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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 My name is Jonathan Paul Richards and I hold the position of Principal 

Planning Advisor at New Zealand Transport Agency ("Transport Agency"). 

I have been in this position since July 2013. 

1.2 I have a BA(Hons) degree in Town Planning and I have 23 years' planning 

experience; the first 17 years of which were in the UK (primarily at Leeds 

City Council) and the last six years have been in New Zealand working for 

Auckland Regional Council, Queenstown Lakes District Council and now 

the Transport Agency. My UK and New Zealand experience has been 

focussed on the development and delivery of district and regional plan 

policy, and major transport schemes.  A summary CV outlining my relevant 

experience is attached to this evidence as Appendix JPR1. 

1.3 I have been providing the Crown (through the Canterbury Earthquake 

Recovery Authority ("CERA")) with my expertise in relation to transport 

related matters and the Transport Agency's interests since February 2014.  

2. CODE OF CONDUCT 

2.1 I confirm that I have read the code of conduct for expert witnesses as 

contained in the Environment Court's practice note (which will take effect on 

1 December 2014). I have complied with the practice note when preparing 

my written statement of evidence, and will do so when I give oral evidence 

before the hearings panel.  

2.2 The data, information, facts and assumptions I have considered in forming 

my opinions are set out in my evidence to follow. The reasons for the 

opinions expressed are also set out in the evidence to follow. 

2.3 Unless I state otherwise, this evidence is within my knowledge or sphere of 

expertise.  I have not omitted to consider material facts known to me that 

might alter or detract from opinions that I express. 

3. SCOPE 

3.1 I was asked by the Crown (through CERA) to provide evidence in relation to 

the Transport Agency's role in the rebuild and recovery process, and to 

provide a strategic overview of the Transport Agency's interests in relation 

to the Christchurch Replacement District Plan ("Replacement Plan"), 
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particularly for the Strategic Outcomes contained in Proposal 1 

(Introduction), and Proposal 3 (Strategic Directions). 

3.2 In brief, my evidence will address the following: 

(a) the statutory role of the Transport Agency in relation to State 

highway infrastructure; 

(b) the impact of the Canterbury earthquakes on the State highway 

infrastructure; 

(c) the importance of the State highway infrastructure; 

(d) the rebuild and recovery of State highway infrastructure; 

(e) the need for integrated planning; and 

(f) changes to the Replacement Plan, particularly in relation to the 

Strategic Outcomes contained in Proposal 1 (Introduction), and 

Proposal 3 (Strategic Directions). 

4. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

4.1 The Transport Agency's statutory objective is to undertake its functions in a 

way that contributes to an effective, efficient, and safe land transport 

system in the public interest.1  The Transport Agency manages the existing 

and planned State highway network, a significant piece of horizontal 

infrastructure for the Christchurch district. This network is shown on Map 1 

in Appendix JPR2.  

4.2 The Canterbury earthquakes had a variety of impacts on the State highway 

network, including rockfall and landslips, tunnel closures, weakening of 

structures, fractured and uneven road surfaces, and broken drainage 

systems.  

4.3 The State highway network contributes to city-wide, inter-regional and 

international transportation of freight, and to the movement of Canterbury's 

population. A highly efficient, safe and sustainable transport network is vital 

to support the recovery from the effects of the Canterbury earthquakes and 

the economic growth of Christchurch.  

                                                
1
 Section 94, Land Transport Management Act 2003. 



 

BF\51982990\1 Page 4 

4.4 The Transport Agency's focus for recovery and rebuild following the 

earthquakes has been to repair the existing State highway network to pre-

earthquake standard as quickly as possible. The repair work is now largely 

complete.  

4.5 The Transport Agency is also undertaking major investment to improve the 

State highway network in the Christchurch district as part of the Roads of 

National Significance ("RoNS") programme. These improvements and their 

progress are shown in Appendix JPR3. This improved network will further 

assist in the recovery process and will support future economic activity and 

growth in the Christchurch district. 

