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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 My name is Joseph Paul Durdin.  I am a Chartered Professional 

Engineer (CPEng) and registered under the Chartered Professional 

Engineers New Zealand Act 2002.  This qualification means I have been 

reviewed by the registration authority and deemed to be competent to 

practice in my area of expertise.  I am a Member of the Institution of 

Professional Engineers New Zealand (MIPENZ) and a Practice Area 

Assessor. 

1.2 I hold the technical qualification of Bachelor of Engineering with 

Honours in Civil Engineering from the University of Canterbury.  Since 

graduating in 1999, I have worked exclusively in the traffic and 

transportation field as a consulting engineer.  I have practiced in both 

New Zealand and Australia and developed specialist skills in road safety 

engineering, integrated transportation assessments, strategic transport 

planning, analytical and micro-simulation modelling and the design and 

planning of walking, cycling and public transport facilities.  

1.3 I am co-author of New Zealand Transport Agency Research Report 422 

‘Integrated Transport Assessments’ November 2010.  Research Report 

422 provides national guidance to improve transportation assessment 

practices in New Zealand.   

1.4 I am a Director of Abley Transportation Consultants Limited.  The firm 

undertakes specialist transportation related commissions for local, 

regional and central government as well as private companies, 

individuals and community groups.   

1.5 In preparing this evidence I have reviewed: 

(a) The Foodstuffs South Island Limited and Foodstuffs (South 

Island) Properties Limited submission on the Transport chapter; 

and 

(b) The evidence of Mr David Falconer and Mr Warren Lloyd on 

behalf of Christchurch City Council insofar as it relates to the 

matters contained in Foodstuffs submission on the Transport 

Chapter.  
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1.6 I have read and agree to comply with Code of Conduct for Expert 

Witnesses (Environment Court Practice Note 2014).  This evidence is 

within my area of expertise except where I state that I am relying on 

facts or information provided by another person.  I have not omitted to 

consider material facts known to me that might alter or detract from the 

opinions that I express. 

2. FOODSTUFFS SUBMISSION 

2.1 Foodstuffs submission on the Transport Chapter was informed by my 

review of the proposed Replacement District Plan (pRDP) in October 

2014.  In that review, two aspects were identified as being area for 

concern, namely: 

(a) 7.1.1.5 Policy 5 – ‘Design of car parking and loading areas’ and 

specifically (a) (iii) “provide quality urban amenity outcomes within 

the development”.  

(b) 7.2.3.3 Rule 3 ‘Minimum number of loading spaces required’ and 

specifically the inclusion of warehousing and distribution activities 

within the broader Industrial activity category. 

7.1.1.5 Policy 5 

2.2 The aspect of Policy 5 that was opposed was: 

“Require that car parking and loading areas are designed to: … 

(iii) provide quality urban amenity outcomes within the 

development.” 

2.3 This part of the Policy was not supported, because it was unclear how 

a quality urban design outcome could be achieved through car parking 

and loading area design.  Whilst quality urban design outcomes are 

supported, it was considered inappropriate to include this Policy within 

the Transport Chapter.   

2.4 The relief sought was the deletion of (iii) from the Policy. 

7.2.3.3 Rule 3 

2.5 The aspect of Rule 3 that was opposed was the specification of a single 

loading space rate for all industrial activities.  Whilst the pRDP identified 

separate car parking rates for warehousing and distribution activities as 
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distinct from the broader group of ‘Industrial’ activities, the same did not 

apply for loading space requirements. 

2.6 The relief sought was the provision of a separate loading space 

requirement for warehousing and distribution activities at a rate of 1 

space / 2,000m2 Gross Leasable Floor Area (GLFA). 

3. PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO TRANSPORT CHAPTER 

7.1.1.5 Policy 5 

3.1 The evidence of Mr David Falconer notes ‘partial acceptance’ of 

Foodstuffs submission on this matter. 

3.2 I have reviewed Council’s Revised Proposal (14 May 2015) of the 

Transport Chapter and observe that the Policy has been amended in a 

manner that includes the removal of “provide quality urban outcomes 

within the development” from the Policy.   

3.3 The proposed amendment is consistent with the outcome sought by 

Foodstuffs in their submission.  I support the proposed amendment. 

7.2.3.3 Rule 3 

3.4 The evidence of Mr Warren Lloyd accepts that the loading space 

requirements for industrial activities are not appropriate to apply to all 

warehousing and distribution activities.1  

3.5 Mr Lloyd has recommended that 7.2.3.3 Rule 3 be amended to include 

specific loading space requirements for warehousing and distribution 

activities at the rates specified in Table 1. 

Table 1: Proposed Warehousing and Distribution Loading Rates 

GLFA Loading Spaces Required 

Less than 2,000m2 1 bay per 1,000m2 

2,001m2 to 10,000m2 1 bay per 2,000m2 

Greater than 10,001m2 1 bay per 2,750m2 

 
3.6 Mr Lloyd’s evidence goes on to note that this recommendation has not 

been incorporated into the ‘Revised Proposal’, but has been included in 

Attachment A to Mr David Falconer’s evidence in chief. 

                                                 
1  Evidence of Mr Warren Lloyd dated 26 May 2015, Paragraph 4.4.  



4 

 

3.7 The proposed warehousing and distribution rates proposed by Mr Lloyd 

do not directly replicate the relief sought by Foodstuffs in their 

submission in that it proposes a sliding scale of provision based on total 

GLFA rather than a fixed rate independent of total GLFA.  

Notwithstanding, the recommended approach and proposed rates are 

generally consistent with the nature of relief sought, and are therefore 

supported.  

4. CONCLUSION 

4.1 The proposed amendments to the Transport Chapter in respect of 

Foodstuffs submission on 7.1.1.5 Policy 5 and 7.2.3.3 Rule 3 are 

supported. 

 

Joseph Paul Durdin 

10 June 2015 

 

 


