from restoration. If a Traditional
non - restoration Option is to be considered, I vote for Sir
Miles Warren's concept. From what I have seen of it: more
true to the heritage of the existing cathedral and much more
beautiful.

4/04/2013 6:39

25-34

Rangiora

Rangiora

We need a new cathedral for a new city

beautiful interior but not modern enough exterior

inspirational design love the tower

4/04/2013 6:39

15-24

Burnside

Christchurch

I like this option the second best as it is quite obviously the
original iconic cathedral which I grew up with. It was however
ageing, and it could be modernised slightly with the original
design held in mind. Option two provides an excellent basis to
work from.

I like this option the best as it is loyal to the traditional
architecture but gives off a modern vibe. I don't however like
the spire; it seems strange and unattractive. I would prefer this
option but with a whole-bodied spire which pays homage to
the original cathedral which remains iconic to my home town.

This is not faithful to Christchurch's Gothic history and is not Option 2
indicative of our cultural roots. I do not like it. It could belong in
any other city in the world, as it is a generic modern design
with no ties to the Christchurch community

4/04/2013 6:40

55-64

Avonside

8061

Beautiful for the 1860s

A pleasing look

Absolutely stunning! Go for it Christchurch. Be brave. Build for Option 3
the 21st century. This is what this city needs-a fantastic new
icon that will look magnificent for generations to come.

4/04/2013 6:40

15-24

Upper
Riccarton

Christchurch

While I think it should be rebuilt to look like the old Cathedral, I
don't think it should be exactly the same. I would like to see
the use of existing materials and designs, but for the structural
parts.

I believe it should be rebuilt to look like the old Cathedral, but There are too many "modern" buildings like this. Aside from
not necessarily exactly the same. I think the materials used on that
the visible surfaces should mimic the existing ones, while
allowing for a modern and safer underlying structure.

Option 2

4/04/2013 6:41

25-34

Ilam

Christchurch

I don't agree with restoring the cathedral to its original plan, it
would be the most expensive and time consuming. I also
prefer rebuilding lost buildings or landmarks in the current
style.

This looks great and would be a nice happy medium.

Definitely my favourite, contemporary yet sympathetic to the
original.

Option 3

4/04/2013 6:41

65-74

Sandringham

Auckland

Neither one nor the other. An unsatisfactory compromise.

Has the "wow" factor that is the new icon Christchurch needs. Option 3
An exciting bold vision. Not hanging onto the past."

4/04/2013 6:41

15-24

Northcote

Christchurch

As much as the old cathedral was an icon of Christchurch the
new rebuild of the city needs an icon reflective of the new
beginnings.
I really think this is too expensive and would take far too long
to restore. Also, looking at the pictures, it would almost not fit
with the new, fresh look of the rebuild.

4/04/2013 6:42

55-64

Riccarton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:42

55-64

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:47

35-44

Heathcote
Valley
Karori

4/04/2013 6:47

35-44

Riccarton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:48

45-54

Otorohanga

Waikato

4/04/2013 6:48

65-74

Hoon Hay

Christchurch

Too expensive , does not meet modern needs

I like the tradition style with the more open spaces and better
cost and greater earthquake safety features: a good
compromise.

Option 3

Love it ..striking,speaks of the beauty and majesty of God, love Option 3
the colours and the windows... It would be a big tourist
attraction. And it's the cheapest, so the money saved can go
on the real mission of the church which is to bring good news
to the poor.
Option 1

Option 3

This option is better but still very closed looking and at the end As well as the fact that this is the cheapest and fastest option, Option 3
of the day, if you aren't going to go for a total restoration, you it is also the most exciting. It is light and airy and a fresh new
may as well change it.
look. I could see this attracting a lot of tourists as well as even
possibly send the message to young people that attending
church can be exciting. I think it would still be nice to have
some memorial to the old cathedral possibly using the original
stone in a display of some sort.

A Victorian imitation of High Gothic. Beautiful but not
Neither fish nor fowl
outstanding compared to the European originals - Will it
withstand another Febuary style earthquake in 100 years time?
To rebuild would be a sign of our cultural insecurity.

Wellington

Option 3
Lets go for it - an outstanding contemporary building that
reflects our confidence in who we are . And not lets forget its
internal function as a worship centre. The shoebox worship
style of them up there performing and the people detached
has well and truly gone.
the most sensible design and economic option

Option 3

Awesome, anything else is inauthentic

Option 3
Option 1

Restoration is the right thing to be doing. It preserves the
spiritual, cultural, and ancestral heart of our city. Allow the
restoration project to be a symbol our city's recovery. Let us
not stand out as the one community that can so easily wipe
away it's past. Be bold, be brave!

