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Harvey Turner, Esq., 
c/- Turners & oro 11ers Ltd., 

City Marketa, 
AUQKL!NR., C. 1. 

Deal" S1r, Board's Policy re Northcote r!hart. 

26th May, 1944. 

~he Board's pol1oy is, and has always been, to provide and maintain 
ferry fac111t!ea whet}e.they may be required. It 1e not however always a 
simple matter to decide just where they a.re requ1r•?d • 

. Northcote i?harf was built about 50 years ago and extended in 1912 
to 1te present form1 old piles and tiniber from Queens Wharf (which was 
then being re-builtJ being used for the extension. 

Birkenhead Wharf was built about 1910 ao a canbined pa.eeenger and 
vehicular terminal. 

Northcote vehicular ferry landing was installed and first ueed in 
1913. 

Northcote Wharf 18 directly exposed to westerly gales which are a 
feature of the Auckl~nd weather, the wind eometimee remaining in this 
quarter ror weeks on end, under which conditions 1t ie a very uncomfortable 
wharf to work. Thi9 applied more particularly to the vehicular landtng 
installed in 1913 and there were frequent oooaeions when vehicular ferry 
boats had to cut out their v1e1ts to the Northcote landing and proceed 
direct·to Birkenhead. 

EVen for passenger boats, berthing ia difficult and, when in 1930, 
the question of the reconatruotion ,,r the Northcote Wharf wae under re
view, 1 t wae considered that the districts of Birkenhead and Northcote 
could be served to much better advantage by a central combined passenger 
and vehicular 'i:ercy terminnl in ehel te1•ed water in Little Shoal Bay with 
a dredged channel to provide the necessary access from the harbour. It 
would have been the reaponsibility of the Boroughs to provide the neces
sary road approaches to such a terminal. 

The Board offered to proceed with t he proposed central terminal 1f 
the Boroughs would undertake to make the road connections thereto. 



As no aercement could be reuohod between the Boroughs the Board con
tinued to maintain tho reapootive terminals at Northcote and Birkenhead 
until in 1939 the vehiculnr service to Northcote was discontinued by the 
Fo1·ry Company. Since thnt date, at Northcote, the passenger landing 
only hna been muintained. 

Repeated ef~orts on the part of the Borough Co'W'lcil to have the 
vehicular service to Northcote restored ~inally resulted in a conference 
being convened in November 1941 by the Hon. R. Semple, Minister of 
Transport, nt which the Northcote and Birkenhead Borough Councils, the 
Ferry Company, the Harbour Board and other interested parties were present. 
The Northcote Borough expressed ita complete agreement with the Little 
Shoal Bay project and the Minister, after viewing the plane and hearing 
the discussion, expressed the view that the Board's proposal waa the 
obvious and complete solution of the ferry problem for the combined 
district. He promised hie support in endeavouring to obtain help ~r orn 
the Government towards the cost of roads and embankment which would • i n 
al l probabili ty, be classed as a main highway. 

Efforts have since been made repeatedly by the Northcote Borough 
Council to obtuin some pronouncement from the Mini ster as to the extent, 
o~ Oovemment help which would be available but, although he originally 
advised the Borough to proceed with the road work, it was not \llltil earl~ 
this month that he wrote officially stating that, whilo he was still of 
the opinion that the Little Shoal Bay scheme nniat ultimately be prqceeded 
with• in view of tho heavy commitments for War, it was cona!dered 
desirable to postpone the majo~ work 1ri the meantime an1. carry on witb 
existing ~ac111t1ee. 

The Board hae therefore taken otepa to re-oond1t1on the vehicular 
landing st Birkenhead, the pontoon of which is urgently in neoo. ot .repair 
and tho service thereto will be suspended temporarily ae rrom Wednesday. 
7th June, to enable the bridge to bo removed and the pontoon placed on 
the slipway. In the meantime some strengthening and genera1 repairs are 
being ef'fecte~ to the Northcote pontoon to enable that lMding to be 
put back into service £or limited loads until the Birkenhead landing 1s 
able to be re-opened. 

tn the meantime, provided the ultimate decision is not deferred so 
long that it is impossible to do so, the Board. will continue to maintain 
the existing passenger lnnding ot Northcote until appropriate alternative 
aocom:nodation ie provided elsewhere. 

Yours faithfully, 

Superintender~t and F.ngineer. 

DH. JAIJ 
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YGESD,-.Y, _83RD )d-1.{ __ 1944.1.._AT 2 . J.B_P . ;,i . 

FRB;_§.!'E~'I_ ·- :1:te ChHirr:1'.'n (1,1r. - .. :.i' . I.:cC"llUi'l1, 
Fessr-s . J.h, i1..inner~r , ~ . J. hel~m , J,c., 
Frnter , T.A. Bishop n. G. Sutherlr~d a~d 
E . V . ..:i'J.therl-=-nd . li\ir . E , H . l•.'iackenzie w1:1s 
also pres,3nt . 1 

1:IX'cJ:i:'ES of previous :neet inc- of Co:-i:::.ittee d:3.te"l :i.st r,Tay 
194~--\Copy oI' S<">.7.e havinf bec:;r.. -r-orwerded to e :ich 1.Ie:n.ber ; 
were taken 8S rA·d qn~ were confirmed . 

The followin~ ~~ttcr W"S crnsidered: 

·L•ROPOSED C"B:!i"TrFL lSRrn .F.'l-~ri/ -·- ----·------ -----
LITTLE SljQAL B1\.Y - NCHTLCCT'E V};HICU:l:.,AR PON'.POON. 

Letter :'ro:·,: hon. !.:in:..ste r of', orks, t,. o . 104':i: , re 
proposed Cdntr·l ?erry ·brrf - Little Shc 0 1 a~y : report 
o~ Super:ntdndent flnd En~ineer , 11 . 5 . 194~ , thereon: 
letters frc: .. :~orthcoLd Borr:lu-;,;i1 Co· .. rncil , 11-J.nd 
1 8 . o. l\?•~• ... , req_us sting th~t , be f ore the .:.lirkenhe'ld l:::nd -
ins w~s closed for overhaul, the 6orthco+e st•~e be 
rep~ired sufficiently to ~llow the service to be csrried 
on wi thout : brc8k · re~ort of Superinteneent end 
Engineer , 18 . 5 . 1944, st3ting thet J careful exa~inotion 
of t he ,iorthcot,'3 st,.,~e i:rJ.dicote d tj :t t~le de e'.;: could be 
sufficiently stren~thened to enable it - for~ limited 
period - to c .rry ioads not exceeding 3 tons, 0 nd th8 t 
he hod J.rr J:--.red for the te:1por"<ry strecgtheninp; of the 
pontoon to be put in hind 9t once; torether with letter 
from k r n~~er , Gevonoort ~te.rn Ferrv Co.Ltd. , 22 . 5 . 1944 , 
sett i n~ out r e1so~s-why he did not ccnsider tte Kort~cote 
Vc:hicuLn l,rnd lno· should be r-eco;,w.1issioned , 'md ~·epe'1ting 
his reauest that~ suitable ~unt be o:nced te~oor~rily 0 t 
the ~oie sh6ltered 61rkenhe8~ Lrndin~; ~1s0 si 0 ting that , 
in any csse , the Co:::p'.:lny v1oulc not ,.cccpt -my respor;sjbility 
with re~~rd to the te~porary f:ciliti3s in resuect of 
•;,,eifht o."' vahicles shoulc the ,,1eir<:ht of --:ny vehicles be 
brousht into dis~ute . 
The Cha i r::1an '.'"'.o·,ed : -

cm:FIRMEG : 

Th~t the Superintendent ' s re9ort of 12.5 1944 
be qdopted : Superintendent ~o renly in det2il 
to tte :etter fro~ Devonport Ste~m Ferry Cn. 
Ltd . 

C2rr:i.ed. 

REPORT ADOPTED BY BOARD at Special Me eting 
held on Tuesday, 23rd. May, 1944. 

------------------------------------------



• 
'rhe Cha irman , 

A . H. B. 

~ucklanb •arbour JSoarb 

18t h May 9 1944, 

BIRKENHEAD VEHICULAR FERRY LANDI NG. 

As a partia l subs t itute to enabl e a limited servi ce t o be main
tained during the slipping of the pontoon and t he gener al re
conditioning of the Birkenhead vehicul ar ferry land ing it will be 
possi bl e , aft e r carry ing out certa in stre ngthen i ng of the pontoon and 
re-condi t ionin g of bridge a nd f l ap a t Northcote to r e -open the l atter 
l anding fo r a l i mited t ime and for rest ric t ed loads. 

This pontoon i s now for t y years ol d and 9 as s tated in my l"eport 
dated 11th i ns t ant 9 is i ncapabl e of being re-conditioned to make it 
s a f e for mod ern wheel ed t r affi c . 

A car eful examination i ndicates , however 9 that the deck can be 
suffi c iently s t r engt hened to enabl e i t - for a limi ted per iod - to 
carry loads n ot exceed ing 5 t ons gr osso 

The s trengt hening pr oposed wil l be car ried out with the pontoon 
st i ll wat er borne and i n its pr esent position since i t s su bjec t ion t o 
t he s t r e sses i nvol ved i n s lippi ng woul d inevitably create the 
nece ssit y for widespread repairs before the pontoon could agai n be 
r e ndered safe fo r l aunch ing. 

While the limiting of l oads to 5 tons gross wil l create some 
i nconvenience and invol ve a l l heavi e r t raffi c t r avell ing via 
Devenport unt il the Birkenhead l anding is once mo r e in commi ssion, 
t he r e is no prac t icabl e a lternative and officials of the Fer ry 
Company , with whom t he matter has been discussed, consider the tem
porary re- opening of the Nor thcote l anding in this manner will be of 
gr eat assistance i n enabl i n g the North Shore traffic to be coped 
wi tb. 

I t is essent ial that the overhaul of the Birkenhead pontoon 
shoul d be compl eted befor e t he traffic begins t o i ncrease after the 
wi nt e r and I have consequently arr anged fo r the temporary strengt hen
i ng of the Northcote pontoon to be put in hand at once . 

,' 

,:']~// ( / ~ -

/// Superintendent and Engineer . 

/ ' 

DH.MIJ 
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KQNP,6Y1 15'l'ft lY,Y 1944. 

OUIJIJt FERRY SERVICE TO BIRI.ENHF.AD .AND NORTHCOTE 

A dopntat3.on oons1st.ina of Ueeor~. E. J . Oeborne (Mayor of Birkenhead) 
..• o. Fo ler (Uayor), Peame (councillor) and Jtilhcm (Town Clerk, NorthcoteJ, 

J . OU1nivcn (Mayott or TakapUOa), R.o. ·a-:, (Un~or ot Devonpoi-t), Jamea 
Forbeo ( 1anager of D voni:,ort team Ferr--:, co. T, ta. ) and ~.J. Price ( repre
oonting the ow~riere' Aecocio.tion and Carriere) a1ted on the Dopity 
chni1--mun, Ur. J .. li. Frnter, and tho ch•drmon of the torks Committee, Mr • 

• F. Mccallum, o.t 11 . 45 o..m. on the above dato. 
'l1ho SUr, r1nten (mt d Soo1~ct 17 , r• oo pttaaent. 

The Chairman otot d thu~ i1e ldo:rstood the deputation was to discuss tlle 
1.1uaat1on 0£ the Vehicular orry or--~1c to B1rlwnhentl \'fhioh it tile pro
posed to oloso on ond.ay, 22nd Jay 191.t4, 1n order to cercy out Ul'gent 
repairs to tho hr1dae e.nd wntoon. 

Mr. ue;r, ~otol"tng public at l)ovonport ,ere vecy perturbed at Board'• 
d~o1oion to clos tlle veh1culru- stage t Birkenhead as it was a eeriou 
inoonventence and caused congoot1on bi, huving one outlet only, viz 
Devonport. '.t'hey hf\d ask h1m to protest strongly- aga1nat sharing the 
vshieulor landing st evon~o t by the closing or the Birkenhead stage. 
He considered Board should rov1de a sooond outlet. 

r . Pro.tel'¥ Tho ttcir e. boo boen ee.l.ectoo Sl3 the most convenient and which 
was conGider ould ~ leoet 1nconv nienoe to the public. 

(U~. Uny thon retiro..1, 11 . 48 .m.) 

