
 

  

 

 

 

 

IN THE MATTER OF  the Canterbury Earthquake  

(Christchurch Replacement District Plan) 

Order 2014 

 

AND  

 

IN THE MATTER OF Stages 2 and 3 Chapter 6 General Rules 

 

 

Date:  17 May 2016 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

MINUTE 

As to the details of the hot-tubbing session Tuesday 24 May 2016 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

[1] The 27 April 2016 Minute1 gave directions for leave to cross-examine acoustics experts 

and confirmed the date and time of the reconvened hearing for questioning and cross 

examination of the acoustics’ experts on their Joint Expert Conferencing Statement2.   

[2] Leave was granted for: 

(a) CIAL to put to Mr Day questions to elicit any relevant matter concerning the 

Marshall Day analysis and its relationship to what Mr Day says in the Expert 

Conferencing Statement; 

(b) The Council and Mr Lawry to ask their respective witnesses (Dr Chiles and 

Professor Clark) about these matters.   

[3] I consider a 10 minutes per counsel allowance for this questioning would likely be 

sufficient. 

  

                                                 
1 Panel Minute as to the 22 April 2016 conference and related directions, dated 27 April 2016 
2 Engine testing noise – Acoustics conferencing signed – Chiles – Day – Clarke – 13-4-2016 
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[4] Leave to cross examine was granted as follows: 

Submitter 

number/Name 

Cross-Examination Time 

allowed 

2514/David Lawry Mr Day 

Mr Chiles  

30 mins 

15 mins 

2348/CIAL Mr Chiles 

Professor Clarke 

35 mins 

35 mins 

2723/CCC Professor Clarke 

Mr Day 

10 mins 

20 mins 

2255/Air NZ Professor Clarke 

Dr Chiles 

Mr Day 

25 mins 

15 mins 

10 mins 

2487/Bruce Campbell Mr Day 10 mins 

[5] Subject to any comments parties may have, I propose that matters will proceed in the 

following order: 

(a) Mr Day, Dr Chiles and Professor Clarke will be re-sworn or re-affirmed, with 

respective counsel to assist with those formalities and confirmation that the Joint 

Expert Conferencing Statement is part of their respective evidence; 

(b) Counsel for CIAL questioning of Mr Day concerning the Marshall Day analysis 

and its relationship to Mr Day’s statements in the Expert Conferencing Statement;   

(c) Counsel for the Council questioning, if any, of Dr Chiles on these matters; 

(d) Mr Lawry questioning, if any, of Professor Clark, about these matters; 

(e) Cross-examination according to the following sequence (with current time 

allowances that, in some cases, appear over-generous): 

CIAL Chiles followed by Clarke 70 mins 

Air NZ Day, followed by Chiles, followed by Clarke 50 mins 

Lawry Chiles, followed by Day 45 mins 

Campbell Day 10 mins 

CCC Clarke, followed by Day 30 mins 
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(f) Panel questioning;  

(g) Any re-examination by counsel (and Messrs Lawry and Campbell) of the witness 

they have called. 

[6] These proposals are a modification of standard “hot-tubbing”, but are for the purposes of 

keeping to the intentions of the Minute and ensuring proper order between “friend or foe” 

questioning.  On that matter, I observe that Air NZ should be mindful that “cross-examination” 

of Mr Day should be according to that understanding.  I would encourage counsel whose 

allocations appear over-generous to reflect on this and inform the Secretariat of any 

adjustments.  I would also invite those who have any comments or suggestions on the above to 

file memoranda.  Subject to that, I will confirm arrangements at the commencement of the 

resumed hearing. 

 

 

 

 

 

Environment Judge John Hassan 

Hearing Chair 