Too expensive.

Option 3

Again, very expensive and similiar to old cathedral.

This is by far my prefereed otion - looking back to past is no
Option 3
way to progress into the future
Brilliant!!! This is a fantastic design and I love it. Also, it is the Option 3
cheapest option, but I would still have chosen it despite that.
We need to move into the future and this design will do it.
Let's have a beautiful modern city with a modern cathedral.

CATHEDRAL
CONVERSATIONS /
WEBSITE FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

DATE

AGE

SUBURB:

CITY/AREA:

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:
Served its time and met its end so should be allowed to die
gracefully.

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:
I don't like pastiches.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

4/04/2013 6:49

65-74

RD1

Lyttelton

Option 3 (contemporary) is my preference by far because 1) it Option 3
is so much more full of light and inviting 2) it is of now i.e. not
a copy or restoration of a style long past 3) at my age I might
actually get to see this finished 4) it is also cheaper 5) it looks
forward and offers us a focus as we travel there - together.

4/04/2013 6:51

35-44

Sockburn

Christchurch

4/04/2013 6:51

45-54

Ngaio

Wellington

I like this option best. The Cathedral needs to be kept as close This is the second option if full restoration is not possible.
as to the original for cultural, historic value.

Option 1
Although I like contemporary design, I don't believe it is the
best option, or even second best option, for this project. Use
the contemporary architecture elsewhere, there will be lots of
opportunity for showcasing contemporary design in the
rebuild. What is really important is saving a special slice of New
Zealand history.

4/04/2013 6:55

25-34

Parklands

Christchurch

Would prefer this option. The cathedral was such an iconic
Much better option than Option 3. At least it resembles what
part of Christchurch. When I saw the spire fall down in the
was lost. This is my second choice option.
earthquake, that really hit hard. Also, the whole centre of town
will be new, but restoring the cathedral would keep some link
to our past.

Hideous. It's not very welcoming and reminds me of those
bizarre American mega-churches.

4/04/2013 6:59

45-54

Redcliffs

Chch

Too expensive, does not reflect contemporary needs. not a
reflection of contemporary Anglican church

also too expensive and least desirable, seems a bit of a mish
mash of traditional type design with some modern twists

Most desirable option, from cost point of view and chance to Option 3
reflect modern Anglican church and to provide something that
better suits the need of the church. Not necessarily this exact
design Also not sure why Madonna and child figure is so
prominent!

4/04/2013 7:00

55-64

Ilam

Christchurch

My favoured option

2nd favoured option

4/04/2013 7:00

25-34

St Albans

CHCH

Rebuilding what 'was' isn't the new Christchurch

Dont like this. ChCh will be full of similar designs and I feel the Option 1
Cathedral should be of a church like building
....Bright, optimistic and fresh- this is the new Christchurch.... Option 3

4/04/2013 7:04

35-44

Island Bay

Wellington

4/04/2013 7:13

55-64

Mount Pleasant Christchurch

I feel this is the only option

4/04/2013 7:16

45-54

Papanui

Christchurch

This is my preferred option as it retains an iconic structure that This is my least preferred option as replicating an old structure
represents the heart of Christchurch. Although this may not
using modern techniques and materials does not work.
be the best design from a functional point of view it is a
wonderful structure that is a fabulous piece of history and
would be admired and recognised as a place of worship for
many years to come.

4/04/2013 7:16

25-34

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:18

35-44

South New
Brighton
Solway

Masterton

I like this idea the best, regardless of cost I feel this would last This idea is ok, but Id rather they spent more doing option 1
forever and be well worth the time and cost involved. I think it
would be very sad not to keep this lovely old church

4/04/2013 7:19

35-44

Spreydon

Christchurch

Expensive and likely to be damaged again by earthquakes. The
previous cathedral was damaged at least 5 times over the
approx 130 years it stood - rebuilding to the same plan seems
to be saying that you can't be bothered listening to God. The
building doesn't reflect that our relationship with God has
changed since the Victorian era. This option would be more of
a museum piece then base for a living, growing renewing
community of faith.

4/04/2013 7:20

25-34

Beckenham

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:21

55-64

Halswell

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:22

45-54

Auckland

4/04/2013 7:22

55-64

Mangere
Bridge
rangiora

4/04/2013 7:23

45-54

City

CHCH

4/04/2013 7:23

65-74

New Brighton

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:29

55-64

Somerfield

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:29

55-64

knight

knight

4/04/2013 7:32

55-64

Marshland

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:35

35-44

Avonhead

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:37

25 - 34

Island Bay

Wellington

4/04/2013 7:40

55-64

Newmarket

Auckland

Too slow; too expensive. Can't convince myself that this
would be a Christian use of such vast financial resources.