Hr. Forbes, The Co.-npan:, \1ao th<3 bt1tte11 between the Boal'd and the user 
o:!' the te.0111 ties. He oons1de1~ec1 re-condt tioning of' tho stage and pontoon 
are neeeaea~~y un hnd knm.,n for eomc t1mi, that this waa so. How waa the 

best time or tlle 78a1• :!'or doing the :01 .. k ns it was the slackest period, 
1..e. during 1ntol" montho. Veh1oulnr ~erey eerv1ce looked on as a part 
of tho high\vay oor•ono the m1rb JUr amt the di1'f'1cul ties in uaing one 
lending were moi-e obv1ouo to tho Comp!iny than pel"haps tc the Bonrd. 
congaation would bu unavoid blc if ono landing only uae in use. He asked 
c,,n!:31dertrt1on of n to~:1po1.•ary landine ert Bi kenhee.d. with restricted loads 
and eta · conc1dorat1on oho"LL1.d be 1v n also to repa1i. .. jng the bridge 
first which he thouebt had no .-erioue detect and could be reconditioned 
while still 1n po 1t1on. Tho pontoon wain n bod condition and he 
l'equeated cons1clorat1on ot the ouggest1on 01' a temporo.r•y pontoon end lip 
o.t Birkenhead. The use of northcote 1 nd,ng as, tn hie op1n,.on, a 
oecond.ary conside tion ena ho Uld not auggeot uaing tbie pontoon until 
it had b on taken out, examine rid thorougbl.1' re-conditioned. Board 
ohould n1e ~our omehow to l:eep the Birkenhead lnnding 1n commission. 
If a tault develop at Devonport wll1oh wae unl1.kely although poes1ble, 
the wholo o;vstem of. transport to tbe North Shore would be put out of 
comntcsion. The wholo mntter ro u!r erioue consideration. 

·r. FO\'Vlors lle had been approached in Northcote by local r.iotori sta an 
otreoo d shortage of petrol on1 tyrec. Tho carriers wei-e very concerned. 
Uc thcmgbt 1t was too serioua mntter to trust the whole ?tol'th '"hore 
tronepor to one lana.ing, pOJ--ticularlJ' in view of the lai-ge nmount ot 
toodetutt"s and supplies thnt had. to be tronaport . ncr-oaa the harbour 
dail31. The poo1t1on of hav1n one stage only should not bave been al
lowcxi to have ar1een. He ,mgge tea. a temporar-y stage as an al terma ti ve 
and ookod tor the eor1oue con ideretion of the Board to this suggestion. 

l r. Outnivens It iae new to him to learn that the repa1i-1ng o-£ the 
stage wow.~ DUt tbe ,ri1ole or tho service out of commieeion and he con
sider th'\,\ ot,mo lternat1ve aho•tld. be poesible. It as a cardinal 
point 1n endel:Nmi1'ne that facilities requiring ~epa1re ohould not be 
totally held up ne there sh-:>uld al\"mye be a wa:, out. If' there wa any. 
poneiblo 1ay out tho Board should oeriouoly consider tt. One route only 
wao not in the oat tntorosto of th , Boroue;ba. 

ur. Ooborno1 . dorsod remarko of revicua npeakere. Inconvenience was 
not tho only matter to one1der --bulsth nclded cost on account ot benzine 
and t yres ae well ae time had to be conoidered nlso. The Bnard should 
not havo allowed tho pooition to arise that hod nO\V riacn as he oona1dered 



O\ot,aro pontoon uhould hav~ boon oVliilablo. Tho Ferry company had to 
have apnro boats and the onmo thing should apply to the pontoon 1n order 
to koep tho Birl f.:nbend route or,on. suggested Q.Ueation of new landing 
or ne pontoon ot n1rkenhond bo considered beroro the service was 
olocoo. 

r. Pr•icos StL:rced he ':7tlG ro:p1~centing the Cor•rior•a' Asooo1ntion and the 
carrior1. The proposal now baine oono1dered wO\U.d create considerable 
1nconvon1once to t.hc comwroiel oe.rrnne ccm'ml?l1t:,.. Devonport Carriere 
vere already complaining 0£ oongcat:lon and the position would be 
1mpooo1ble 1£ on lMding only was 1n op ration. ne referred alAo to the 
extra ooet ond use of' petrol tyres end was in f"Ull agreement 1th 
nthor a:poakoro that o.n alter-native o..liould bo provided. 

!!I'• Pe ... ro, SUpµor-t;oo the 1n~oviouo speakors om. drmv attention to the 
Boaro.'e pro.:niso not to cease mn1ntenunco to the pontoon at Northcote. 
He oonoidored thel'.'a ms t1t10 yat to put tho Northcote pontoon into repail' 
and uoe 1t during tho timo tho pontoon nt Birkenhead was out for repairs. 
He rei'erred al.no to the timo lost by using Devonport ao well ao t o the 
added cost of petrol and tyreo. 

tr. Fraters Thanked deputation ~or the B11ggestiona individually and 
collectively put f'ol"."10.rcl nn'1 stat a. thHt he vn\e glad of tho o~poi."tuni ty 
o:f h arins the11, v1t1t,s on the matt r.. nhe quf")st1on was a vecy important 
one and would f'ulll' gone into by the Board and the ropreeentetions of 
the deputation i"ully oonoidcred. Valuable suggestions had been put for-
wan\ no an nlternntivo to t,ho oloe1ng of tho eerv1co. The tuture, 
bowev· i-, was in tho melting pot na th Shoal Bay soh me had been det"ei-l"ed 
in tile 1naemtlme olthou~ not abnndoned. 

su:)cr•1nt ndents / t the .requ: mt nr ,·l"• Frote1' tlle sui;iez-1ntem1ont apc~e 
aad. atatod t~1at tlle i:,~'.me.,.- ~t./h9A:c,fl 1th 1-oga1 to ·thl"i yontoon o lack 
ct a O]ltir<3 might jth~t1f)'tpubl1c oti~i<l1P,~~ thout tthe.., kno ·ledge that the 
Board oo= · 1(~0r-$ e inn ocn r-nt:?:"l" .. t'Sr aor:u.1ng w1 h .. he volume o-r 
tratt1a n,:n ·1s1ng ~he t'erirtea, and had hor.,ed that the netv modem suapena.ea 
tY:Pe sug -sted in Shoal BB7 scheme would have been gone on with. In 
view oir .e poo 1bil.1 ty of tll1s ool.emo being ;proceeded \11th tt,e Board had 
not deeme<i 1 t deoi ble to provide n epa •e pontoon and he thought 
cr1 tic.:1 m of tbo Jl.:>ard * e policy not to p1•oi. ide a spare r quired thia 
Q.Ual11"ication. Tho slit,'tYay we.a tully engaged moat of th year and an 
opp()r>tunity bad non nrioen to place tho pontoon on the o11p but if the 
1>0:pu.ty Ch:lirmnn and the Chn1rmon of the \,orko Colmli ttee we1·e agpeeable 
to the ~T.'eaent opportunity or Al1pp1TJI:!' the ~ntoon being lost the otice 
to close the pento~n on Monday, ~2nd ~ay 191'4, wh1lo an alternative wne 
being eou(')lt could be oeneollee. The onnoellation of the cloeine: of the 
eol"V'ice was agreed to by tho Deputy Cha1rt?l3n and the Ch 1.rmnn ot the orks 
Committee who stritod that overy ettort would be made to meet the wiehee 
of the deputation. 

~~. -~l~~ expreeocd epprec1at1on of the au r1ntendent•a explanation a! 
to the need o~ h~ste and the reason hy ape.re pontoon wao not availab~e. 
~hie he considered w~o entirely reaeable nnd probably the right thing to 
do. 

Hr. :~or'baa ctat~e1 that, if :he Bot rc't dc.-c11e, to carry cut the :preeent 
suggest.ton witll re~~rd to rc:i;n11•s, he would flP~ that it be dcne du1•1ng 
the w1nte1" eeas ,n which was the sleek period. 

The f'uperirttEmuont dttew nttent1cu to the fact thtit b~th otaeos on the 
eouthevn shore or tJ1e ha1>bou1• could be tlsed which would l.'e11eve the 
position aligbtly. h1o uaa ner ed to by Capt. Forbes who etat~ that 
tl1e ma1.n difficulty would be at I evonpo~t. 

The deputation thunkO(..l the Chnir•man and tae Chairman o-r the 1 orks Committe 
:for the veey o~thotio hoar:1ug granted to tbem and withdraw at 12.25 p.m • 

• 



The Chairman, 
A.H. B. 

11th May, 1944. 

PROPOSED CENTRAL FERRY WHARF - LITTLE SHOAL BAY 
Letter from Minister of \forks, 4.5.1944. 

In response to the Board's enquiry the Minister of 
Works, Hon. R. Semple, states that the Government is not in 
favour of work proceeding at present on the proposed ferry 
terminal and its road approaches and asks the Board to take 
whatever steps are necessary to keep the existing Birkenhead 
and Northc ote ferry services in operation until the time is 
opportune to provide more adequate facilities. 

The Minister has undertaken to instruct his Depart
mental officers to make detailed surveys and estimates of 
the road approaches which would be necessary and this, in 
any case, is the first essential step towards the prosecu
tion of the work. 

There is now no justification for further delay in 
slipping the pontoon and overhauling the vehicular landing 
at Birkenhead and I have advised the Devonport Steam Ferry 
Co. Ltd. that from and including Monday, 22nd May, the 
landing will be closed to tr~ffic until further notice. 

Until the extent of repairs necessary has been ascer
tained after the pontoon has been placed on the slipway it 
cannot be stated when the service will be restored but it is 
anticipated the work will take from two to three months and 
the Northcote and Birkenhead Borough Councils should be 
advised accordingly. 

When the vehicular ferry service to Northcote was dis
continued in 1939 the Board advised the council that it had 
then no intention of removing the pontoon and bridge. 
There is now no purpose. t o. be served in leaving them in 
position. They are not, and· e,ro inca;pablej.of being. made·, 
safe. ·for trat'fic ,and they impose an unnecessary strain on 
the main wharf. I recommend that the Northcote Borough 
Council be advised that it is intended permanently to de
m.olish the vehicular landing when carrying out necessary 
strengthening work a t the wharf in the near future. 

• Superintendent and Engineer. 



~ucklanb ~arbour ~oarb 

C C· PY 

O.r' ::c I Oc ;,;L..:i:.:.:;TER O.r· . ,ORXS • 
. ,Ei..LEWTOii. 

4tn May , 1944 . 

FRC'POSED CE~.TIR.\.L FERRY ',li.'.RF..l.-.s:.c J.L 3AY . 

The Secr e t a r y, 
~ucklend narbour Bo~ra , 
:? . G. 3ox 1 ~59 , 
·-..uc:~I..b.~-D . 

De a r Si r , 

I n reply to yo•,r letter of the 20th • ..,.uril , I hc,-ve to 
advise that after studvinq 811 the infor~3tion avail~ble , 
and qivin~ cereful ccnsider~tion to all esuects of the 
question , I e~ satisfia~ ttat the ti~e is not op~ortune to 
proceed with this work . 

Al though 1dmittedly the present f0c~lities are not in 
~ood rep~ir , they caL be kept ~oins for so~e ti~e yet at 
comp'3r"'tive l y s:'1all cost , and it is considered that 
expendi ture on s ne~, ferry ~h1rf and ~pproach ro9ds i s not 
just i fi e d under war co~d1tions as lone as it c0n be ~voided. 

It is reelised th~t furthe r consideration of the 
proposa l s cannot be post,oned in~efinitely , and cs the 
esti~~te for the ~nproaches is only an 8pproxi~etion errived 
at without s urveys,· :i: 3!11 arran,,1:1~ for ~y l.!ep-=,rti"lent to 
:ll"lke detailed surveys and esti:n.ateP, so th •t when the t i me 
arrives for reconsideration cf the m--tter , accur-,te esti:nates 
will be av"il~ble. rhe approaches on the present estimate 
co:1J.p.,'.'ise helf the tot<"l cost of the wore:, so th9t further 
i nform8t i on on this asnect of the nropos~ls is clearly 
necc3sar y . 

The Govern.rnent is u:-:ablf to oc::tee that the construction 
of thens~ ferry wherf should proc~ed at present , and I 
should tterefore be p·L.d if your rlo 0 rd 1ivould t2ke ,;h 0;tever 
s t eps 1re necessary to keep the existin~ 3irkenheqd and 
Korthcote ferr1 service in operation until the ti~e is 
opportune to provide ,ore 0dequnte f~cil:ties . 



The Chairman, 
A.H.B. 