4.6 I consider that the Strategic Directions Proposal should therefore include 

clear direction in relation to strategic transport infrastructure that: 

(a) recognises the importance of the strategic transport infrastructure in 

delivery of recovery and in supporting future growth;  

(b) ensures that the Replacement Plan provides protection to that 

strategic transport infrastructure to ensure its safe and efficient 

operation; and 

(c) ensures that land use development and transport infrastructure are 

co-ordinated and provided through an integrated approach. 

4.7 The Transport Agency has an interest in integrated planning to ensure good 

land use outcomes that provide for the recovery and future economic 

growth of the Christchurch district and which maximise the Transport 

Agency's investment in land transport.  The Replacement Plan needs to 

recognise and provide for integrated planning. 

4.8 Although the Replacement Plan seeks to give effect to the Land Use 

Recovery Plan ("LURP") and the Canterbury Regional Policy Statement 

("RPS"), and provide a policy framework for land use and transport 

infrastructure integration, amendments are required to Proposal 3 (Strategic 

Directions) to better recognise the critical role that infrastructure plays in 

Christchurch and the Canterbury region. I consider that the Strategic 

Directions proposal sets the context for the detailed provisions that follow 

elsewhere in the plan, (for example in the Transport Chapter), and it is 

therefore important to ensure that the role of strategic infrastructure is 

clearly and fully addressed in the proposal. The outcomes that the 
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Transport Agency seeks from the Replacement Plan, and the reasons for 

those outcomes, are described in section 10 of my evidence. 

5. THE STATUTORY ROLE OF THE TRANSPORT AGENCY 

5.1 The Transport Agency is a Crown entity2, with sole powers of control of all 

State highways3. The Transport Agency provides integrated transport 

solutions for a thriving New Zealand including investing in public transport, 

walking and cycling facilities and local road networks and the construction 

and operation of the State highway network. For the purposes of the 

Resource Management Act 1991 ("RMA"), the Transport Agency is a 

'requiring authority' and 'network utility operator'4.  

5.2 The Transport Agency manages the existing and planned State highway 

network, a significant piece of horizontal infrastructure for the Christchurch 

district. This network is shown on Map 1 in Appendix JPR2. 

5.3 The Transport Agency's objective, functions, powers and responsibilities 

are derived from the Land Transport Management Act 2003 ("LTMA") and 

the Government Roading Powers Act 1989 ("GRPA"). The statutory 

objective of the Transport Agency is 'to undertake its functions in a way that 

contributes to an effective, efficient, and safe land transport system in the 

public interest.'5 Agency functions that are relevant to this hearing include 

to:  

(a) 'contribute to an effective, efficient, and safe land transport system 

in the public interest'; and  

(b) 'manage the State highway system, including planning, funding, 

design, supervision, construction, and maintenance and 

operations'6. 

5.4 The LTMA requires that in meeting its objective and undertaking its 

functions, the Transport Agency must 'use its revenue in a manner that 

seeks value for money'. To achieve this, the Transport Agency must ensure 

investment in the transport network is necessary, strategic and financially 

sound.  

                                                
2
 Section 93(2) LTMA. 

3
 Section 61 Government Roading Powers Act 1989. 

4
 Section 167 RMA. 

5
 Section 94 LTMA. 

6
 Section 95(1) LTMA. 
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5.5 Whilst the Transport Agency owns and operates the State highway network, 

it is also a significant co-investor in local roads, walking and cycling and 

passenger transport with investment partners (that is, regional and district 

councils). While the transport system is owned and operated by various 

parties, for transport system users there is only one transport network. The 

Transport Agency and its investment partners (Christchurch City Council 

and Canterbury Regional Council) take a 'one network' approach to the 

Christchurch transport network. This approach considers the transport 

network holistically and seeks to achieve improved outcomes for all modes 

of transport. The 'one network' approach ensures strong integration of 

transport decisions with land-use development, and balances the needs of 

network users.  