Better, but still too slow and expensive.

No doubt anathema to the 'purists' but probably the most
sensible option. At least this moves us past the faux gothic
into something contemporary. It gives us a chance to make a
real 'new beginning' statement.

Option 3

4/04/2013 7:40

65-74

St Albans

Christchurch

I loved the old cathedral and it would be nice to see some of
the features from the interior in a new one, e.g. the tukutuku
panels for Bishop Pyatt, but I was always a bit ambivalent
about rebuilding and it is time to move on.

Attractive, lovely inside but ever so slighlty boring.

Wow. Exciting, inspiring, inviting; stunning ceiling. An
opportunity for the cathedral to continue to be the heart and
soul of the city delivering a modern ministry.

Option 3

4/04/2013 7:40

35 - 44

Avonhead

Christchurch

If the original is rebuilt - will people feel safe in it??

4/04/2013 7:41

35-44

Islington

Christchurch

I really like the concept of this cathedral. It is not unlike the
I would dearly love the cathedral to stand tall and proud as it
original cathedral, so it is in keeping with the style that was
once did, but I feel that it may be to costly to go down this
avenue. The city of Christchurch will never be the same again, originally imagined by our forefathers.
so I've come to terms with the fact that it is likey that the
biggest and most dear icon of our city will never be the same
again.

I don't like this concept at all. It looks far too modern and far
too removed from what we once had. I would not feel as if I
was living in Christchurch if this cathedral was built. I also
think it would be a disservice to the memory of our
Christchurch ancestors to obliterate any semblance of what
was originally dreamt and built for this site. My grandmother a proud resident of Christchurch for most of her life and a
proud Anglican, would be turning in her grave.

Option 2

4/04/2013 7:42

25 - 34

Redcliffs

Christchurch

Don't agree, too expensive, too long in construction. Loved
the building but it's history now. We need to acknowledge it
but don't think We should spend so much to re create.

Love this option. It's acknowledging the old structure but
creating a new icon. Price as well as constriction time is
attractive. Let's make chch the new city today that carries
through to the future.

Option 3

A restored or imitation Victorian design would be a fraud with Option 3
no true meaning. A modern cathedral is the ONLY option that
makes sense. Why try to rebuild a faded retrofitted fantasy in
the middle of our beautiful new city. All I ask is that the new
cathedral reflects the very best in 21st century architecture
with no compromise on quality. It should be cutting edge,
consistent with our culture and forward looking.

The new Christchurch will find its sense of tradition not in
classical architecture, but in paving a new way that is bright,
optimistic and fresh.
I think this would be a disappointing lost opportunity to create I think this design is fine, but still unnecessarily tied to the past. I find this design the most exciting and relevant for the new
a modern focal point for the city. It would win no new friends.
city of Christchurch.
Has merit, but not preferred

Option 1

Option 3

Option 1
If it was decided that option one was not possible then a new
replacement would be my next choice however the proposed
design is not one that I believe has lasting appeal as does the
current structure. It is no Sydney Opera House!

Option 1

Option 1

An improvement on option 1 but does not display a leap of
faith. The improved seismic resilience is good but the overall
design is best described as "safe". I think that this design looks
backwards more then it looks forward. The design does not
reflect how much our communities and relationship with God
have changed since the Victorian era."

Dont like this at all, its very ugly and it would be sad to lose this Option 1
old church for a contemporary idea.

Option 3
A brilliant design that I would be proud to share with visitors
from overseas - it is not a copy of European Cathedrals but a
Cathedral that is a celebration of Christchurch past, present &
future. In fact I believe that people would travel from overseas
to visit this Cathedral - the other designs would not have this
ability to draw in visitors . This design reminds us of our past
and provides an opportunity to look into the future as we
strive to build a new Jerusalem. This design has the ability to
become a loved heritage building central to the identity of the
city for hundreds of years
I pick the contemporary design as I believe that the future of Option 3
Christchurch is heading towards a more contemporary style
and fits the style of construction that will occur in the re-build.
Rise Up Christchurch! Mauri ora!
A wonder-ful design!!!

Option 3

This is an iconic building, one of very few in NZ. It should be
restored.

Option 1

rangiora

great moving forward with the new times
Too out there

Would be nice to have it this way but depends on costs I
would think. So if we can't have a restored Cathedral then
option 3 would be fantastic.
Too expensive

Option 3

A really beautiful combination of old and new. We should not Too expensive and too long to rebuild
throw the baby out with the bath water but we must move on.