11th May 9 1941+• 

PROPOSED _CENTRAL PERRY }JI-L.<\.RJ:<'. - LIT'l'~E 8HOA,L BAY 
Letter from Minister of Works, 4~5~1944, 

In r esponse to the Board 1 s enquiry the Minister of 
Works, Hon. R. Semple, states that the Government is not in 
favour of work proceeding at present on the proposed ferry 
terminal and its road approaches and asks the Board to take 
whatever steps a re necesaary to keep the existing Birkenhead 
and Northcote ferry services in operation until the tl.me is 
opportune to provide more adequate facilities. 

The Minister has undertaken to fLstruct his Depa~t
mental officers to make detailed surveys and estimates of 
the road approaches which would be necessary and this, in 
any case, is the first essential step towards the prosecu
tion of the work. 

There is now no justification for further delay in 
slipping the pontoon and overhauling the vehicul ar landing 
at Birkenhead and I have advised the Devonport Steam Ferr;;/ 
Co. Ltd. that from and including Mocdays 22nd May, the 
landing will be closed to traffic until further notice. 

Until the extent of r epairs necessary has been ascer
tained after the pontoon has been placed on the slipway it 
cannot be stated when the service ~ill be restored but it is 
anticipated the work will take from two to three months and 
the Northcote and Birkenhead Borough Councils should be 
advised accordingly. 

When the vehicular ferry service to Northcote was dis
cor:.tinued in 1939 the Board advised the council that it had 
then no intention of removing the pontoon and bridge. 
There is now no purpose to be served in leaving them in 
position. They are not; a~d aro fnca~ablJjof bii~g mu~~ 
safe ·for traffic,and they impose an unnecessary strain on 
the main wharf. I recommend tha.t the Northcote Borough 
Council be advised tha t it is intended permanently to de
molish the vehicular landing when carrying out necessary 
strengthening work at the w:ho.r:f in the near future. 



EXTRACT FROM BOARD'S RESOLUTIONS OF TUESDAY, 18th. APRIL, 1944. 

1. COMBINED FERRY AND VEHICULAR WHARF -
LITTLE SHOAL BAY. 

Question of construction of Combined Ferry and Vehic
ular Wharf in Little Shoal Bay; together with letter 
from Town Clerk, Northcote, 13.4.1944, and your report, 
17.4.1944, recommending that a letter be sent to the 
Minister stressing the necessity for an early decision 
and asking for a statement as to how the matter stands 
at the moment. 

That the report be adopted. 

---~--------------------------------------------------



The Chairman, 
A.H.B. 

17th April, 1944. 

PROPOSED COMBINED FERRY LANDING - LITTLE SHOAL BAY 

The Northcote Borough Council is still awaiting advice from the 
Minister of Work s as to ~hat assistance (if any) tne Government will give 
to the re-location of roads and highways to serve the proposed combined 
vehicular and passenger ferry terminal in Little Shoal Bay. 

The Council states it has done all that it reasonably can do in the 
matter and suggests that the Board may be o.ble to do something to expedite 
a decision. 

I recommend that a letter be sent to the ?.U.n:l.ster stressing the 
necessity for an early decision and asking for a statement as to how the 
matter stands at the moment. 

Superintendent. 

DH: ]HJ 
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The Chairman, 
A.H.B. 

24th January 9 1944. 

PROPOSED FERRY. TERMINAL - LITTLE SHOAL BAY ---- .. . - -- ----· _ _...,.._ 
Letter 21.1,1 944 from The Automobile Association. 

The Automobile Association forwards copy of a resolu
tion carried by the council of the Association expressing 
general disapproval of the proposal to construct a combined 
passenger and vehicular terry terminal in Little Shoal Bay 
and suggests that the Birkenhead vehiGular l~nding be put 
out of commission during the time necessary for recondition
ing the existing pontoon, bridge and machinery. 

The Board has already decided that, failing satisfactory 
arrangements being made at an early date for the provifion 
of the necessary land approaches to enable a combined landing 
in Little Shoal Bay, if constructed, to be adequately served, 
the latter alternative of reconditioning the Birkenhead 
landing will have to be proceeded with, 

The time which the Board has allowed the Northcote 
Borough Council to reach finality with the Government in this 
matter has already been extended to March 14th and I l'ecom
mend that further consideration of the matter be deferred 
until that time. 

BOARD ' S RESOLUTION OF TUESDAY, 8th FEBRUARY, 1944. 

That the matter be referred to the 
Board in Committee. 

-- ----------------------------------------------

DH.MIJ 
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EXTRACT FROM BOARD'S RESOLUTIONS OF TUESDAY, 14th. DECEMBER, 1943. 

1. PROPOSED CENTRAL WHARF 
IN LITTLE SHOAL BAY. 

Letter from Northcote Borough Council, 6.12.1943, 
re proposed Central Wharf in Little Shoal Bay, 
stating that, in response to a request for informa
tion as to what the Government was prepared to do in 
the matter, a reply had been received that it was 
hoped to let the Council have a decision at an early 
date; your report thereon, 13.12.1943, recommending 
that, for reasons given, consideration be deferred 
for a further three months. 

That the Superintendent's report 
be adopted. 

---------------------------------------------------



The Chairman, 
A.H.B. 

13th Deoembor, 1943. 

l'ROFOSXD ;i,&RRY TBRMINA;L - LITTLE SHOAL BA.I 
Letter from Northcote Borough Council 6.12.1943. 

On 14th September 1943 the Board adol,>ted a ~esolu
t1on to th~ effect tho.t 1t una prepared to entertain tho 
provision of a combined passenger and vehicular terr~ 
torminal in Little Shoal Bay provided the Northcote 
Borough council and tl1e Main Highwaye Boa~d could arrive 
at mutually satie:f'aotor-y arJ:tangem.ente for the construc
tion of road acoeae tboreto. The Board urged the Council 
to expedite negotiations with the object ot obtaining and 
submitting to the Board a deo1a1on be:rore 14th Deoembe,:-. 

The tto~hoote Borough Council has received a reply 
trcm tho Jl:l.nister of Works dated 1 et instant stating that 
he hopes to let the Council have a decision at an early 
date but obviously until this ia received, the council 
cannot give the decision asked for. 

Under the cir-cUIJ:ntcnc¢a I recommend that oonsidera
tion be de~erred for a further thl'e months. In the 
meantime the Nox-thoo .. e Bo.t•tJugh Couno1l should be re
quested to press the Minister £or a definite decision so 
the.t th13 matters :hich 1e becoming mo ·e u1•gent aa time 
::;aeaes, ffl13"J be 'fine .ly settled c.t an early da.te • . 

Superintendent. 

DH.liIJ 



The Chairman, 
A.H.13. 

13th Decemberp 1943. 

PROl'OSED LITTLE SHOAL BAY FERRY TERMINAL 
Letter from Waitemata Harbour Bridge Assn. 9.12.1943. 

The Association writes stating that, during the next ~ew 
days, a deputation 1e being taken by the Harbour Bridge Associa
tion ana. the utomobile Association to tht.i Hon. R. S811ple in 
Auol~land and inv;t tea the Board to eend a member. 

Presumably the deputation is to urge upon the Minister the 
early construction of a Harbour Bridge. If the Board were 
representel'. on the deputation 1 t would - presumably- - be as an 
advocate 0£ the proposals - details of which are unknown - to 
be pu~ forwaro by the deputation. 

on 8th June 1943, in reply to a request from the Waitemata 
Harbour Bridge Association that the Harbour Board should urge 
upon the Rehabilitation Board the conotruction of the Auckland 
Harbour Bridge as a National Rehabilitation Scheme, the Board 
resolved that, while not wishing to retard development in the 
provision of alternative methods of trans-harbour transport, the 
Board considered it would be outside ite functions specifically 
to support any rropoeal which, b~fore adoption, must inevitably-
be eubjoct to cloee 1.nvecti~ation and possible veto by the 
Harbour Board in f'U.lfilling its duty of protecting the navigation
al interests of the Port. 

For the reasons set out in that resolution I consider it 
is not desirable for the Board to agree to the Association's 
request ~o send a member w:tth the deputation to wait on Mr. 
Semple. 

The Aeeociation also aelcs the Board to defer any decision 
as to the commencement of' the Proposed. :r-'1 ttle Shoal Bay ferry 
terminal for a further period of' three months. 

I have already recommended that thie be done because the 
Northcote Borough Council has not yet received the neceeeaey 
in£ormat1on fr:">!Il the Minister of orks. 

Superintendent. 

DH.MIJ 
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E~~RAC'r FRO:u BOARD 1 S RESOLUTIONS OB' TUESDAY 7 14th. SEPTEMBER, 1943. 

3. REPORT OF BOARD IN C011MITTEE. 

Report of Board in Committee, dated 7.9.1943. 

That the report be adopted. 
(Extract below). 

2. CENTRAL FERRY & VEHICULAR WHARF - LITTL'E 
SHOAL BAY. 

Letters from Clerk of Conference, Northcote and Birkenhead 
Borough Councils, 26.8.1943, re proposed Central Ferry and 
Vehicular ffharf in Little Shoal Bay, stating that, in view 
of the non-commital reply received from the hlinister of 
Works re construction of the Harbour Bridge and financial 
assistance by the Government to the road approaches, the 
Conference, at its second meeting on 24th. idem, decided to 
refer the matter ·back to the two Councils for individual 
action and to request the Board to defer action in the mean
time; and Northcote Borough Council, 26.8.1943, re proposed 
Central Ferry and Vehicular ,,harf in Little Shoal Bay, stating 
that the second Conference held on 24th. idem. had referred 
the matter back to each Council to take individual action, 
and requesting the Board to give consideration to proceeding 
with the plan; also report of Superintendent and Engineer, 
9 . 8 .1943, (referred back by Board); together with further 
report of Superintendent, 2 .9.1943, recommending that, under 
the circumstances, further action by the Board be deferred 
for say three months. 
Recommended:-

(a) That the letter from the Conference, Northcote 
and Birkenhead Borough Councils, be received. 

(b) That a reply be sent to the Northcote Borough 
Council that the Board is prepared to entertain 
the provision of a combined Passenger & Vehicular 
Ferry Terminal in Little Shoal Bay provided the 
Northcote Borough Council and the Main Highways 
Board can arrive at mutual satisfactory arrange
ments for the construction of road access thereto, 
and the Board urges the Borough Council to expedite 
negotiations with the Government with the object 
of obtaining and submitting to the Board a 
decision before 14th. December, 1943. 

----------------------------------------------------------



§ucklanb J!,arbour r,ioarb 

2nd September 7 1943. 

Tl1e Chairman 9 

A.H. B . 

. Pr.,o_pps,efi. F.eFJ'.Y. :.r.e,r1~iA?.l, .::.. i,.i_\tl.13 __ .S)}..Q.1~·.1 .• B.8:.Y.· 
Letters from Conference of Bi rkenhe&d 

and Northcote Boroun·hs and from the 
Northcote Borough 5ouncil 26.8 .43, 

; ~
1 l1e Birkenhead and Northcote Boroughs actin.r:: in confer

ence state that they have been unable to obtain from the 
i\'! inister any r easonable or definite anmver to q_uections put 
t o him reeardin~ the constr uction of a Harbour Bridge and the 
Board ' s pr oposal to provide a ferry terminal in Little Shoal 
Bay. They ask therefore that the Harbour Board nhould defer 
any further action in the meantime . 

The Northcote Borough Colmcil states independently 
however that " it i s still of opinion tha t t he work should 
pr oceed and strongly supports the proposal 9 p rovided only that 
suitable financial arran~ements cen be made and tha t satis -• 
factory approaches are provided" , and asks the Board t o 3iva 
consideration to proceedin~ with the plan . The Council 
states furth e r that it is now i n commurdcation with the 
Government with reference t o obtain i □g the co- oper ation of 
the Main Hi ~hways Board and the rublic Uorks Department r egard~ 
ing the financing and construction of approach roads . 

It is possible that mo r e satisfactory pr ogress can be 
made with the Government by one Borough actively in support 
of the proposals than by two 9 one of which is for and the 
other against them and under the circumstances I consider that 
further action by the Board s hould be deferred f or say th ree 
months . In the meantime the Northcote Borough Council should 
be ur red to u se every endeavour to reach finality with the 
Government so thc t th e Boerd ma y be assurred that the re will 
be adeouate road access provided in the event of a ferry 
terminil bein~ constructed in Little Shoal Bay. 

DH.IMB. 
/) 

I 
I . 
r,-· 
!., 
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EXTRACT FROM BOARD 1 S RESOLUTIONS OF TUESDAY, 31st. AUGUST, 1943. 

( a) 

1. PROPOSED CENTRAL FERRY & VEHICULAR WHARF 

LITTLE SHOAL BAY. 