5.6 Transport is a critical part of daily life for all New Zealanders, enabling a 

range of activities and making a significant contribution to the country's 

economic growth and productivity. Recognising this, over $3 billion is 

invested in the land transport network through the National Land Transport 

Fund annually. Local government contributes another $1 billion to the 

annual spend.  

5.7 The transport network contributes to inter-regional and international 

transportation of freight and to the movement of the population. An efficient 

and safe transport network is vital to support the rebuild, recovery and 

future economic prosperity of Christchurch. 

Government Policy Statement (GPS) 

5.8 The GPS sets out the Government's objectives and funding priorities for the 

land transport sector. The Transport Agency must give effect to the GPS 

when performing its functions in respect of land transport planning and 

funding7. In June 2014, the Minister released a new draft policy statement 

for the period 2015/16-2024/25 ("draft GPS 2015"). The draft GPS 2015 

signals a continuation of the direction established under the current GPS. 

That is, there is a continued focus on driving improved performance from 

the land transport system by focusing on economic growth and productivity, 

road safety and value for money.  

5.9 Both the current GPS and draft GPS 2015 have an emphasis on integrated 

planning so that the interaction between transport use and land use is 

                                                
7
 Section 70(1) LTMA. 
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managed effectively and system efficiency is increased. The current GPS 

identifies that to achieve integration, transport strategies and packages of 

activities should be developed alongside one another, and be clearly 

connected to land use strategies such as spatial plans and implementation 

plans.  

5.10 I consider that getting the right strategic framework in the Replacement 

Plan to align land use and transport through integrated planning is essential 

to ensure funding in the land transport system (including investment in local 

roads) is consistent with government objectives as stated in the GPS.  I 

acknowledge that the Strategic Directions Proposal does seek this 

integrated approach, and I support that, however I also consider that 

amendments should be made to ensure that this message is more clearly 

expressed.  In particular, the role of the strategic transport network in 

supporting recovery and economic activity should be more fully recognised 

at this strategic level as it sets the context and reasoning for detailed 

provisions in the zone and topic based chapters that follow.  

6. IMPACT OF THE CANTERBURY EARTHQUAKES ON THE STATE 

HIGHWAY INFRASTRUCTURE 

6.1 The Canterbury earthquakes had a variety of impacts on the State highway 

network, including rockfall and landslips, tunnel closures, weakening of 

structures including bridges and bridge approaches, fractured and uneven 

road surfaces and broken drainage systems.   

6.2 Detailed evidence about the earthquakes' impact on the Christchurch 

district's roading infrastructure (including State highways) is provided in Mr 

Rouse's evidence, which I have read when preparing this evidence.  I agree 

with Mr Rouse's explanation of the impacts of the earthquakes. 

7. IMPORTANCE OF STATE HIGHWAY INFRASTRUCTURE  

7.1 The Canterbury region is New Zealand's third biggest economy at 13.2% of 

GDP ($27.8 billion in 2013). Christchurch is the main freight distribution hub 

for Canterbury and also for the South Island as a whole. The South Island's 

only deep water port is located at Lyttelton, which handles 50% of the South 

Island's container cargo. Christchurch Airport is the South Island's only long 

distance international airport. Christchurch's economic role and the 

connections provided though the State highway network are therefore of 

local, regional and national significance.  
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7.2 Over the next 30 years South Island freight transport demand is currently 

expected to grow by 68%, with 48% of freight growth being forecast within 

the Canterbury region. The majority of the existing freight and the 

anticipated freight growth will be moved by road (91.4%).8  

7.3 The following table demonstrates the approximate volume and value of 

freight moved through the Greater Christchurch Region by mode in 2014, 

including the role that the road network plays in this:9 

Mode  Volume 
(Tonnes) 

