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INTRODUCTION 

1. My full name is Lisa Marie Williams. I am a senior transport engineer and planner 

employed by Novo Group Limited, a Christchurch based resource management and 

traffic engineering consulting company. I hold the qualifications of a Bachelor of 

Environmental Management from Lincoln University and Master of Engineering 

(Transport) from the University of Canterbury. I have around 20 years of experience as 

a Transport Engineer and Planner in New Zealand. I am a Transportation Group member 

of Engineering New Zealand. 

2. My specific experience relevant to this evidence includes processing and preparing traffic 

assessments under the Resource Management Act 1991, for notified and non-notified 

applications on a range of land-use activities. This specifically includes a variety of land 

use consents, plan changes, subdivision applications, and Outline Plans in the 

Canterbury Area. 

Code of Conduct 

3. Although this is a Council hearing, I have read the Code of Conduct for Expert Witnesses 

(contained in the Environment Court Practice Note 2023) and I agree to comply with it.  

Except where I state that I rely on the evidence of another person, I confirm that the 

issues addressed in this statement of evidence are within my area of expertise, and I 

have not omitted to consider material facts known to me that might alter or detract from 

my expressed opinions. My qualifications as an expert are set out above. 

4. In preparing my evidence, I have reviewed:  

(a) The submissions and further submissions. 

(b) The relevant provisions of the District Plan.  

(c) The s.42A report prepared by the Council officers and specifically Appendix 3 

“Roading Memo” prepared by Mr Chamberlain. 

Scope of Evidence 

5. I have been asked to present transport engineering evidence on proposed Plan Change 

7 which seeks to rezone 16.32ha of land located on the corner of Farm Road and 

Racecourse Road, from Residential D to Residential C. 

6. I prepared the Integrated Transport Assessment (ITA) lodged with the application as well 

as the Transport Further Information Response dated 15 July 2024. Other than as 
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discussed in this evidence, I am not aware of any changes to the proposal or road 

environment that would alter the conclusions of those assessments. 

TRANSPORT SUMMARY 

7. The Plan Change application included an Outline Development Plan (ODP) which 

showed three locations for new road intersections, two with Farm Road and one with 

Racecourse Road. The intersections are positioned to achieve safe intersection sight 

distances and appropriate separation between intersections, providing for the safe and 

efficient operation of the existing and proposed road network.  

8. The ODP also shows internal roads to demonstrate that a well connected road layout 

can be provided, along with additional walking and cycling connections through green 

spaces. 

9. Following review of the submissions, the ODP has been revised, to provide for an 

additional future road connection to the Residential D Zone west of the site. The revised 

ODP is attached to Mr Harford’s evidence and I consider the location shown is 

appropriate. 

10. A detailed assessment of transport related effects on the road network was included in 

the ITA and Transport Further Information Response which concluded that that any 

transport related effects are acceptable. It also outlined that the site is well located and 

has good connectivity to local destinations for future residents including for walking and 

cycling (or other micro mobility devices).  

11. For completeness, a further search of the Crash Analysis System1 (CAS) has been 

undertaken to identify reported crashes2 over the two year period since the ITA was 

written. This identified two minor injury crashes and one non-injury crash, and the crash 

summary for these is included as Attachment 1. It is noted that two of these were loss of 

control crashes, in different locations, one due to driver illness and the other where 

driver’s inexperience, and loose debris on the road, appear to have contributed. The third 

crash was on Farm Road south-west of the site, where a driver reversed into another 

parked vehicle whilst attempting to leave in hurry / emergency. These do not change the 

conclusions of the ITA and the reduction in speed and increased driver awareness that 

results from developing a more urban transport environment may help to reduce the 

occurrence of loss of control crashes. 

 
1 Operated by Waka Kotahi / New Zealand Transport Agency. 
2 Including entries at the search date of 25/11/2025. 
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12. As also outlined in the ITA, I consider the zonings and transport network proposed to be 

generally consistent with the transport related objectives and policies of the District Plan.  

13. Overall, the conclusion remains that the ODP and zoning sought are appropriate from a 

Transport Perspective.  

RESPONSE TO OFFICERS REPORT 

14. There is broad agreement between myself and the Council officers’ on the transport 

effects. The only transport related recommendation from the officer’s report3 was for an 

additional road connection to the Residential D zone, west of the site. The revised ODP 

attached to Mr. Harford’s evidence includes provision for that road connection. I support 

the location shown and note that it would provide a local road for connectivity between 

the site and future residential development on that site. 