Letter from Clerk of Conference, Northcote and Birkenhead 
Borough Councils, 26.8.1943, re proposed Central Ferry and 
Vehicular ,Vharf in Little Shoal Bay, stating that, in view 
of the non-comrnital reply received from the Minister of 
Works re construction of the Harbour Bridge and financial 
assistance by the Government to the road approaches, the 
Conference, at its second meeting on 24th. idem, decided to 
refer the matter back to the two Councils for individual 
action and to request the Board to defer further action in 
the meantime. 

( b) 

That the letter be referred to the Board in Com
mittee; Superintendent to report. 

Letter from Northcote Borough Council, 26.8.1943, re pro
posed Central Ferry & Vehicular ~harf in Little Shoal Bay, 
stating that the second conference held on 24th. idem. had 
referred the matter back to each Council to take individual 
action, and requesting the Board to give consideration to 
proceeding with the plan. 

That the letter be referred to the Board in Com
mittee; Superintendent to report. 

---------------------------------------------------------



9th August, 1943. 

The Chairman? 
A.H. B. 

dith further ref~r8nce tony ~eport of 23rd March 
a.nd subsequent proceedings, the three months in which 
the lo~al authorities and other inter·-ested organieatione 
were to have reach1"d a decision, expired on 13th July. 

No :;,r-ogress appears to hav13 been mac1.e towards a 
solution and I must therefore remind the DcQru that the 
Birkenhead :Pontoon is long ov~rdue i'or- a c:omplete over
haul, the only justi:fir:ation for its rctanticJ\ in 
cnmminsion being the hope that · a new landin,~ -;_·ould be 
ccmpleted before the ~ime arrived whGn th8 pontoon could 
no l(mger be ~rnpt at'lt:-at. 

I recommend that a further communication bs Bent to 
all those invited to attend the co!lfer,9n~c held i:1 t.:s.;v, 
etatir:r, that ae no dcci.sion appears to baYe been .t-eacil,;i-i, 
tb.=i ~'3vtl.t'd. pr0poaes on the first suitflbl~ opp"rtu!lit~- to 
put tbe Birker.head Vehicular· :f.'erry landing out of 001!1-

mission f'':':o nlipping and r'3J)9.i:rit!g t.i, 11 1)ontoon. 

This will leave tr.~ Drwonport landi11g noly ava_ilable 
for a period ot a.p? ~oxirn.ately 1,\-,0 r.ionths requ1ra<1 f,yr 
tbe overhaul. 

I c0nqider the-: ·~C',..L T·d ~r.0;;ld inr].icate a:i.sn that after 
tl1is r•e-c.ondi tioninc: hus be 1=m unC:~rtakcn tr,e Boa,~ will 
not be -;:,~ai-ed. to 1nc1-l.!' ;l<ld.iti~nal ,:3.11ttal eo,;·t on t;he 
constru;tion 0f ~~w f&cil~~i~s for a ~e~iod of at least 
eix yefL --:-s "r until it ie a[J:s.1~1 neces:-sry to cc,r1,;eMr,la.te 
a major ov8r·h..:.ul of' exist :.;.1r, eQuipmcnt. 

BOARD'S RESOLUTIONS OF TUESDAY, 17th. AUGUST, 1943. 

Your report 9.8.1943, re Birkenhead Vehicular 
Landing. 

That the matter be re£erred to the 
Board in Committee. 



~ucklanb 1!,arbour JSoarb 

R.a;PO.HI' _ OF ___ .,OiL,._s COiViMI I' I'.22:: . 

ADJOU.RHED ___ MZETii1rG i.ELD Oi:i 

TUB;SDAY 6r.,,:. MAY 1943 AT 11.30 A.H, ·-- --:.J-. .....:..:=-=:.__:::;..::....::. --· 

PRES~NI': - 'l1he Chairman (Mr . ,, _ .F' . 
McCaLLu:n i, Messrs . A. S, Sutherland , 
J • .ti. Frater , h.R. Mackenzie and J, h. 
Kinnear. 

I'he Commi t tee , when Mr. E.J. PhPlan was also present . 
visited Birkenhead Vharf on 30th March 1943 and E1spe cted' 
the existing stage and the site SUf~ested by the Engineer 
for the new terminal. 

Report of Superintendent and Engineer, 2~.3.1943, re 
ve hicular ferry terminal f or the \1estern Mar ine Suburb s was 
considered, when t h.e followi ng :cec ommend·:i tions we r e made: -

1 . That the new mechan i cally oper1ated flap be instaJl ed 
~t the first av¾ilqble opnortunity without docking 
the pontoon . 

2 .. I'hat the Minister of Transport, M,Jin .r.i.iqhwavs Board , 
the Borouahs of Dlrkenhead and Northcote. the 
DA'. u::::;::,orv Stefl.rn Ferry Co .Ltd. and the Automobile 
Association be advised that a finAl decision re
a~rdinp vehicular and pessenaer ferry Access to the 
1·,'e stern .l\forine Suburbs e.nd disTricts north of 
Auckl•=md C'rnnot be postponed until after the war 
but must be made within the next three ~onths, as 
the pontoon of the Birkenhead vehicular ferry landinP 
has not been docked since 1935 and cannot be kept in 
service for an indefinite period without complste 
overhaul, involvin~ closinR the landing for poss5bly 
three :nonths . 

3 . That the Comni ttee endorses the previous de ·:ision of 
t he Board that the construction of a joint passenger 
and vehicular ferry termi~Pl in Little Shoal Bay to 
serve the co~bined districts of Bi r ·enhead 8nd 
Northcote , with embankment and road "pproaches t.o be 
built by the ~ppropriate authorities, is desirable. 

LJ.. ThPt, in the meent i me , the r:1ajor wor k at Birkenhead 
suggested by the E~~ineer be not proce eded with, as, 
in the 09 inion of the Committee , thi s wor k and the 
heavy expense entail ed is justified only if t te 
pres: __ t s ite is to be retPine o as the permane1!;- ;a_--:-, '~ 

in[ . 

( Sgd . / · .. l" . HcCALUJM 

CL.AIRMM;- . 

BOARD ' S RESOLUTION OF TUESDAY, 13th. APRIL, 1943 . 

Report of Works Committee, adjourned meeting held 
on 6th . April 1943. 

That the report be adopted . 



I 

The Chairman, 
A.H.B. 

NORTHCOTE WHARF. 

19th. April, 1943. 

The Northoote Borough Council aake for the Northcote 
Vehicul.ar Ferry Landing to be re-conditioned and maintained in 
working order so that it will be available for use at times when 
the Birkenhead landing is under repair. 

The letter crossed one from the Board inviting the Northcote 
Borough council to attend a conference at which it ie proposed 
to discuss the early prosecution of a combined passenger and 
vehicular ferry terminal to serve both Boroughs. 

I recommend that the Council bo advised as to the position 
and that no action be taken in the meantime. 

BOARD IN COMMITTEE RESOLUTION, 20.4.1943: 

That the report be adopted. 

Superintendent. 



·I 

The Chairman 9 

A.H. B. 

~uchlanb ~arbour ~oarb 

23rd March9 1943, 

,BIRKENjiEAD_\Qi!fil.Q].LAR FER~JIQ.:, 
. . : . .. _,• ~ . . 

Immediate consideration must be given to the future of 
vehicular ferry traffic to the Western Marine Suburbs. . . 

Mili.tary requirements have increased both the volume and .unit 
we~g~t of traffic to the Birkenhead terminal which is the only r e
maining pontoon type of landing operating in the harbour and un
suited to modern conditions and traffic loads. 

Two factors have combined to hamper the making of a clear cut 
decision on what should be done. These are 9 first 9 the popula!' 
demand for a trans-harbour bridge or other form of direct communica
tion and its attendant period of time for consideration and con
struction9 and second 9 but inter-related to the first 9 the l ocation 
for a more modern and adequate vehicular ferry terminal in the 
event of bridge or tunnel access not being available for a con
siderable time to come. 

When it was decided to discontinue the use of one or other of 
the landings at Birkenhead and Northcot~ 9 Birkenhead was selected 
for preservation because of its physical advantages 9 although 
somewhat further from the Auckland terminal. 

Modern traffic, more particularly military traffic whi9h to--day 
forms. such a large proportion of the total 9 is entirely different 
from that for which these old pontoon landings were designed. This 
applies especially to the hinged hap or gangway attached to t he 
pontoon .for lowering on to the deqk of ferry boats t o enable 
vehicles to transfer from one to the other. The existing origi nal 
gangway which is manually operated has given trouble f or some year s 
past and a new gangway 9 electrically operated with appropriate 
structure for fastening to the pontoon has been constructed in t h e 
Board 1 s workshops and is now r eady for installation. It is 
anticipated that 9 when installed 9 this wi ll repr esent a considerabl e 
improvement on existing conditions. 

The difficulty now presenting itself is this. Whilst t here 
were two landings operating in the area ther e was r elativel y l i ttle 
inconvenience caused by closing one l anding, even for considerabl e 
periods, to enable the pont.oon to , be taken out, placed on t he 
slipway 9 cleaned, repaired, painted and r e turned to its posi t i.on o 
Since its closing 9 the Northcote vehicular pontoon landing has 
further deteriorated so that it cannot now be utilised to per mit a 
thorough overhaul and re-conditioning of the Birkenhead l anding. 

The Birkenhead pontoon was last slipped in June 1935 and i s ·. 
long overdue for comple t e r enovation , but to do this would pu t the 
landi ng out of commis sion fo r probably two months at l east whL~h , 
under present circums tances, i s out of the question. 

rt appea rs to me as unlikely t ha t a bridge or t unnel to givo 
direct access between the Northern and Southern Shor e s of the 
harbour w::!.11 be among i;::v) earl i e r of the ma j or wor ks put j_n i:',.;-1:Jd 
aft e r the wa r and that :;_ t nmst be a. good mo.ny year s befo!'e ,: ..1c.1... 
accass wi ll be ava il-able for gene·•:h:. u s e . 
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23rd March 2 1943 -

If this view is accepted, the Board should immediately under
take the construction of a modern vehicular terminal of the portal 
type similar ~a . those on the . southern shore . and at Devonport, 
keeping the existing Birkenhead pontoon landing in as good repair 
and uninterrupted use as possible until the new .terminal is avail
able for traffic. It would. then be reasonable to take the risk of 
installing the new gangway without slipping the pontoon, an 
.operation which could be accomplished with only three days closing 
down of the ferry traffic. If, . however, the Board decides against . 
the building of a new terminal to be in operation within say. 18 
months, there is no alternative but to proceed without delay to 
execute a major overhaul of the pontoon. 

If it is decided to build a new terminal the question of 
location must be settled. . No progress appears to -have been made 
in the consideration of the proposal submitted for a joint passenger 
and vehicular terminal in Little Shoal Bay and here again it would 
seem that a long time must elapse before effective action c ould be 
taken. 

I therefore submit for the Board's consideration a proposal to 
erect a new vehicular terminal at Birkenhead. which probably presents 
the most p,ractical solution under all the cirQumstances. .This is 
shown on the accompanying plan Noo S-534/1. · 

. ,-1 ., 

The estimated cost of the new landing complete is£ ~ 
and i .t · is considered, in spite of the difficulties associated wi th 
the prosecution of works in these days, . that work could be com
pleted in approximately 18 months during which time the traffic 
would continue to use the existing pontoon landing. It is 
probable that the existing pontoon could be kept in service fer 
that time without immediate slipping and that leaks or other defecte 
which might develop could be kept under reasonable control. 

DHoMIJ 
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The Chairman 9 
A.H. Bb 

~ucklanb ~arbour Jljoarb 

20th March 2 19h2 . 

NOR'l'IIGOTE WHARF . --·---------·--
Letter from Northcote Borough Council 9 13.3.1942. 

The Northcote Borough Council has discussed with the 
Birkenhead Borough Council the prospect of providing the 
necessary shore approaches to enable a new passenger and ve
hicul ar ferry terminal with dr•edged approach to be constructed 
in Little Shoal Bay to serve the combined district and to re
place the present terminals at Northcote and at Birkenhead" 

The Birkenhead Borough is of the opinion that the matter 
will have to be postponed until after the war and 9 on the 
assumption that this inevitably will be the case 9 the Northcote 
Borough asks for the restoration of a vehicular service to 
Northcote and repeats its request for a sheltered passenger 
way · between the berth and the foot of the wharf. 

VEHICULAR SERVICF.. 