% of Total 
Volume 

Value $ 
billion 

% of total 
Value 

Air 25,000 0.1 2.39 4.0 

Road 5,297,579 31.0 18.90 31.6 

Rail 3,251,447 19.0 8.30 13.7 

Sea 8,524,026 49.9 30.40 50.8 

 
7.4 Currently, high levels of congestion occur in Christchurch with a negative 

effect on journey time reliability. That lack of reliability has subsequent 

negative economic impacts on businesses. Within Christchurch, moderate 

Heavy Commercial Vehicle ("HCV") traffic volumes are experienced along 

State Highway 1 (800-1500 HCV/day) with high volumes in the more built 

up areas of Christchurch. Brougham Street is the freight route to Lyttelton 

Port and carries 4,300 trucks per day in highly congested conditions.10  

7.5 Furthermore, rapid residential growth in and around Christchurch, 

particularly in the Selwyn and Waimakariri Districts, and the relocation of 

businesses, has occurred to the north and south of the city and around its 

western edge. The identification of further greenfield developments in these 

areas through the LURP and carried forward in the Replacement Plan will 

place greater demand on the State highway network, and has the potential 

to restrict efficient access to the city, Christchurch International Airport and 

Lyttelton Port.  

7.6 The Transport Agency seeks that the Replacement Plan recognise the 

importance of State highway infrastructure and the role it plays in the 

recovery and economic future of the Christchurch district.  I consider that it 

is appropriate to recognise the importance and role of State highway 

infrastructure in order to ensure that land use development and transport 

infrastructure is appropriately integrated and that economic activity is 

suitably supported. 

                                                
8
 The Transport Agency, ‘The South Island Freight Story’ (draft published in August 2014).  

9
 Aurecon, ‘Greater Christchurch Freight Infrastructure Statement’ (July 2014) 

10
 Transport Agency, ‘State Highway Activity Management Plan (SHAMP) 2015- 2018. 
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8. REBUILD AND RECOVERY OF STATE HIGHWAY INFRASTRUCTURE 

8.1 The Transport Agency's immediate focus for recovery and rebuild has been 

to repair the existing State highway network to pre-earthquake standard as 

quickly as possible.  The repair work is now largely complete. In addition, 

the Transport Agency is carrying out further State highway improvement 

works under the banner of the 'Christchurch Motorways Project', which is 

part of the RoNS programme.  The Christchurch Motorways Project 

represents a significant investment of approximately $800 million for 

highway construction, and includes the following elements: 

(a) Southern Corridor: Christchurch Southern Motorway Stage 2:  A 

notice of requirement for this project and the related resource 

consent applications were confirmed and granted by a Board of 

Inquiry in 2013. The project is now in the detailed design phase and 

construction is expected to be completed by 2018-2019. 

(b) Western Corridor: Four-laning is all but complete at the southern 

end of Russley Road. A variety of further works are being 

undertaken to improve State Hiqhway 1 in the following sections: 

(i) The Western Belfast Bypass: The notice of requirement and 

consent applications were publicly notified by the 

Christchurch City Council and Environment Canterbury on 

Wednesday 25 June 2014. If approvals are obtained, 

construction is scheduled for 2015-2018.  

(ii) The Groynes to Sawyers Arms Road to Harewood Road: 

Johns Road (from the Groynes to Harewood Road) has a 

confirmed layout. Consents are largely granted and 

construction will be completed by the end of 2016.  

(iii) Harewood Road to Avonhead Park including the Southern 

Airport Access: Consent has been granted, however an 

amendment to the designation has been sought.  This is the 

subject of one appeal. Construction is planned for 2015–

2018.   

(iv) Masham and Carmen Roads between Yaldhurst Road and 

Waterloo Road: Consent has been granted. Construction 

has begun and will be completed shortly.  
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(c) Northern Corridor (Northern Arterial):  The Transport Agency has an 

existing designation for the provision of a new Northern Arterial link. 

However, a further designation is being sought for an amended 

alignment. A notice of requirement, the associated resource consent 

applications and resource consents for associated Christchurch City 

Council projects were publicly notified in early November 2014. If 

approvals are obtained, construction is scheduled for 2016/17 to 

2019/20. 

8.2 The major improvements to the State highway network described above will 

bring a variety of benefits to the Christchurch district including: 

(a) Improving access to Christchurch City, Christchurch International 

Airport and the Lyttelton Port. 