Option 2

Yes this is right for the new Christchurch , looks wonderful

Option 3

This looks like a very poor imitation of the original.

Love this one!

Select Option

Really like the new natural look

This is really awesome, New City, New look , new life..
to create our new history
Love it!!!!!! It's stunning

Time Option 3

Just fabulous!! Nothing is going to be the same in
Christchurch anymore so let's be bold!! And it's cheap
(relatively!)

Select Option
Option 3

Option 3

Option 3

If we are to re build it should be the future not the history.

CATHEDRAL
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55 -64

Titirangi

auckland

4/04/2013 7:44

35 - 44

Barrington

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:44

45 - 54

merivale

christchurch

4/04/2013 7:44

55 -64

Strowan

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:45

35 - 44

Sydenham

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:45

45 - 54

kaiapoi

north

OPTION 1 (RESTORE) COMMENTS:

OPTION 2 (TRADITIONAL) COMMENTS:

OPTION 3 (CONTEMPORARY) COMMENTS:

Option 1

As a Cantabrian, now living in Auckland due to the
earthquake,my heart still resides in the city I have lived in for
most of my life. The Cathedral is Christchurch - the heart of
Christchurch. The cathedral holds so many memories for the
people of Christchurch and by demolishing it, those memories
will also be destroyed. On February 22nd, when the cathedral
partially fell, the people despaired. When there was the
possibility that peoples' lives had been lost in the Cathedral,
the people despaired. A week or so later, when no bodies were
found, the people rejoiced. I remember it well - the c
Awesome, love it, just what this city needs, in line with the
times, a new beginning, a City Landmark my little girl can
grow up being proud of!

Why spend so much money on something that failed.

PREFERRED DESIGN
OPTION:

Option 3

everyone surely realises that christchurch is very suspectable
to seismic activity, we now must be smart, prudent and now
definetly rebuild the cathedral as we now know is extremely
important to all cantabrians as ut is the definete heart of the
city, so we must protect our biggest and most important
indintity and go with option two. Its very clever in design, gives
better access, a lot sdafer than option two, and keeps the
heritage aspect and traditional design alive for all visitors amd
cantabriandto love and enjoy for many yearsto come in the
knowledge that it will stand upto any more earth

Select Option

Nearly same cost as traditional . Looks good but higher
maintenance

Option 3

Wonderful design that is going forward as all early designs did
in the past
I think if the city is going modern then the Cathedral should
match it...
seems to be an odd compromise, a bit like mock tudor pubs at wow!
disney land etc...

Option 3
Option 3

4/04/2013 7:46

15 - 24

Dallington

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:46

65 - 74

Mt Pleasant

CHCH

Nice idea but not worth the dollars

This option could include all the retrieved historical items &
they would sit with the design nicely - good value for CHCH

This modern option would be acceptable to me if it was able to Option 2
include some of the old building some how

Option 3

4/04/2013 7:46

35 - 44

Oxford

North
Canterbury

I would like to see our Cathedral restored

I do quite like this one

Option 1

4/04/2013 7:46

65 - 74

Pukekohe

Auckland

Ho hum - always lacked imagination and presence

Improvement on option 1, but boring!

I only saw a glimpse of this one tonight for the first time on
Campbell Live. My first thought was "It looks like the Popes
Hat" I hate it"
Very innovative and exciting - religion, for centuries, has
always been at the forefront for education and culture, and
this design clearly demonstrates Christchurch as it leaps
ahead! Bravo!

4/04/2013 7:47

35 - 44

rangiora

will take to long

yes fresh new start

Option 3

4/04/2013 7:48

75 +

x 100 Opawa
Rd

north
canturbury
Opawa

4/04/2013 7:48

65 - 74

Beckenham

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:51

35 - 44

Bryndwr

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:53

35 - 44

Spreydon

Christchurch

4/04/2013 7:53

45 - 54

Cashmere

4/04/2013 7:54

65 - 74

4/04/2013 7:54
4/04/2013 7:58

4/04/2013 7:59

Option 3

Option 3
As an ex chorister of the Christchurch Cathedral I was
devastated when the two earthquakes occurred. Since then I
have been kept well informed over all the controversy
concerning the re-build. By choosing the Contemporary
design I feel this would bring not only the Cathedral into
modern times but more importantly the church.This option ,
well built , would bring people BACK to the church and would
assist Christianity throughout the wider community.
Move with the times.
Distant second choice. It is to modern

Option 3

This is most preferred, it is the symbol of Chritchurch.
Changing it is just wrong.
Good for its time, it would be too expensive to restore it.