It is generally admitted that only one vehicular terminal 
is justified for the two Boroughs 9 but the Northcote Borough 
has always objected to the selection of the Birkenhead ter
minal as the one to be retained , The only argument in faYour 
of Northcote is the somewhat shorter distance to be run but 
this is more than offset by the fact that the vehicular landing 
at Birken.head is capable of carrying heavier traffic? is in 
much better general condition 9 and is less subject to inter
ruption by bad weather. It would be a costly matter to re
construct the Northcote landing for permanent use and this 
request should be declined. 

PASSENGER SHEL'l'ER. 

T:his matter was reported on in November last when it was 
pointed out that 9 owing to the general lay- out of the wharf 
which is used for cargo purposes as well as for ferry traffic9 
a continuous shelter could not be provided . Two lengths of 
covered footway to provide shelter for passengers over th~ . 
approach and the outer end were estimated to cost £750 bUv9 in 
view of the limited value of such shelter the expense was not 
felt to be justified. Apart from the cost 9 there would be 
difficulty in obtaining both materials and labour under present 
circumstances and I recommend that no action be taken. 

DH. MIJ 
REPORT ADOPTED BY BOARD AT MEETING HELD ON 31.3.1 942, 
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EXTRACT FROM BOARD'S RESOLUTIONS OF TUESDAY, 17th. MARCH, 1942. 

3. NORTHCOTE WHARF ETC. 

Letter from Town Clerk, Northcote, 13.3.1942, re 

provision of central wharf for the Birkenhead and 

Northcote District and repairs to existing North

cote Wharf. 

That the matter be referred to the 
Board in Committe~ Superintendent to 
Feport. 

------------------------------------------------



~ucklanb ~arbour jljoarb 

REPORT OF BOARD I N QQMM_ITTE~ 

TUESD,k\Y 2 2ND DECEl\:BER 1941 2 A'r 3. 0 P. IVI . 

~RESENT:- The Chairman (Mr. Hendry Luke) 9 
Messrs. T.A. Bishop, F. H. Giff ord, J . H. 
Kinnear, J . R. Faw, W. B. DarlOW9 H. R. 
Mackenzie, E. V. Su therland, J . H. Frater , 
:t. F . Mccallum, J . Sayegh, J . B. Donald and 
A. S . Sut herl and. 

Your Committee has the honour to report as follows: -

1 • ACCOUNTS . 

Recommended: -
That Accounts as per Accounts for Payment Book 
(folios 290 to 295 inclusive) amounting to 
£23,730 . 17.1 0 9 be passed for payment as follows :-

General Account 23 9444. 9. 5 
Loan Account No .1 8 158. 18011 
Contractors' Deposit A/c . 25 . O. 0 
Reserve Funds 31 . 17 . 8 
Accident Insurance Fund 70 . 11 . 10 

Total £23,730. 17.1 0 

2 . VEHICULAR FERRY SERVICE -
BIRKENHEAD AND NORTHCOTE DISTRICT . 

Report of Chairman, 24. 11 . 1941, r eporting on the Conference 
cEJ.lled by the Hon . Mr , Semple, Minister of Transport 9 on 
Thursday9 20th November 1941, in connection wi t h the vehicular 
ferry service - Birkenhead and Northccte District . 
Recommended: -

That the Birkenhead and Northcote Borough Council s 
be notified that, provided the Boroughs were pre
pared to undertake , possibly with Government assis
tance, the construction of all n ecessary road and 
embankment work, the Board wil l give fav our abl e 
consideration to the construction, when the time is 
opportune, of a combined pass enger and vehicul ar 
wharf on the site suggested in Little Shoal Bay in 
1930; the whole question of the provision of such 
new facilities being influenced by the guestiqn of 
the proposal to construct a bridge across the 
Waitemata Harbour and also by the available supplies 
of material and labour . 

NEW VEHICULAR WHARF - NORTHCOTE. 

Letter from Northcote Borough Council, 28 . 11 . 1941 , forwardin~ 
copies of petitions signed by (1 ) 221 business firms, and (2) 
256 motorists or lorry operators serving the North Shore and 
using the vehicular ferry service, such petitions urging that 
a new vehicular wharf be c onstructed by the Board at Northcote 
on the south of the existing passenger wharf; report of 
Superintendent and Engineer therco:-,, 2.12.1941, stating that 
the small population of the No:::>th.Jote and Birkenhead Boroughs 
and the n ecessity, under modern conditions, for rapid transport 
of both passengers and vehicles made it more and more obvious 
tha t the district could only be served effectively by one 
central combined pass enger and vehicular ferry terminal and 
thatr u~~il this was decided upon, the existing vehicula~ 

(Pleas e turn over ) 

( 
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..s£d December, 1941. 

s ervice must continue to operate t o Birkenhead-in preference 
to Northcote as the latter terminal-was more exposed to bad 
weather and the landing facilities Ytere older and of con-
siderably smaller capacity. 
Recommended:-

That a reply be sent in terms of the Superintendent's 
report . · 

,3. NORTHCOTE FERRY 1:!HARF. 

Report of Superintendent, 26 . 11 .1 941, re provision on the 
Northcote ferry wharf for protection of passengers from the 
driving rain when traversing the wharf from bus to boat or 
boat t o · bus . 
Recommended:-

That consideration be de~e~red pending a decision 
being come to on the quesi.; ::.on of a new combined 
passenger and vehicular landing in Little Shoal Bay. 

4. REMOVAL OF SAND FRO!: BEACHES M.i1.NUJr. HARBOUR -
BOARD V PETERS GN 

Report of Superintendent, 
against Pete-r~son for --re 
Harbour. 
Recommended:-· 

T 

5 ■ STORAGE OF BARLEY -

.-1941 , re progress of case 
of -s and from beaches, Manukau 

r eceived. 

Letter from J.B. O'Loghlen ~ Co ~Ltd., 27011 . 1, asking if 
the Board could see its way to provides age accommodation 

·for approximately 4,000 sacks of bar ex "Karitane" on 
account of _the Internal Marketina ard; Superintendent's 
report thereon, 2. 12. 1.941, sta · g that storage of 2,000 
sacks only vJas now require s ~11r. O 'Loghlen had arranged ac
commodation for the oth 2,000 sacks, and recommending that, 
as the Traffic Mana was able to accommodate this barley, 
it be stored on °· 1 top floors, Queens Wharf sheds, at the 
rate of 2d pe on per week provided it_ was stacked to the 
Traffic ger's requirements . 
Reco ed:-

That the Superintendent's r eport be adopted. 

(Signed) HENDRY LUKE 

CHAI RMAN . 

EXTRACT FROM BOARD'S RESOLUTIONS OF TUESDAY 9.12.1941. 

Report 0£ Board in Committee, dated 2.12.1941. 

That the report be adopted. 



I 
) 

1)1/ 

The Chairman, 
A.H.B. 

2nd December 9 1941. 

BIRKENHEAD - NORTHCOTE VEHICULAR FERRY SERVICE. 
Letter from Northcote Borough Council 28.11.1941. 

The Northcote Borough Council forwards copies of 
petitions addressed to the Devonport Steam Ferry Company by 
a number of business firms and by motorists urging a restora
tion of the vehicular ferry service to Northcote. 

These documents would appear to be those from which the 
Mayor of Northcote was quoting at the Conference convened by 
the Minister of Transport on Thursday, 20th ultimo. 

The petitions urge that a new wharf be constructed by 
the Harbour Board at Northcote on the south of the existing 
passenger wharf. 

The Borough Council, in forwarding these copies, requests 
the Board to "facilitate the vehicular ferry service being run 
to Northcote, pending the construction of up-to-date facilities 
for traffic." 

The construction of any new ferry terminals to serve the 
Northcote - Birkenhead area should be undertaken only after 
full investigations have been made and agreement reached on 
the proper location of such facilities and the method of pro
viding road approaches etc. 

The small population of these two Boroughs and the 
necessity 9 under modern conditions, for rapid transport of 
both passengers and vehicles make it more and more obvious 
that the district can only be served effectively by one 
central combined passenger and vehicular ferry terminal. 
Until this is decided upon the existing vehicular service 
must continue to operate to Birkenhead in preference to 
Northcote as the latter terminal is more exposed to bad wea
ther and the landing facilities are older and of considerably 
smaller capacity. 

DH.MIJ 



24th November 9 1941. 

From To 
THE CHAI RMAN THE MEMBERS, A. H.B . 

On Wednesday9 19th instant 9 a request was received from 
the Hon. Mr. Semple, Minister of ~ransport 9 for a conference 
to be hel d the followi ng day in the Board's Office between re
presentatives of the Transport Department, the Northcote 
Borough Council, Devonport Steam Ferry Co, Ltd. and myself as 
Chairman of the Board to discuss matters in connection with 
the ferry service to Northcote. Mr. Dar'l ow, Member for the 
district 9 was invited and came dovm from Wa.irakei to attend. 

Until the conference opened at 2.30 porn, on Thursday, 
20th instant, no indication had been given of the matters to 
be discussed but it then transpired that the Northcote Borough 
Council had complained to the Minister about the cancellation 9 

some two and a half Jrears ago 9 of the vehicul ar service to the 
Northcote Wharf and the Minister had agreed to investigate the 
matter when in Auclcland. Negotiations leading to the cancella
tion of the service were outlined by Mr. Darlow who had been 
Chairman of the Board at the time . Mr. Fowler 9 Mayor of 
Northcote, gave his Council's reasons for claiming an injustice 
had been done to his Borough and maintained that the motorists 
had not be en benefitted by the altered arrangements . He con
tended that the Harbour Board had not given appropriate con
sideration to the convenience of the travelling public. 

Complete agreement with the policy of running the 
vehicular service to one wharf only was expressed by the 
Northcote r epresentatives but, in their opinion 9 that wharf 
should have been at Northcote. 

At my request the Superintendent then explained the 
technical reasons for the selection of Birkenhead where the 
bridge is more modern and of considerably greater capacity and 
where, even in the worst weather, it is still possible to 
operate 9 whereas in heavy westerly squalls it i s frequently 
impossible to utilise the Northcote landing. 

The Superintendent produced plan prepared by the Board in 
1930 and correspondence ,,Ji th the Northcote and Birkenhead 
Borough Councils in which it was indicated that the Board had 
been prepared to build a mode rn combined passenger and 
vehicular ferry terminal in Little Shoal Bay with dredged chan
nel approach, which would allow for an unlimited . improvement 
in both time-table and comfort to passengers, provided the 
Boroughs would undertake the formation of the necessary em
bankment and road approaches . This scheme had been condemned 
by the Northcote Borough Council as be ing 11 prematurett , 

The Minister expressed the view that the Board's proposal 
was the obvious and complete solut j_on to the ferry problem for 
the combined district and promised his support in endeavouring 
to obtain help from the Government towards the cost of roads 
and embankment which would, in all probability, be classed as 
a main highwa y. 

( Please \;;_: ,;i CY3r) 
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24th November 2 1941 . 

The Mayor of Northcote stated that there had been a com
plete change of Members· since 1930 and expressed ignorance of 
the existence of this plan and proposal. He thought the 
present Council would favourably consider the matter if the 
Board was prepared to renew its offer. The Ferry Company's 
representative stated that the Company was strongly in favour 
of the proposed new wharf in the bay. 

At the conclusion I stated that the Board would be pre
pared at. any time to give further consideration to the matter 
and that I would report the questions discussed at the con
ference to the Board at an early date. 

~-~ 
CHAIRMAN. 

DH. MIJ 



COPY 
r <,E t t. T 

The Town Clerk, 
Northcote Borough Council, 
NORfl!CQ'l'E. 

Dear Sir, 

21st Novembor, 1941. 

Herewith oopy of Drawing E • .ft~, shewing 
the proposal for a new Passenger and Vehicular Ferry Whar~ 
in Shoal Bay to replace both Northoote and Birkenhead Ferry 
Wharves. 

This is a copy of the plan Pj:t!!iously 
submitted to your Council in 1930, about whion~was oons1der
able discussion at the oonforenoe with tho Minister in the 
Bao.r4's office yesterday, 20th instant. 

Yours faithfully, 

SUPERlltTENDENT & ENGINEER. 

DH.OK 
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EXTRACT FROM BOARD'S RESOLUTIONS OF TUESDAY, 22nd. AUGUST 1939. 

6. REPORT OF BOARD IN COMMITTEE. 

Report of Board in Committee, 15.8.1939. 

That the re~ort be ad~t~(Extract below). 