(b) Increasing the capacity of the State highway network to handle 

increasing freight traffic and provide for future growth. 

(c) Tackling congestion on key routes thereby increasing journey time 

reliability. 

(d) Improving safety through improved roading layouts. 

(e) Providing an injection of government money into the local 

construction industry, thereby providing employment and other 

benefits. 

8.3 I consider that the provision of State highway infrastructure is fundamental 

to recovery and development.  The rebuild and recovery of State highway 

infrastructure from the Canterbury earthquakes, the provision of new State 

highway infrastructure, the efficient and effective use of that infrastructure, 

and the benefits that this infrastructure will bring to the Christchurch district 

therefore needs to be recognised and provided for at a strategic level in the 

Replacement Plan. I consider that the Strategic Directions Proposal should 

therefore include clear direction in relation to strategic transport 

infrastructure that: 

(a) recognises the importance of the strategic transport infrastructure in 

delivery of recovery and in supporting future growth;  
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(b) ensures that the Replacement Plan provides protection to that 

strategic transport infrastructure to ensure its safe and efficient 

operation; and 

(c) ensures that land use development and transport infrastructure is 

co-ordinated and provided through an integrated approach. 

8.4 I acknowledge that the notified Proposals include provisions which 

recognise the importance of the State highway network, however, I consider 

that this needs to be better expressed, and greater emphasis should be 

made on the role of this network in supporting recovery and longer term 

economic growth.    

8.5 I discuss the need for an integrated planning approach and the proposed 

changes to the Replacement Plan below. 

9. NEED FOR INTEGRATED PLANNING  

9.1 As the major investor in the country's transport network, the Transport 

Agency looks for an integrated planning approach to provide both planning 

and investment certainty and to enable the Transport Agency to fulfil its 

purpose under the LTMA and the direction set out in the GPS (as stated 

above in my Section 5 of my evidence).  Integrated land use and 

infrastructure planning needs to ensure that infrastructure investments are 

best positioned to contribute to and support economic growth and 

productivity and maintain a safe transport network. In this context, the 

Replacement Plan needs to ensure that the transport needs of future 

growth are considered and that land use is managed in a coordinated and 

integrated manner with existing and future strategic transport infrastructure.  

Within that integrated approach towards land use and infrastructure 

provision, the Transport Agency can plan its investment in the network with 

certainty. 

9.2 Without an integrated framework, the following undesirable scenarios are 

likely to occur: 

(a) Land use patterns are skewed to follow transport investment 

corridors with no consideration of the capacity of those corridors, 

leading to ribbon development and reverse sensitivity effects. Often, 

this capacity is exceeded faster than planned and additional 
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investment is then required to maintain levels of service due to a 

lack of ability to predict and plan the capacity of the corridor. 

(b) Significant land developments are proposed with little to no 

consideration of existing and planned transport infrastructure 

capacity. This means that developers are likely to assume that 

transport network connectivity or mitigation measures will be 

provided and funded by the public, primarily from the National Land 

Transport Fund. 

(c) An unplanned and developer-led scenario where new infrastructure 

is required to service the development also carries an opportunity 

cost where, as a consequence, existing or planned infrastructure 

capacity elsewhere does not get used or built. The cost is the tying 

up of finite public funds that could have been more effectively 

invested elsewhere. 

(d) Community and urban severance issues are likely to occur where a 

community evolves on either side of a major piece of transport 

infrastructure with insufficient cross connectivity. Typically, 

mitigation measures to address severance are expensive and will 

not fully address connectivity issues. Such severance is best 

avoided from the outset through integrated planning. 

(e) Ad hoc development leads to and encourages dispersed growth 

patterns with attendant difficulties in providing effective and 

sustainable transport solutions. Such developments are largely car 

dependent and reduce the effectiveness and potential for public 

transport and walking and cycling modes. 