15. It is noted that provision for a potential road connection to the north is included in the 

ODP although Council have indicated they may not want / need a road connection in that 

location4. I consider a road connection to the north is not critical but could be beneficial 

to provide flexibility for future connectivity. My reasoning is that whilst the adjoining sites 

(273 and 279 Racecourse Road) currently have a rural zoning, in the longer term5, further 

residential re-zoning could occur and if no provision is made for future connections then 

residential development on the site would likely preclude this being achieved at a later 

date. It is therefore considered good practice to provide opportunities for connectivity in 

the longer term, even when the current zoning is rural.  

16. As a related matter, I understand from others that a reserve is likely to be required in this 

location for stormwater and as such the revised ODP indicates flexibility for either a 

stormwater reserve, potentially with walking / cycling connections, or for a slightly wider 

reserve to provide for a future road connection. A decision on whether to provide for a 

future road connection can then be made at subdivision stage. 

17. The Plan Change application included indicative road cross sections to demonstrate that 

appropriate urban transport infrastructure can be provided. I note that Mr. Chamberlain’s 

advice6 suggests that Council would prefer 5.5m road width from centreline to kerb-edge 

adjacent the site on Racecourse Road and Farm Road, as well as removal of the swales 

 
3 Refer to Paragraph 87 of the s.42A Report. 
4 Refer to Paragraph 89 of the s.42A Report. 
5 Intended to mean a period beyond the 10 year duration of the Operative Plan. 
6 Refer to the “Roading Memo” in Attachment 3 to the s.42A report. 
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on Farm Road. Whilst those upgrades and cross sections7 would be formally agreed at 

subdivision stage, for the avoidance of doubt I note: 

A. Racecourse Road: this would add 1.5m sealed width compared to that shown on 

the cross sections. It could mean undergrounding or shifting some of the power 

poles, or positioning the footpath west of the power poles (with the poles in the 

grass berm). Either way there is ample space to achieve this at subdivision stage. 

B. Farm Road: This would add 0.5m road width compared to what was shown on 

the cross sections however this is readily achievable with the removal of the 

swales8. 

18. Noting the above, I am confident that appropriate road frontage upgrades will be able to 

be achieved at detailed design stage, for both Farm Road and Racecourse Road. 

19. The other transport related discussions were in response to submissions and are 

therefore addressed in the following sections. 

SUBMISSIONS  

20. I have read the submissions9 and the responses below address the transport related 

aspects of those submissions. I generally agree with the responses to those submissions 

provided in the officers’ report. 

21. In respect of the submission by DG & CM Williamson Settlement Trust10 which sought 

provision for a future road to connect to the Residential D zone along the ODP western 

boundary (to the land knowns as 30 Methven Highway11). Provision for a future road 

connection in this location has been included on the revised ODP attached to Mr 

Harford’s evidence. As discussed above, I support this inclusion and consider the 

location shown both meets the request of the submitter and is appropriate in terms of the 

future road layout and function. 

22. The submission by G & R Tait12 included concerns related to construction traffic and 

particularly potential for construction site access via the proposed intersection with Farm 

Road, near their property (102 Farm Road). This has been responded to in detail in 

paragraphs 53-63 of the officers’ report and I agree with those responses, and the ability 

to use subdivision conditions to manage construction traffic effects and mechanisms to 

 
7 Refer to the cross sections in Appendix 1 of the ITA. 
8 Or with changes to the design of the swales if the Stormwater solutions require swales. 
9 There were no further submissions. 
10 Submission #3. 
11 LOT 1 DP 320165 
12 Submission #1 
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ensure remediation of any damage to berms or other infrastructure. Those options are 

available to Council through the subdivision process and are common practice. 

Specifically for traffic, a construction management plan needs to consider access 

arrangements for trucks / construction machinery and any temporary traffic management 

needed. In this instance there are two road intersections proposed to Farm Road and 

one to Racecourse Road and which one(s) are best for construction traffic can be 

considered and agreed through the subdivision process. I agree with the Council officers 

that there is nothing about this location that requires consideration above what would 

normally be covered by the construction related considerations of the subdivision 

consent. 

CONCLUSION 

23. In summary, Plan Change 7 seeks to change the zoning of the site from Residential D 

to Residential C which allows for greater residential density.  A detailed assessment of 

effects has been undertaken in the ITA and Transport Further Information Response 

which concluded that that any transport related effects are acceptable. 

24. In addition, the revised ODP includes provision for a future road connection to the west 

to address the submissions and officers report recommendations.  

25. Overall, I consider that the proposed plan change, including the additional road 

connection to the west indicated on the revised ODP, are appropriate from a Transport 

Perspective. 

 

Lisa Williams 

1 December 2025 
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ATTACHMENT 1: NZTA CAS Crash Report (recorded crashes since 2023).
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