2. VEHICULAR FERRY LANDING - NORTHCOTE. 

Letter from Mayor of Northcote, 9.8.1939, forwarding 
copy of resolutions passed at a protest meeting held in 
Northcote on 7th. instant to discuss the elimination of 
the vehicular ferry service to Northcote; together with 
letter from Town Clerk, Northcote, 9.8.1939, stating that 
the new time-table to Birkenhead was not considered to be 
an improvement, and requesting that, as the main reason 
given for the discontinuance of the service is the diffi
culty in berthing, the Board provide a suitable landing on 
the southern side of Northcote Wharf. 

Recommended:-

That the letters be received and the re~est 
be declined. 

----------------------------------------------------------



EXTRACT FROM BOARD'S RESOLUTIONS OF TUESDAY, 27th. JUNE, 1939. 

3. BOARD IN COMMITTEE. 

Report of Board in Committee, dated 20.6.1939. 

That the report be adopted. (Extract below). 

4. VEHICULAR FERRY LANDINGS - NORTHCOTE & BIRKENHEAD. 

Report of Superintendent & Engineer, 13.6.1939, re pennan-
ent closing of one or other of the Northcote or Birkenhead 
vehicular ferry landings; together with letter from 
Birkenhead Borough Council, 6.6.1939, asking that the vehic
ular ferry landing at Birkenhead be retained; also petition 
from 381 residents, ratepayers and motorists of Birkenhead 
asking the co-operation of Members of the Board in maintaining 
the present vehicular service to Birkenhead. 
A deputation, consisting of His Worship the Mayor of Northcote 
(Mr. R. Martin) and Messrs. Fowler (Councillor) and Hoare, 
waited on the Committee. The Mayor presented a letter signed 
by 1,564 residents and users of the harbour ferry services, 
and asked that, if one landing had to be eliminated, the 
Northcote landing be retained. Messrs. Fowler and Hoare also 
spoke. 

Recommended:-

1. That consideration of the whole question be 
deferred until such time as a definite pro
nouncement has been made on the matter of a 
Harbour Bridge . 

2. That the Chairman & Superintendent be author-
ised to wait on the Devonport Ferry Company and 
submit the representations made by the deputa
tion, and ask the Company to consider the question 
of the putting on of an additional boat with the 
object of speeding up the service. 

-----------------------------------------



The Chairman, 
A.H. B. 

13th June, 1939. 

NORTHCOTE & BIRYENHEAD VEHICULAR FERRY LANDINGS. 

I have been instructed to report on the question of the 
permanent closing of one or other of the Northcote and 
Birkenhead Vehicular Ferry Landings. 

In June 1930 the Board was advised that both these landings 
had undesirable features and that one landing only for both 
passenger and vehicular ferries in the centre of Little Shoal 
Bay was the proper solution for the Birkenhead-Northcote dis
trict ferry problem. 

In November 19339 t he Board was asked to consider the 
permanent closing of the Northcote landing, but decided in 
the meantime to continue its maintenance. 

The maintenance of two landings in such close proximity 
to one another is an unnecessary ex-pense to the Board and re
sults in an indifferent service being run to both terminals. 
I concur in the view that one of them should be closed. 

Both of these landings are of the original type adopted 
in Auckland in 1904, with the seaward end of the ramp suppor
ted on a pontoon and with a small hinged flap to give access 
from the pontoon to the ferry boats. At the time of their 
installation vehicles were much lighter so that their transfer 
from boat to pontoon and vice versa had a less disturbing 
effect on the trim of the pontoon than is the case to-day and 
electric power was not available to operate the powerful 
winches which are necessary in the more recent design. 

The old pontoon type of landing requires considerably 
more maintenance attention and from time to time the pontoons 
have to be removed for slipping and general overhaul. Up to 
the present , when this has been required at either Birkenhead 
or Northcote, it has caused relatively little inconvenience, 
the joint service being discontinued for the time and all 
traffic being handled at the other landing. 

With only one landing for the Birkenhead-Northcote dis
trict, all vehicular traffic during periods of overhaul would 
require to be diverted through Devenport, still further 
accentuating the congestion which frequently occurs at that 
landing 9 and for this reason as well as to make it more suit
able for modern conditions, if on~hiinding is to be dispensed 
with, I would strongly recommend/trrij remaining one should be 
re-constructed on the lines of the more recently constructed 
landings on the southern shore and at Devenport, where delays 
on account of maintenance never exce~d a few hours and can 
usually be performed without interfering with the ferry time
table. 

A detailed estimate for this has not been prepared but 
the cost would be likely to be from £12000 to £15000. 
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13th June 2 1939 . 

The Northcote l anding, althouGh slichtly more than half 
a mile nearer to Auckland, is exposed to the vesterly gales 
which sweep down the harbour wi th g r eat force and create a 
nasty sea. It is also su~ject to a difficult cross current 
on the ebb tide and even with n new electrically operated 
l anding there would be times, as at pre sent, when it would 
not terefe for ferry boats to berth. 

'i'his woul d uot be the caSP, at Birkenhead which is shel
tered from the westerlies , but ~here at present, due to the 
livel iness of the pontoon, the vehicular service is occasional
ly cut out in heavy easterly weather, and it is considered 
that a new electrically operated landing at Birkenhead would 
always be operable . 

Both the Harbourr.ias t er and the Manager of the Ferry 
Company a gree t:1at, if there is to be one landing only for 
the district, and tLe proposed new site i~ the middl e of Shoal 
Bay is out of the g_1.1estion, that la.nding should be at 
Birkenhead, and as the wharf there is of a more permanent 
~:~ ture, built jn reinforced concrete, the construction of a 
new vehicular landing in permanent materials would be more in 
keeping with the passe~ger ~erry facilities. 

I have therefor e to recomnend -

(1) That, if o~e landing only for the Birkenhead-Northcote 
district is ~o be retained, it should be at Birkenhead ; 

(2) Tha t , in that case, the service should continue to be 
run to Northcote only during re-c onstruction of the 
Birkenhee.d landinc~; 

& ( 3) That a1:~: act.ion in regard to the discontinuance of 

Dh . MIJ 

either service or re- construction should be deferred 
until a definite pronouncement has been made on the 
matter of a harbonr brid ge . 
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EXTRACT FROM BOARD IN COMMITTEE'S RESOLUTIONS OF TUESDAY, 6th. 

JUNE, 1939. 

2. VEHICULAR LANDINGS. 

Question of which of the Vehicular Landings is 
to be discontinued - Birkenhead or Northcote. 

That consideration be deferred, Engineer 
to report. 

EXTRACT FROM BOARD'S RESOLUTIONS OF TUESDAY, 13th. JUNE, 1939. 

1. VEHICULAR LANDING BIRKENHEAD. 

A petition signed by 352 residents, motorists and 
ratepayers at Birkenhead, asking that the vehic
ular service to Birkenhead be retained, was presented 
by the Chairman. 

That the petition be referred to the Board 
in Committee. 



The Engineer, 
A.H.B. 

C O P Y. 

AUCKLAND HARBOUR BOARD. 
-------------------------

.MEMORANDUM. 

24th. May , 1939. 

At a meeting of the Board in Committee held yesterday 
the following resolutions were passed:-

VEHICULAR LANDINGS. 

Your report, 12.4.1939, re fatal accident Devonport 
Vehicular Stage; together with question of the removal 
or otherwise of the Vehicular Landing at either Birken
head or Northcote. 

(1) That the Superintendent's report be received. 

(2) That this Board is of the opinion that it is 
desirable that one of the two vehicular 
landings at Birkenhead or Northcote be abol
ished and that the matter be discussed at the 
next meeting of the Board in Committee in 
order to decide which of the landings is to be 
discontinued 

(3) That a special meeting of the Committee be 
held at 2 p.m. on Tuesday, 30th. May 1939 , to 
consider your report re safeguards to be 
installed at the vehicular landings. 

( Sgd) W.B. Smith. 

Secretary. 



The Chairman, 
A.H. :::'1. 

12th April, 1939, 

FATAL ACCIDENT AT DEVONPORT VEHICULAR FERRY 
11th APRIL, 1939, 

As reported in the newspapers, a motor car on the night 
of 11th instant ran over the end of the vehicular ferry lan
ding at Devenport into the harbrn1r with the result that two 
of the occupants were drowned. 

There was no ferry boat in the berth and the danger 
notices were in good order an~ were displayed, the car ac
tually forcing -:he lower "Stop" signal to one side as it 
neared the end of the landing with such force as to break 
the metal control box. 

This is the third vehicle to run C\Vt::r the end of the 
landing 'ivhen no boat wac in the berth during the twelve years 
it has been in operation. Whil e with ordjnary care there 
is no ezcuBe for these accidents it is apparent that something 
~ore positive than the present safeguards must be installed 
to ensure c omplete irnmuni t:r in the future. 

It is pfopos~d to alter the sys tem of control of the 
hingt'd auxi::.iary gc;.ngway to enable this to te operated from 
the deck of the f 8rry boatc and to insist on its beinG raised 
to a much steeper an?le t han is done at :present. In addi
tion, the provis ion of some form of gate or barrier to be 
closed prior to each ferry boat leaving the berth is being 
investigated, and while the operation of any mechanism of 
this description is li~ely to increase del~ys at berthing and 
unberthing, the necesslty for preventing a repetition of last 
niP,:ht's trap-edy makes this a matter of relatively little 
rnomrcmt 

I have to call attent:ion to the splendid work of J. 
Doherty, ?orc7mn Fitter~ who , in the 1:1b3ence cf' the Board's 
trained di v:-or, .;.rnd at ,great person&l risk ~ went down and 
attached slings for raising t he vehicle. Doherty is a small 
man and the rubber wrist bands of the divin~ suits co~ld not, 
during the hurried emerw=mcy, be made t o f it sufficiently 
well to keep out the wat e r so that his suit gradually filled 
with water. This - and the fact that t he work was performed 
at night time and in a strong rush of tide, made the task a 
difficult one even for a trained diver , and Doherty's per
severence and success under conditions Gf such acute personal 
discomfort deserve the highest commendatjon. 



EXTRACT FROM BOARD'S RESOLUTIONS OF TUESDAY, 3rd. AUGUST , 1937. 

2. TRANS-HARBOUR VEHICULAR TRANSPORT. 

Letter from Town Clerk, Devonport, 13.7.1937, ask
ing for the Board's opinion as to the best method 
of improving the Trans-Harbour Vehicular Transport, 
with particular reference to the suggestion that 
duplication of the vehicular landing stages would 
be the best means of overcoming the congestion at 
the vehicular ferries at peak traffic periods. 
Reports of Superintendent & Engineer, 21.7.1937, 
and Acting Traffic Manager, 22.7.1937, thereon. 

That a copL_2_f_the Superintendent & 
Engineer's r~ort be forwarded to the_ 
Devonport Borough Council. 



21st . July, 1937. 

The Chairman, 

A.H.B. 

TRANS-HARBOUR VEHICULAR TRAFFIC. 

LETTER FROM DEVON.PORT BOROUGH COUNCIL. 

The construction of either a bridge or a tunnel pro
viding direct communication between the northern and 
southern shores of the Waitemata wou1d make any expenditure 
by the Board on additional vehicular ferry terminal 
facilities useless and unproductive and it would be 
unreasonable to expect the Board to incur substantial 
expenditure in this direction until a definite pronouncement 
has been made regarding the Government ' s policy in the 
matter . AnY such pronouncement should - 1! it is unfavour 
able to the project - place a limit of time before which the 
matter will be re-considered, so that both the Harbour Board 
and the Ferry Company may be able to give proper consider
ation to the a.mount of further capital to be invested in 
maintaining or extending existing services. 

Should it be decided that the present system of vehi
cular ferry transport is to continue for sa:y twenty or more 
years re-organisation of and improvements in the ferry 
services and terminals will be necessary to meet the growing 
traffic, more particularly in regard to the vehicular traffic . 

~his can best be accomplished by the adoption of the 
proposals put forward in 1930 for the construction of a new 
passenger and vehicular wharf in Little Shoal Bay to replace 
the existing terminals at both Northcote and Birkenhead and 
inaugurating thereto regu1ar vehicular services at least 
equal to the existing time-table to Devonport . 

The provision of these facilities and the adoption of a 
suitable time-table would, in a very short time, remove the 
congestion which now occurs at Devonport and give a more 
suitable distribution of the traffio between the Devonport 
and the Birkenhead - Northcote terminals . 

The estimated cost of the proposed wharf and dredged 
channel in 1930 was £40,000 which would be increased by 
subsequent rises in cost of both labour and materials to from 
£48, 000 to £50,000 . 

The Boroughs of Northcote and Birkenhead wou1d also be 
involved in the cost of an embankment and road approaches . 