9.3 Providing direction and certainty around the form and timing of development 

in the region allows the Transport Agency to have confidence that its 

investment of public funds is being allocated to provide infrastructure in the 

right place at the right time.   I consider that the Replacement Plan plays an 

important role in ensuring that an integrated planning approach is 

recognised at a strategic level.    
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10. POTENTIAL CONSTRAINTS AND IMPEDIMENTS TO RECOVERY 

RELATING TO THE STRATEGIC ROAD INFRASTRUCTURE AND 

REQUIRED CHANGES TO THE REPLACEMENT PLAN   

10.1 The Transport Agency has sought that its existing designations be rolled 

forward into the Replacement Plan to ensure there are no impediments to 

the continued operation and maintenance of the existing State highway 

network.  The Transport Agency supports the rolling forward of its existing 

designations. 

10.2 Many of the further State highway improvements (as discussed in 

paragraph 8.1 above) are authorised under the Transport Agency's existing 

designations, which have been carried forward into the Replacement Plan. 

For those further improvements where a new designation or resource 

consents are required, the process for obtaining approvals is already well 

advanced and so the new designations are not being sought as part of the 

Replacement Plan.  

10.3 Although the Replacement Plan provides for the recovery and rebuild of the 

State highway network through the rolling over of the Transport Agency's 

existing designations, it remains important that the Replacement Plan 

recognises the critical role that the State highway network plays in the 

Christchurch district's and Canterbury region's economic recovery and 

future growth, and provides for integrated planning for the reasons 

explained above. Whilst the notified Strategic Directions Proposal 

recognises the role of the strategic infrastructure in economic recovery and 

future growth, the importance of this role is not clearly expressed. In my 

opinion, amendments to the Proposal are required to provide additional 

clarity in relation to this role. This additional clarity, together with rolling 

forward of the Transport Agency's designations will avoid potential 

constraints and impediments which could undermine the significant amount 

of investment made and the future role the network has in supporting 

economic activity critical to recovery and beyond. 

10.4 As mentioned at paragraph 8.3, the provision of State highway 

infrastructure is fundamental for recovery and development.  In order to 

better and more expressly recognise and provide for the provision of, and 

the efficient and effective use of, that infrastructure, I consider that the 

Replacement Plan, and in particular Proposal 3 (Strategic Directions), 

needs to: 
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(a) Retain those provisions which recognise the need to facilitate 

growth in a logical and well-planned manner. This is important so 

that transport infrastructure and services are delivered to the right 

place, at the right level and time, and for the best cost.  

(b) Recognise the key role that the transport network plays in providing 

for recovery, particularly in relation to economic activity and growth. 

(c) Provide clear wording to recognise the importance of State highway 

infrastructure which addresses the need to protect the safe and 

efficient operation of this infrastructure and to provide clear direction 

that seeks to enable the operation, maintenance, and upgrading of 

that infrastructure.  

(d) Have a clear relationship with the other Proposals (which are more 

topic or zone based) to ensure the Strategic Directions sought are 

applied in clear and consistent manner.  

(e) Have objectives and policies to:  

(i) facilitate the need to make efficient use of existing transport 

infrastructure; and 

(ii) identify and protect strategic transport infrastructure, 

including managing activities which could cause reverse 

sensitivity effects on this existing and planned infrastructure. 

(f) Retain provisions that support integrating land use with transport, 

including public transport and active modes. In particular, provisions 

that optimise the use of existing and new infrastructure, support 

increased travel choice and reduce reliance on private vehicles. 

10.5 Ms McLeod provides evidence detailing specific changes that are sought by 

the Transport Agency to the Strategic Outcomes contained in Proposal 1 

(Introduction), and Proposal 3 (Strategic Directions).  I have read her 

evidence and agree with the changes to the notified Proposals that she 

outlines. 