This is just hideous!, We are Christchuch not Auckland or
Wellington. We are Historic stone, not glass abominations!
I don't believe this is practical. too much Glass very hard to
More pleasing to the eye than the contemporary option. It
keep clean. it is an unsightly thing, i do not like the centre
looks practical and keeps the nostalgia of the original which
has alot of symbolism for Christchurch. It looks very well made piece for the Altar area. The whole design is not very pleasing
and restful a definite no.
and will last for many years.

Option 1

Christchurch

Though I have good memories of the cathedral-as-was, I
believe restoration is simply not affordable. Furthermore, it
would be hanging on to the past whereas Christchurch needs
to look to the future.

A pretend-old cathedral

holding on to the forms of the past might seem a "safe"
option

Sumner

Christchurch

To expensive - will take too long to build and with such a long
time schedule dubious of estimated costs. It could easily blow
out and create long term financial problems. And Church has
better options including other churches and church facilities
within the greater Canterbury region.

An interesting concept but again too expensive and will never
seen as a replacement for the original building. Also long
contruction time horizon.

This my pick. An exciting and attractive cxoncept. Cost
Select Option
realistic and almost covered by insurance money. More in
keepimg with the rebuilt and new central city. The problem will
be that older residents are more likely to complete this
feedback and a majority will probably strongly support option
2. This is unfortunate and as noted on the web this evening
don't let a popular vote have too much influence on the final
decision

35 - 44

central

Christchurch

25 - 34

Redwood

Christchurch

I would be disappointed if this is the option chosen. I have
always felt that the building wasn't "grand" enough. For
something that is the centerpiece of the city we need
something truly amazing. "

I don't really see the point. As per my above comment this
would be a no no.

Option 3
Amazing, love it. Exactly what the city needs. We need
something grand and big and amazing something to really
breath new life into the church and the heart of the city. If
something like this is built, and done right, it would become an
icon like the Eiffel Tower or Sidney Opera House that people
would travel to see. I very much think this is the best option
for the church and the city.

55 -64

Somerfield

Christchurch

We have lost most of our gothic churches, we can't replace or
restore them. I think we need to restore at least this one. The
other designs could go anywhere in the city. I take the point
that the restore option means issues with access and usability
need to be acknowledged and worked on.

Option 2

Option 3

Option 3

Option 1

4/04/2013 8:01

35 - 44

Heathcote

Chch

4/04/2013 8:02

65 - 74

Waipahihi

Taupo

Option 1

4/04/2013 8:02

25 - 34

Hornby

Christchurch

4/04/2013 8:05

65 - 74

apatu street

wairoa

4/04/2013 8:07

35 - 44

Mount Victoria Wellington

4/04/2013 8:11

55 -64

Hanmer
Springs

Hanmer Springs I was born in Christchurch and lived there for over 50 years I Christchurch has changed forever. History has been rewould like to see a replica small cathedral rebuilt on the same written. Why would we rebuild something identical? Like the
site - as an historical museum and memorial for the
earthquakes had never happened?
earthquakes - And maybe a new modern structure rebuilt,
safe and wooden, but still traditional in shape to survive the
decades ahead and built alongside the replica museum. I don't
particularly agree with any of the options.

4/04/2013 8:12

45 - 54

Bishopdale

Christchurch

Move on

4/04/2013 8:13

35 - 44

Richmond

Christchurch

Its time to move on...we are becoming a new city now and our
cathedral needs to represent that change.

No to restoring lets build a new city.

I believe this is a good option to remember the existing
character and architectural style of the existing cathedral.
However I understand that this may limit the options to
enhance the use and form.

1st : Love it

It is time to move on and create something modern. The old
Cathedral will never be one of the wonders of the world but
the new contemporary design could achieve that. My former
Parish was Avonside.

Option 3

2nd: Love it also

Option 2

I like it. in 50 years time the city rebuild will have visitors to
Option 3
look and celebrate, like the art deco in napier
I do like the idea of a replacement cathedral using traditional
Option 2
This will require careful design to achieve something that
architectural techniques. There is opportunities to remember remembers the past and celebrates the future. There is a risk
the old, but bring it up modern use and technologies. This will that this will look cheap and date quickly. Although with careful
however require careful design and detailing to achieve a great design this could be something quite special. Especially if there
outcome. There are some great opportunities to use traditional is a strong focus on how the built form relates to the
surrounding open space.
architectural design in a contemporary way. There's also a
good opportunity to explore how the new building relates to
the open space.

This is a perfect combination of the old and new an reflects
the change

Select Option

Really ugly and does not reflect what the city and this has
gone through
Stunning cathedral that will make Cantabrians proud and feel
safe visiting.

Option 2
Option 3