( 

The Chairman • •••• (2) 21/7/1937. 

I do not consider that mere duplication of the 
facilities now existing at Devonport and Mechanics Bay 
would be ·a satisfactory solution to the congestion which 
occurs there at infrequent intervals throughout the year, 
but the creation of a new terminal at Little Shoal Bay 
woul d almost completely remoTe thi s congestion and woul d at 
the same time considerably improve the distri bution of t r affic 
on the main roads on both sides of the harbour. 

Superintendent & Engineer. 

DH/M.TB . 
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EXTRACT FROM BOARD 1 S RESOLUTIONS OF TUESDAY 20th, JULY, 1937. 

2. TRANS-HARBOUR VEHICULAR TRANSPORT. 

Letter from Town Clerk, Devonport, 13.7.1937, ask
ing for the Board's opinion as to the best method 
of improving the Trans-Harbour Vehicular Transport, 
with particular reference to the suggestion that 
duplication of the vehicular landing stages would 
be the best means of overcoming the congestion at 
the vehicular ferries at peak traffic periods. 

That the letter be received and referred 
to the Board in Committee; Superintend
ent and Traffic Manager to report. 



EXTRACT FROfu BOARD IN C01lliITTTEE 1 S RESOLUTIONS OF TUESDAY, 13.2 . 34. 

That the question of prov1s1on of facilities 
in Little Shoal Bay be deferred and that the 
Auckland Harbour Bridge Co . be asked for 
definite information regarding the prospects 
of building the Harbour Bridge. 

EXTRACT FROM BOARD 1 S RESOLUTIONS OF TUESDAY, 7th . MARCH, 1943. 

7. FERRY ilHARF AND FACILITIES - LITTLE SHOAL BAY. 

Your report, 24 . 1 . 1934, re erection of modern ferry 
~iharf in Little Shoal Bay to serve the Boroughs of Birken
head and Northcote; together \I i th letter from Auckland 
Harbour Brid6e Co. Ltd., 14.2.1934, in reply to the Board 1 s 
question re5arding the prospects of building the Harbour 
Bridge; stating that it was the opinion of the Company 
that a comparatively early commencement of building of the 
bridge was fully justified. 

That consideration be deferred sine die . 



24th . January, 34. 

'l'hc Super intendant. 

NORTJ.iCO'.rE AI.D ..olluillNHEAD .B'illIBY SERVICES. 

In connection with the proposed visit o:f the Boo.rd to 

inspect the l~orthcote and Birkenhead .B'erry Wharves wit h po.rticular 

re:ference to the discontinuo.nce o:f the use of the Northcote 

Vehicular Landing, I would sum:i;est that me:nbers should ago.in view 

the site of the proposals s et out in my report dated 16th June 1930. 

Both the Northcote and Birkenhead Perry Wharves a.re badly 

loco.tea :from the point of view of service to the districts and 

comfort o:f passengers, and a modern wharf and facilities in Little 

Shoal Bay is the proper solution o.f the Perry problem :for the t,;o 

Boroughs. 

It is probable that a substantial contribution to the 

cost o:f roo.d approaches and embankments which would have to b e 

conotructed by the Boroughs would be met from Unemployment :funds 

and o.n endeavour should b e made to make this apply o.luo to tho 

whar:f, o:f:ficoo, vehicular landing and dredging. 

ENGINEER TO THE BOARD. 
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Mr • J • P. Mo Phu 11, 
Mayor of Birkenhead, 
B IR~lffi .AD. 

Dear Sir; 

14th. November 30. 

As promised to you ot the Conference · between 
Members of your Council !::ind myself on 16th. October, I ht.ve 
prepared an 1:Lpproximate estim1.1te of the oost of embi:mkment 
across Little Shoal B&y nnd contin ent road \ orks including 
regra.dine, f'orr.iation and surfuoint.., of Mur,mia. Terrace - Birken
head and Vincent Road - Northcote, and formins approache s to 
the embankment from the foot of Mare.ma Terrace and 71ncent 
Road respectively, so as to provide access to and :from the 
passene;er and vehi oul r ferry wharf" a:, ahom in A.H.B. dre.ning 
No.E.431 to serve the Borou6 ha of Birkenhead ima. Northcote. 

From the data in rny posses::lion, I estimate the whole 
of the v;ork neoerrnary to give eff.eot to the proposal, but not 
including wharf and dre d__;ed oht1nnel which would be a Harbour 
Board liability, at approximately, •..••••••••••••••••••• -i!70 ,ooo. 

This ficure is obviously appro::droate only and :;ubjeot 
to nlteration flfter detoil survey. It does not include any 
fieure for land uompen9ution. 

The pos ibility of obt, .. dnin__: aasistnnce :t'rOI!l the 
Hiehw.1ys Board or any other .._30urce hic: s not been touched upon, 
:..nd the .,e fic;ures are 1!lerely supi1lie d ea ,a t.,nide to ua .... ist ~ou 
in ool!lprehendin0 the I a ... ni tude of th8 soheroe. 

Yours truly, 

F,lf G INimR TO Tm~ BO iRD • 
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~na.dtlnnu~ ~n:rJltJL11nu~ ~JL11a:rltr 

OO!EOO({»ll~.AWIIJ)11J!MI 

22nd • . ~4,1:lS',l.Sy 1.1930. 

The Engineer, 
A. H. B . 

Please note tha the Birkenhead and Northcote Borough 
Cotmcils are to meet the Boa din Committ ee in regard to the pro
vision of a new wharf in Little Shoal Bay , Northcote, at the 
Board:s Office on Tuesday nert, 26th. instant at 11 a.m. 

Both Councils ~Jr: signified their intention to send 
representatives to the meet!. 

HBB/MB. 
C, 

Superintendent & Secretary. 



HoTthcote Borou~h Council 0. r .1s30 statin...; that they ,,ere 

ill in..., to confer it'1 the _)ot1rd untl thP, LO-.! ,1 -'l.'lthorities 

uor.,rnr!le l L, '-10:L.e..:t.io, wi t'l vll'} • l'(,_Jl)S il to f'lrect a new 

,illarf in Little Sllo ,1 B ,y. 

That tlle Board in C0111.ittee '11') rove. the 
i:.m.._:_:e,te 1 con.feren•e 1 t'rnt · sat11~·1y~ he}<l on 
Tues la;,,1 2 ,th inst., at 11 a., 1. 



AEw WHARF PROPOSED. 

COMMUNITY 

SHOAL BAY. 
1+.~.30. 

OF INTEREST. 

CENTRE FOR TWO BOROUGHS. 

Combined acLion is ,to ·be taken by the 
X orthcoto and Birkenhead Borouglt 
Councils 1u approaching the Auckland 
Harbour Board with a Yiew to !iaving a. 

modern combined passenger :tud vehicu• 
Jar fcny wharf erected in Little Shoal 
Bay, one prnposed s ite being near the 
foot of Talbot Street, on the Northcote 
side of the inden'tation. At r,resent 
the Northcote and Birkenhead boroughs 
are served with wharves at Northcote 
Point and Birkenhead i-espcctively. Dur
iJ1g recent years scttlcu1cnt has ·spread 
at the head of the bay, and the general 
tendency is for the two boroughs to 

I merge. I The site of a new wharf is go,·erned 
1 by the fact that the inner portion of 
I Shoal Bay is shallow, and unless a com• 

prehenaive dredging seherne is under .. 
taken, a site must be chosen wh(lre 
there is reasonably deep water. 

The general opinion of the residents 
of the two boroughs ;s that the pr<isent 
whan·es at Northcote and Birkenliead 
should be retained. The former stri1c• 
turc 'has ·become dilar,idated, and is in 
urgent need of repair. 

The Northcoto ancl Birkenhead Bor
ough Councils will meet the Auckland 
Harbour Board in conference on Tues
day week to discuss the matter. 

Referring to the scheme this morn• 
ing, Mr. J . P. i\IcPhail, :IIayor of Bir• 
kenhead, said that his council was in 

1 favour of , it, ~rovided tl1e coots whiclt 
I the council might ,be called U[)Oll to 
meet for the making of the approaches I to the wharf were not excessirn. A wharf 

I at the site proposed by the Harbour 
Board would mean a better service an(! 

' would also do much towards opening 
up the district. 

:.\Ir. A. E. Greens lade, )Iayor of l'i orth
cote, said that the matter was still in 
the committee sta,ge -and that he could 
make no statement. 

NORTHCOTE WHARF. 
H, I'}' ' 

l'HOl'OSED NEW S'l'RUCTURl~, 

CHANGE IN SITE SUGGESTED., 

iCONFERENCE OF LOCAL BODIES. 

Vc,llowing t he report of l11e Auckland 
llarbonr Bridge Commission, which ex. 
j,ressed the opinion tliaL t he bridging o[ 
ih~l harbour was Hot iYarranlcd for t.he 
Iiexl 20 years, lhe Xo1thcote Borough 
( 'onncil urged upon the Auckland Hat'• 
'b«tll' Hoard the need of more up-lo-dale 
•had facilities at Xorlhcote and ad
vocated l he provision of a new strucf nre. 

Dealing with the applicalion in June 
lasL the Harbour Board engineer, l\lr. 
D. Holderness, recalled that he had re
t,orled in 1927 that the consLruclio,n of a 
61e•v wharf on lhe prnsent site would add 
malerially to the annual charge for ferry 
i'acilities, ,rnd the ,existing wharf could be 
maintained iH a. safe condition ior a con~ 
1iderable time, Before considering the 
<'OllS(!'uction or a new wharf at :N"orlh
co(e, the question of the most suitable • 
site should form the subject of negotia- ' 
t ions between the Harbour Board, the 
Xorthcote and Birkenhead Councils nnd 
•ih-, Town-Planning Board, He believed it 
would be advantageous if a moaern whar[ 
"or" constructed in T,itlle Shoal Bay, 
joined to an embankment connecting the 
1oot, o[ Amwa Street, at Birkenhead, 
,,·ilh the foot of Talbot Road, at Xorth
cole, wilh graded approaches, not exceed
ing one fr1 fifteen, to connect )Jarama 
rl'errace, Ilil'kenhead, and Clarence Street, 
~01thcole, The engineer said this 
• nangement would admit of an almost un- , 
l imited improvement in the existing time
table, whernas the present limitations at 
Hirkenhead and ~orlhcote, pat'licul~rly in 
rrgard to t he vehicular sen·ice, the time 
o<.Tllpicd in betlhing ancJ tul'ning, imposed 
v r1·:· SeYere restrict ions on the capacity 
•1111 suital,ility o[ the whan·es, 

The position of 11,e presenL Xorthcote 
\\'harf is regarded l,v tho hal'bounnaslel', 
'C'aplain H . H, Serg;ant, as most, unsuil
~ hle from a navigation point o[ view, 
whereas l he location suggested in Lilt le 
f;ho;1l Ba,v. although hal[ a mile further 
from "~ ucklaud for boll, Yehicular and 
p itsseHge,· services, would be well sheltered 
and free from f idal currents, and ,,·ou1d 
be satisfactory for 1wYigation provided a 
chan:id 200ft. wide was drndged for a/ 
length of 1600ft, with a depth o[ l0fl. al, 
]ow•water sp1·ing tiJes. 

The erection o[ a new whar[ on either 1 
i he present position at Xorthcol e or the : 
;.llggcslcd sile in Litlle Shoal Bay for a 
, ·oml~ned wharE f0t· Birkenhead and 
::\01'1hcole ,rnuld im·olve a,;, expenditure 
o[ approximately .£40,000. The local 
,bodies would also be required lo con st rucL 
.1 lie approaches from' lhe wharf and the 
..f'1nbankment over !he bay, and this woula 
c·ost, a considerable snm, Xo detailed 
.fwbenw has so far been prepared, and i o 
:asceri ain I he views o[ lhe local bodies 
,·oncenied the Auckland Harbour Hoard 
j,as invi ted the Xorthcote and Birkcnhe,lCI 
J\orough Councils lo a conference t o ,!is 
f· nss the rnaUet· on ,.\ugusl ?h, t he pro ,, 
,·eedings tu be in commillce, As only 11 
:--kclcton Sl' he111 c has Ro fat been ~uh . 
1nit lcd. the liabilities that the local bodies I 
wolllrl , equi re lo undertake cannoL Le 
~...,ti m'"'tcd. 



7th. aUt:,'USt 30. 

the Superintendent . 

N0!1T HOOT:~ WHA.tF. 

