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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 My full name is Michael Turner Hall.   

1.2 My qualifications and experience are set out in my Evidence in Chief dated 

18 March 2025.  I repeat the confirmation in my Evidence in Chief that I have 

read and agree to comply with the Code of Conduct for Expert Witnesses.   

1.3 This statement is a rebuttal statement to the transport matters raised in 

evidence by submitters specifically NZTA and Ray Talbot.  It also covers 

additional discussion with Waipa District Council in relation to the 

conditions for the proposed quarry.   

2. RAY TALBOT 

2.1 The statement provided by Ray Talbot includes information that we had 

discussed prior to when I prepared my Evidence in Chief.  There is no new 

information included in his evidence.  My Evidence in Chief covers the 

matters raised by Mr Talbot.   

3. NZTA 

3.1 The statement of evidence prepared by Luke Braithwaite on behalf of 

NZTA covers off the various transportation discussed between myself and 

NZTA.   

3.2 Section 15 of Mr Braithwaite’s evidence includes additional commentary on 

why NZTA do not support the inclusion of north facing ramps at the Tirau 

Road interchange.  I agree with the comments provided.   

4. WAIPA DISTRICT COUNCIL 

4.1 At the time of preparing my Evidence in Chief, Waipa District Council had 

not yet completed draft conditions for the proposed quarry. I have 

reviewed the conditions and undertaken additional discussions with Mr 

Inder acting on behalf of Waipa District.  The set of conditions included 
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within the Evidence in Chief prepared by Mr McDean have subsequently 

been updated to reflect these discussions.  Specifically, there are three 

areas of change: these relate to pavement surfacing upgrades, inclusion of 

a central island on Tirau Road between Newcombe Road and Lockley Road, 

and monitoring of road safety within the Cambridge urban area.   

4.2 In terms of upgrades to road surfacing, it is agreed that the surfacing 

outside the access to the site, on the Newcombe Road / Tirau Road 

intersection and on Newcombe Road for 65m from Tirau Road shall be 

upgraded prior to the quarry commencing operations.  This is included as 

part of proposed condition #24.  

4.3 Mr Inder has suggested including a raised island with the painted median 

on Tirau Road between Newcombe Road and Lockley Road.  This is to 

mitigate the risk of a vehicle following a truck that may be slowing to turn 

left into Newcombe Road and overtaking within the and potentially hitting 

a vehicle that may turning right out of Newcombe Road.  The yellow area 

on Figure 1 below illustrates the approximate location of this raised island 

which is included in condition #27. 

 

Figure 1: Raised Island shown by yellow area 
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4.4 In relation to additional trucks passing through the urban area of 

Cambridge, Mr Inder has noted that while eight trucks per hour may not 

have a significant effect, the calculations are based on market estimates 

and that it is possible that the actual traffic volumes may be higher than 

the market estimates.  Therefore conditions #34-37 have been proposed to 

monitor whether trucks are having an adverse effect on pedestrians or 

cyclists within the urban area.  If an adverse effect is identified, then 

additional safety measures would be recommended to be implemented to 

mitigate this effect.   

5. CONCLUSION 

5.1 Based on the above, the proposed conditions have been agreed with both 

NZTA and Waipa District as the nearby road controlling authorities.  It is my 

opinion that these conditions sufficiently mitigate the transportation 

effects of the proposal   

 

Michael Hall 

31 March 2025 

 


