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Statement of Evidence of W. J. Barclay 

 

INTRODUCTION 

1. My name is William John Barclay. I hold the degrees of Bachelor of 

Engineering (Civil) and Bachelor of Town Planning, and have completed 

undergraduate and postgraduate papers in traffic engineering at the University 

of Auckland. I hold a Transit New Zealand / LTSA Road Safety Engineering 

Certificate (1998). I am a Chartered Professional Engineer and a member of 

Engineering New Zealand (formerly the Institution of Professional Engineers 

New Zealand) and of the New Zealand Planning Institute. 

2. I have 40 years experience in roading, traffic and general civil engineering, and 

since 1996 have practised on my own account under the name Barclay Traffic 

Planning. My practice is now involved in a range of public and private projects 

generally in the lower North Island and upper South Island. 

3. I have been provided with a copy of the Code of Conduct for Expert Witnesses 

in the Environment Court Consolidated Practice Note 2006. I have read and 

agree to comply with that Code. Except where I state that I am relying on the 

specified evidence of another person, my evidence in this statement is within 

my area of expertise. I have not omitted to consider material facts known to me 

that might alter or detract from the opinions, which I express. 

4. Mr Clinton Brown has asked me to review traffic aspects of the proposal to 

subdivide his property at 443 Makino Road, Manawatu. My assessment forms 

part of the application prepared by Pirie Consultants Limited. 

5. I have visited the site and am familiar with its surroundings. 

SCOPE OF EVIDENCE 

6. My evidence will address the following matters raised by Council reports, 

including the assessment review provided by Mr Glenn Connelly. 

• Widening of curves 

• Character of driveway 

• Design speeds 

• Traffic generation 

• Conclusion 

WIDENING OF CURVES 

7. The review recommends widening of the access privateway at curves to 

compensate for the wider vehicle paths. While I see it as a matter to be addressed 
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in the final design stage of the project, the driveway is already to be 6.0 metres 

wide, and for the alignment proposed I would not expect additional widening to 

be needed. 

CHARACTER OF DRIVEWAY 

8. Mr Connelly suggests that the access connection is treated as an intersection 

rather than as a driveway. 

9. While usage of the driveway may ultimately be at a level where intersection 

status could be considered, in the absence of it being vested as road the character 

of the driveway and connection may not be consistent with that of the present 

road environment. If it were to be an intersection I believe it more important for 

the driveway to be consistent in character with other driveways in the vicinity, 

than the question of whether or not it should be detailed as an intersection. 

DESIGN SPEEDS 

10. The review estimates a typical operating speed for Makino Road being in the range 80 

to 84 km/h. It is noted that visibility, delineation and lighting are good. 

11. This confirms my view that safety characteristics are good. Within the subdivision I 

would not expect problems with the internal roading. 

12. The review suggests the Council considers a reduced speed limit, however it is often 

found that drivers behave according to the road environment rather than the posted 

limit. If a reduced limit were to be considered, in the interests of consistency it would 

need to apply to many other rural roads as well. 

TRAFFIC GENERATION 

13. I note the calculations estimating traffic generation to be in the range 136 to 162 

vehicles per day. This is consistent with my own estimate and emphasises the point that 

existing and future traffic volumes will be low. 

14. I note the calculations estimating traffic generation to be in the range 136 to 162 

vehicles per day. This is consistent with my own estimate and emphasises the point that 

existing and future traffic volumes will be low. 

CONCLUSION 

15. There is much common ground between myself and Mr Connelly. Differences in style 

and detail aside it seems he is generally supportive of the project. 

I have visited the site and am familiar with its surroundings. 

 

W J Barclay 

23 January 2020 
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