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1. INTRODUCTION 

 

1.1 My full name is David Ian Falconer.  My experience and qualifications are 

set out in my evidence in chief for the hearing of the Transport Proposal 

dated 26 May 2015.  

 

1.2 I confirm that I have read the Code of Conduct for Expert Witnesses 

contained in the Environment Court Practice Note 2014 and that I agree to 

comply with it. I confirm that I have considered all the material facts that I 

am aware of that might alter or detract from the opinions that I express, 

and that this evidence is within my area of expertise, except where I state 

that I am relying on the evidence of another person.   

 

2. SCOPE 

 

2.1 This supplementary evidence is provided in response to matters raised by 

the Independent Hearings Panel (Panel) during the course of the hearing 

of the Introduction Proposal (Part), and Definitions Proposal (Part) on 

13 July 2015. 

 

2.2 As requested by the Panel, this supplementary evidence covers the 

following definitions:  

 

(a) Accessibility / Accessible; 

 

(b) Full time equivalent student; and 

 

(c) One network approach.  

 

2.3 Although the Panel asked Mr Thomson about the definitions of 

"Accessibility" and "Accessible", I have addressed those definitions given 

their importance to the Transport Proposal. 
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3. ACCESSIBILITY / ACCESSIBLE  

  

3.1 At the hearing, Judge Hassan questioned Mr Thomson about the 

definitions of "Accessibility" and "Accessible",1 in particular the different 

concepts used within those definitions.  

 

3.2 I can confirm that it is intended that "Accessible" only includes the concept 

of time, whereas "Accessibility" also includes the concept of cost and effort. 

"Accessible" refers to whether a location is physically accessible, whereas 

"Accessibility" refers to whether a location is both physically and socially 

accessible. So the way these two definitions have been drafted is 

intentional and it is not an omission in drafting. 

 

4. FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT STUDENT  

  

4.1 At the hearing, Ms Dawson questioned the definition of "full-time equivalent 

student".2  I agreed to have a look at the definition further.3  In the 

Transport Proposal, the minimum number of parking and loading spaces 

required at a "tertiary education and research activity" is based on the 

number of full-time equivalent students at the activity. Therefore, the 

definition of full-time equivalent student will assist in the calculation of the 

minimum number of parking and loading spaces required. 

 

4.2 Through discussions with the University of Canterbury and Christchurch 

Polytechnic Institute of Technology, the following amended wording for the 

definition is proposed: 

 

Full-time equivalent student 

means one full-time student, and for a part-time student it means the 

portion of a full-time course that the part-time student undertakes. The 

total number of full-time equivalent students at a tertiary education and 

research activity can be calculated using the New Zealand Qualifications 

Authority method of the sum of the totals of the student credit value for 

each enrolled student during the calendar year, then divided by 120 

(which is the standard number of credits for a full-time student). 

                                                   
1
 Transcript, 13 July 2015 (Day 1) (Transcript), pages 73-74. 

2
 Transcript, page 36. 

3
 Transcript, page 37. 
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5. ONE NETWORK APPROACH  

  

5.1 At the hearing, Sir John Hansen and Judge Hassan questioned the 

definition of "one network approach".4 The "one network approach" is a 

concept whereby the various agencies who have responsibilities for 

managing different parts of the transport network co-ordinate their 

responsibilities so that a single integrated transport network is provided for 

the public to travel on.  

 

5.2 There are a variety of organisations who have responsibilities for different 

parts of the transport network. The NZ Transport Agency manages State 

Highways, while Christchurch City Council manages most other roads. 

Exceptions include, for example, parts of Orchard Road and University 

Drive which are managed by the Christchurch International Airport Limited 

and University of Canterbury respectively. Environment Canterbury 

manages the public transport network.  

 

5.3 Therefore, during a journey a person may travel on several of these 

differently managed parts of the transport network. The "one network 

approach" recognises that it is important that these different parts of the 

network are managed to ensure that a person's journey is as convenient 

and seamless as possible, even though they are travelling on parts of the 

network that are managed by different organisations. For example, if one 

organisation closes part of their transport network, this could have impacts 

on another organisation's part of the transport network, as it would lead to 

people having to find alternative routes. The "one network approach" 

reflects the importance of the co-ordination of these organisations working 

together to ensure that suitable detours are provided on another part of the 

transport network.  

 

5.4 Also, as new parts the transport network are added to Christchurch's 

transport network through land use developments, it is important that these 

parts of the network are summarily co-ordinated with the existing transport 

network.   

 

                                                   
4
 Transcript, pages 37, 39 and 150. 
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5.5 To help explain the concept of a "one network approach" further, the 

Christchurch Strategic Transport Plan 2012 has the following definition of 

One Network: 

 

the concept of planning Christchurch’s entire transport network for all 

modes in a concerted manner. In the past different forms of transport 

were planned in separation, by planning all modes together it creates 

solutions to problems on the network which previously would have been 

overlooked e.g. allows particular streets to be prioritised for certain 

modes. 

 

5.6 Through discussions with the Crown, it is now my preference that the 

definition of "one network approach" be deleted, and replaced with the 

following explanation of "one network approach" in a footnote under 

Objective 7.1.1.a.iv of the Transport Proposal: 

 
The "One Network Approach" is an approach where the transport network 

is considered as a whole.  The aim of this approach is to ensure that the 

management and provision of all transport infrastructure (including all 

transport modes) is well connected and undertaken in an efficient and 

integrated manner. For more guidance on how the "one network 

approach" is applied, please refer to the Greater Christchurch Transport 

Statement 2012 and Christchurch Transport Strategic Plan 2012. 

 

5.7 Alternatively if a footnote is not preferred, Objective 7.1.1 of the Transport 

Proposal could be amended as follows: 

    An integrated transport system:  

1.     that is accessible, affordable, resilient, safe, sustainable and efficient for 

people using all transport modes;  

2.     that is responsive to the current recovery needs, future needs, and 

economic development;  

3.     that supports safe, healthy and liveable communities by maximising 

integration with land use;  

4.     that reduces dependency on private motor vehicles and promotes the use 

of public and active transport;  
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5.     that recognises Ngāi Tahu/ Manawhenua values; and  

6.     that is managed using the one network approach (where the 

transport network is considered as a whole to ensure that the 

management and provision of all transport infrastructure is well 

connected and undertaken in an efficient and integrated manner.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

David Ian Falconer 

16 July 2015 

 