10.6 I note that the notified Strategic Directions proposal (particularly in terms of 

the issues and outcomes discussed in 3.4.2 and 3.5.2.5 and Objective 

3.6.1(a)(iv)) seek to address the issue around the importance of strategic 

infrastructure and the need to ensure this infrastructure is properly 
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integrated with land use development.  However, I also note that there is no 

specific objective related to Infrastructure and its role, and that there is also 

a lack of a specific transport related policy in Section 3.6.  Without clear 

direction on strategic infrastructure related matters being expressed through 

specific provisions in the Strategic Directions proposal, the context for the 

detailed provisions in the Transport Chapter is not clear and linkages 

between the sections of the Replacement Plan are not as obvious as they 

could be.  

10.7 I have also read the Crown's alternative provisions for the Strategic 

Direction Proposal (as arrived at in light of discussions at mediation). Ms 

McLeod addresses in detail how this suggested revision meets the Crown's 

relief in relation to Transport Agency related matters. I consider that the 

Crown's alternative provisions and the revised structure provides a clearer 

message as to the role of the strategic transport infrastructure and therefore 

satisfies the outcomes sought above. In particular, the removal of 

duplicated or unnecessary text and the identification of specific 

infrastructure related provisions will ensure that the role of the strategic 

transport infrastructure and the direction for the integration of land-use and 

infrastructure are clear and that the links to the chapters to follow can be 

more clearly identified. 

 

Jonathan Richards 

24 November 2014 
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Appendix JPR1: Summary CV 
 

Employer Duration Key relevant activities: 

Principal Planning 
Advisor 
Planning and Investment  
New Zealand Transport 
Agency, Christchurch 
 

July 
2013 - 

onwards  

Providing input to the City Council in the creation of 
the Christchurch City Plan Review (part of the 
Collaborative Advisory Group) 

 

The delivery of LURP actions 

 

Part of CJOG and providing input to CERA to advise 
Ministers on the Christchurch City Plan Review 
process (Feb 2014 onwards) 

 

Senior Policy Analyst 
Policy and Planning 
Team 
Queenstown Lakes 
District Council 
New Zealand 
 

Nov 
2010 – 
June 
2013 

Review of the Queenstown District Plan with 
particular focus on delivering a growth management 
strategy, reviewing rural subdivision provisions, 
transport and infrastructure provisions. 

 

Representing the council at hearings and the Env 
Court – e.g. the introduction of the Arrowtown 
growth management boundary plan change 

 

Senior Policy Planner  
Transport and Urban 
Development Team 
Auckland Regional 
Council 
 

Jan 
2009 – 

Nov 
2010 

Representing the Council at hearings and Env Court 
to ensure that land use and transport integration 
matters as directed by the RPS (and in accordance 
with the LGAAA) were addressed appropriately at a 
District level – e.g. District Plan Changes including 
Pokeno, Beachlands, Franklin District Rural Plan 
Change 

 

Advising on the delivery of changes to the RPS e.g. 
Change 6 to the Auckland RPS 

 

Planning and 
Environment Co-
ordinator   
Leeds Supertram / New 
Generation Transport 
Team (seconded from 
Leeds City Council) 
Leeds. UK 
 

Oct 2001 
– Dec 
2008 

Public  /Private Partnership team delivering major 
public transport improvements (Light rail, heavy rail, 
trolley and guided bus schemes and Public 
Transport corridor improvements)   

 

Developing and implementing policy for council with 
regard to the integration of public transport and new 
land use development.  

 

Advising other councils and the UK central 
government on land use / public transport 
integration matters 
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Planner/ Senior 
Planner/Principal Planner 
Forward Planning, Leeds 
City Council, UK 
 

Jun 
1991 – 

Oct 2001 

Drafting the Leeds Unitary Development Plan and 
Development Plan Review through to adoption.  

 

Development and implementation of local 
development strategies and planning frameworks for 
town centres and regeneration areas including 
compulsory purchase orders for redevelopment 
areas and the provision of public transport 
infrastructure. 
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Appendix JPR2: The State Highway Network and RoNS Projects in Christchurch 

MAP1: The State Highway Network in Christchurch 
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Appendix JPR3: Status of State Highway Improvement Projects in Christchurch 

 


