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There is a weakness of a different character in the building code, 
(official title N. Z • Standard Model Building Bylaw); this is a pity 
because, in many respects, the code is most satisfactory 0 The basic 
weakness lies in the adoption of seismic zoning in the first place; on 
top of this detailed provisions are arbitrary, illogical and provocative. 
They are arbitrary as to boundaries and differences in lateral force 
provisions for the separate zones; they are illogical through the tacit 
assumption that moderate differences in lateral force requirements are 
matters of primary importance in relation to safety and freedom from 
damage; they are provocative because ( 1) they assume that precise 
distinctions in a most uncertain field are worthwhile (2) it will be 
virtually impossible to obtain evidence proving that such distinctions 
have any value• There are too many other complicating factors* 

Apart from interesting problems concerning Commission and code the re 
are others - real, urgent and somewhat intractable© They exist in the 
larger towns and cities of both islands; they mostly derive from the 
excessive amount of obsolete bearing wall and timber floored construction 
still in use * Auckland has some large and appalling examples - four or 
five storeys of heavy brickwork precariously balanced over spacious 
modern show windows• This kind of thing exists in many towns, but with 
good reason the dangeis implicit in such obsolete constructions are held 
to be most acute in the capital• Determined efforts at extensive 
reconstruetion there are certainly necessary - otherwise there could be 
a case of too little and too late * 

Finally a brief enumeration of sundry matters relevant to aseismic 
construction may be of some interest* 

1* First class uncomplicated aseismic city buildings can 
provide both safety and a good long term investment* 

2 0 The longer new construction, needed to replace the obsolete 
and potentially dangerous, is delayed the greater the risk and the 
greater the loss* 

3• Whenever possible avoid attempts at strengthening old 
structures; the main effect is often merely to perpetuate the 
decadent and obsolete• 

4 . Too many, too detailed, too precise mandatory requirements 
can often militate against the production of the best and most 
efficient aseismic structure. 

5• The need for demolition of decrepit structures and their 
replacement by the safe and modern is most pressing. There is there
fore no valid reason for any competent worker in the building field 
to be unemployedo 

The preceding items may be viewed as dogmatic assertions, state
ments of fact, or merely expressions of thought or opinion. Which 
viewpoint is taken doesn 1t matter one scrap, 1/hat does matter is that 
action be taken promptly in a really worthwhile effort to tackle the 
earthquake problem. 

S. Irwin Crookes, B.A., Hon. F.N.ZJ.E. 