- Resolution of Board in Committee 1.z. ~ -
Modern ferry facilities !n Shoal Bey includinc covered 

passenr;er landine with eleotrio~ll,1 operated can.sway and two 
pasce~uer ber1~ha, also electrioally controlled vehioUlar ~erriJ 
l a.no.ins, all abuttine; on to embankment to be made ~ looa.l 
bodies and not included in thi8 est1nate, would oost - inol u<'tin..; 
dreci,_;ed channel 200 feetv;i<'l.o, approximately, •••.• ..•. ••• ;."!40 , 000. 

As a oomparison, a new wharf on the ei to of the 
existine ferry whart' at s·i.;okes Point ,,1th similar facilities 
would oost approximate~, .......... .. ......... ... ........ .. !37,500. 
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The ~~n~ineer, 
1 • H • .J • 

C O PY. 

' 2nd. . JulJ' , 1930. 

.Phe foll"o,dnc rrrnolutions \Jero lJ'iSGed by the 
Board in Cornr.1i ttee ut a me et ints hold :'e fltf"lrday afternoc .-1 : -

Letter .frou Town Clerk, :l'orthcotc , 24 . J. lS.50 ·1akini:., the 
Board to consi ler .fnvour'lbly the _uer tio. o.r erectinc 
a new wharf' at :,ortlwote; Yonr re_,ort thereon 16.6.1930. 

(1 ) That the Boi.ir 1 is .rntiG:fied that the 
.iresent wharf :1•1s cowJiderable li:fe 
in it with re ,s0n~1ble 1.1.1iuten,1n..:e, ·1nd 
that the interstices in the pl1111,d • ...., 
be closect. in b~r :fil letini.; where nccessa~, . 

(2) 'Nvrt- copies of the rn.iorts o:f ~~nc..,ineer 
an,l :1arbout1 .t1.st er 1vi ti~ 1 lnn '.Je suu-
ui tted to the ~rorthcotc und Birkenhead 
Qorouch Councils for their l!onsi lerution 
as to the location o:f a new pa.i. en_;er 
ancl vehi..;ular \~hLLrf v1hen t}1e su: e is 
consi(lered neue,:.,.J'l:rJ b~· the 3o 1rd; the 
ro-'li .<i• roaches uilll er .bauknent o:f <:>uuh 
\;h 1.r.f t,~ be ut the cor,t o:f the lo,!ul 
:r1thori ties. 

(3) Tha-+: the ·~nt,;inefff snblli t estimate o:f 
cost of pro_:iosect. w:1 ,r.:f anll lre,l__;ini_; 
of ohamwl ~hereto . 



9148 

)\u1dt[uaakir ~urhmHu~ lthnairh

M!E:™1({)) ~W!D)UOO 

NORTHCOTE WHARF. 

~4/an,/, JY% 

26th. _,I~~, 1~0. 

The Engineer, 
A.H.B. 

Arrangements have been made for the Board in Committee to 
visit Northcote and Birkenhead on Tuesday next in order to see for 
themselves the state of Northcote Wharf and to inspect the site re
commended by the Engineer for a new wharf . 

Cars will leave the Board's Office at 10.45 a .m. sharp 
for the Western Vehicular Ferry, returning from Northcote at 
12.20 p.m. 

HBB/MB. 
Superintendent & Secretary. 



r • 
1/ 

I..:XTRAv.J.' l.<'R0:i•'; B0.-iRD IN C0I:I l'(Tf,3 1 S fil!S0LlffIONS OF rrm;sD.AY 

17th. JUN:J , 1930, 

1. NORTHCOT3 HHAR?. 

Letter from Tov,n Clerk , Northcote , 2'1- , :> ,19;0 askint;; for 

provision of~ new wharf at ~orthcote; your report thereon 

r C 
9 1 0.0.1 ;(.) : -

That inspeetion be nsde of Horthcote T7har:f by the 
ComP1i tte e and tlrn t in the me·mtime a copy of the 
Ensineer 1s report and _.J l an be furnished to u embers; 
anr'l. that the Harbour Laster be asked to report on 
the matter. 



}\ ~W WHARF FOR SHORE 1 

HA, BOUR BOARD OFFICER'S 

~ GGES~~/ tf fro . 
BlRKENHEAD-NORTfl&>TE 

A modern wharf in Little Shoa l 
Bay on an embankment connect• 
ing the foct of Arawa Street in 
Birkenhead with the foot of Talbot 
Street in Northcote, is recom· 
mended by the engineer to the 
Harbour Board, Mr. 0. Holder• 
ness, 

J le is con\"incl"d that ~uch a ,vharf 
would be in the hest interests of both 
Birkenhead and No1·thcotc anll would 
meet the request for a new \\·harf at 
Korthcote. 

At a meeting of the board this after
noon .:\tr. Ilo1derncss reported on the 
request of the NorthC'otc Borou;;h 
Council for a 1norc up-to-date wharf 
for the Xorthcote fer1·y sc-nkc. 

The engineer pointed out that 'he 
subject was dealt with by him in l 9~7, 
when ho stated that tho constrnction 
or a new wharf on the present 8itc
would adJ materially to the annu'tl 
charge for the provision or ferry facili
ties and that the existing wha r( could 
bo maintained in a safe condition for 
a. considerable titne to come. 

It was forecast that the annual co,t 
of n1a.intainence for the next three or 
four years would not cxcePd £ 700. ~r11e 
actual CO!:-t has been :-19:!7-~S. .C :5 t.!; 
J928-29, £492; J929 to date, .Cl97. 

EXPOSURE TO WEATHER 
Before r•onsidering the construction 

of a new wharf at Xorthcote the qurs
tion o( the moro suitable site shoultl 
for1n the subject of negotiations be
tween the Harbour Hoard, the Xort!1-
coto ancl B irkenhead Counci ls ancl lhc 
Town Plannin;; Board, as the pre-sent 
site of the wharf has certain out
standing disadvantages in relation to 
run of tide and C'xposurc to westC'rly 
WN\th<"J". 

ln ~ugg-t:>~tin~ 1he construction o( a 
ne\\# wharf in Little ~hoal Ba~· to rnret 
the rf'qtii.rcmC'nts of hoth borough~. 
Mr. llulderness points out that it would 
appc~1r nos~iblc to give grru.les not c·x
cecding 1 in l G from the wharC to the 
business centres of both boroughs. T:,c 
existing grade reaches l in 11 at Bir
kenhead and 1 in 13 at Xorthcote. 

8uch nn arrangement ns that su~
gested b~· Mr. Holderness would admit 
of an almost unlimited improvement 
in the existing- time-table, whereas th<> 
present limitations at Birkenhead and 
Northcote, particularly in regard to 
the vehicular service-the limo occu
pied in berthing and turnini;-impos<'• 
ver:r ~evere restri<-tion~ on the cap:1c1 :· 
:ind suitability o( the \\·harvcs. 

NBW FERUY WH LUU'. 

SIRKE~j-lEAD AND NOFjTHCOTE 

SITE IN LITTLE SHOAi.. BAY. 

'.rhe request for a new wharf nt '\orth
rnte has resulted in a recvmmcndation l>y 
the Auckland Harbour Board c11ginecr, 
\fr. D. Jlolderness, that any \\Ork car
, ied out should take the form of a modern 
, ha.rf in Little Shoal Bay, Lased on an 
••mbankmeut connecting Birkenhead and 
Aorthcote. Tho matter is still under con
~ideration nnd no finality can he reached 
until consultation has taken place among 
1 he several Lodics concerned. 

:II r. Holderness st,1tes in his report to 
1 lrn br,ard that the 1llalte1· of a mol'e up-
1 ,,.dato wharf for the ~ orthrote ferry ser
' ice was dealt with by him in 1927, when 
J,., stated that the constmrtion oi a new 
wharf on the present site would nild 
n1aterially to the annual char::;c for tho 
provisio11 of ferry fariliti<·s n1JCl that tlw 
vdsting wharf <·ou1d ho maintained in a 
:-:a.fa couditiou for a considf'rahlo tirne to 
c-ome. It was then fol'ec-ast that tho a11-
t,11al cost of maintena11te fol' the next lhreo 
ur four vcars v.•ould not cxc·eed .£700. Tho 
adual c'.ost had b,•en :- 19'Z7-28, £542; 
J928-29, £492; 1929 tu dale, £297. 

Before <:u11sidrrin~ the romtrnclion of 
,, 11ew wharf at Xo,thcoto tho question of 
1 hn more •uitaL!o silo should form the 

,,ubjcc-t ot negotiations betwe.•n the H ar
l,onr Board, the Xortheole nnd Birken
head C'ou11cils nnd the Town Planning 
.Uoanl. Tho present ,ite of the wharf had 
• 1~rtai11 outstauding <lisa<.h:rntaj?;es in rela~ 
t1on lo run of tide and exposure lo west
, riv weathrr. 

f11 regard to the suggested whnrf in 
L ittle ~hoal Bay, Mr. lloldC>rness pointC',I 
out that it appcar<'cl possibh1 to give 
grades not exceedin;; 1 in 15 from tho 
wharf to the business centrM of both 
l,oroughs. The existing grades reached 1 
>11 11 at "Birkenhead and 1 in 13 at North 
cute. 'fho embankment across the bav 
would link with Arawa Street in Birken
head nnd Talbot Stroet in Northcote. 



16th. June 30 

The Superintendent. 

The Nor thcote Borough Gonncil asks tho Board to uive 
favourable oonaideration to the ereotion of a I ore up t') date 
wharf . 

Thi s matter , as de alt ,,i th b,y rne in a rer,ort dated 14th 
October 1927, whe 1 1 t as yointed out the. t the construct ion o:f' 
a .,e wnarf on tie present ai te ,;,ould add ma.tori ally to the annual 
charse fo r the provision of ferry facilities and that the existinu 
wharf c oul d be ~aintained in a safe condition for a considerable 
time to .:io1_e . 

I~ as fore ca ted that tl e an mal cost of r1aintenanee for 
the n ext three or .four yearo oul d not exceed • .•.... .•. ...... £700 . 
The a~tual cost has been:-

192'7- Q) ~.... 2 . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . .. ..,,, 
192~-9 . .. . ... . . . ... ... £492 
1929 to date • .... . .. . . £297 . 

Before consiclerin5 tie construotio 1 of a ne , hart' at 
Northcote , the _uestion of the r ost suita1,le site should .fonn the 
subj ect of neLotiations oetwe~n t1is Board, the Nort1uote and 
Bi rkenhead Jouncils, and t 10 nown Planninc Board, as the present 
s i te of the wharf has certain outstandin& disadvantaues i n relat i on 
t o run of t i de and ex. osnre t o estorly ea.the r. 

I ~. c onvinced that it ould be int e interests of the 
Bo r oughs o:f Birkenhc ad am1 rorthcote if a r.iodern ,,har.f o ... " ,,o be 
constructecl in Little Shoal Bay onto an eohan ent oonr.ecting ;;lie 
:foot o:f trawa stre'1t in J3irJ::enhead itll -t;he foot of ':'alllOt \o:id -
No rthc ote , with graded app '"'oa c:10 ";j to c _1:i ·t l arama ~!er~ a1& and 
vin~ent Ro ad respeutivel , as shewn on attached pl an n.431. 

I n this w y it 1ould appear .ossible to Live Lrades not 
exceeding l in 15 fron:. the wharf to the 1.msiness centres of both 
Boroughs, Tihe-reas the existint, t.;rad~ roaches 1 i. 11 at Birkennead 
and 1 i n 13 at lforthoote . such an arra1go1.ent ill dr. i t of' an 
al□o st unli i t e d i mprove :.1ent i n tne existint, ti meta l e whereas 1th 
the present l ir i tati ons at Birkenllea a 1a. Nortlloote , par'ti cnlarl y 
i n regard to the ve~i oul ar s e rvi oe, t.Le tiJ. .. e J ,a pied in bert 1ins 
and turning imposes v ery Hevere restrictions on t le capacity and 
su i tabili t~ of tile wharves . 



EXTRACT FROM BOARD 1 S RJ<:SOLUTIONS OF r.ruDSDAY 27TH. MAY 1930. 

2. NORTIICOT3 VlHARii'. 

Letter fror11 Northcote Borou6h Council 24.5.1930 

asking the Board to f'avourably consider the provision of 

a new wharf' at Northcote. 

That the matter be referred to the Board in 
COI'lF,i ttee; :Jngine er to re port. 

10TH. JU~, 1930. 

Letter from To'm Clerk, Northcote, 24. '.) .1930 askine 

the Board to favourably eonsider the ,1uestion of erecting a 

new whar:f at Northcote. 

That consideration be def'erred till next meeting 

o:f the Committee. 




