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  Statutes of New Zealand  

        High Court Rules    

Schedule 4 

Code of conduct for expert witnesses   

r 9.43  

Duty to the court  

1 An expert witness has an overriding duty to assist the court impartially on relevant matters 
within the expert's area of expertise.  

2 An expert witness is not an advocate for the party who engages the witness.  

Evidence of expert witness  

3 In any evidence given by an expert witness, the expert witness must—  

 (a) acknowledge that the expert witness has read this code of conduct and agrees to 
comply with it:  

 (b) state the expert witness' qualifications as an expert:  

 (c) state the issues the evidence of the expert witness addresses and that the evidence 
is within the expert's area of expertise:  

 (d) state the facts and assumptions on which the opinions of the expert witness are 
based:  

 (e) state the reasons for the opinions given by the expert witness:  

 (f) specify any literature or other material used or relied on in support of the opinions 
expressed by the expert witness:  

 (g) describe any examinations, tests, or other investigations on which the expert witness 
has relied and identify, and give details of the qualifications of, any person who 
carried them out.  

4 If an expert witness believes that his or her evidence or any part of it may be incomplete or 
inaccurate without some qualification, that qualification must be stated in his or her 
evidence.  

5 If an expert witness believes that his or her opinion is not a concluded opinion because of 
insufficient research or data or for any other reason, this must be stated in his or her 
evidence.  

Duty to confer  

6 An expert witness must comply with any direction of the court to—  

 (a) confer with another expert witness:  

 (b) try to reach agreement with the other expert witness on matters within the field of 
expertise of the expert witnesses:  
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 (c) prepare and sign a joint witness statement stating the matters on which the expert 
witnesses agree and the matters on which they do not agree, including the reasons 
for their disagreement.  

[7 In conferring with another expert witness, the expert witness must exercise independent 
and professional judgment, and must not act on the instructions or directions of any person 
to withhold or avoid agreement.]  

  History Note - Statutes of New Zealand  

Clause 7 was substituted, as from 1 December 2009, by r 10 High Court Amendment Rules (No 
2) 2009 (SR 2009/334).  

  

  History Note - Statutes of New Zealand  

The High Court Rules were substituted, as from 1 February 2009, by s 8(1) Judicature (High 
Court Rules) Amendment Act 2008 (2008 No 90). See s 9 of that Act for the transitional 
provisions.  
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]
Sent: Monday, 6 August 2012 9:14 a.m.
To: Sara Jamieson; Marcus Elliot

-----Original Message-----
From: Derek Bradley [mailto:derek@compusoftengineering.com]
Sent: Tuesday, 31 July 2012 4:43 p.m.
To: Ashley Smith (StructureSmith)
Subject: Fw: CTV Frame actions

-----Original Message-----
From: Derek Bradley
Sent: Wednesday, May 23, 2012 11:07 AM
To: 
Subject: Re: CTV Frame actions

Murray,

Attached are the frame actions that I sent you yesterday. I have also included the actions if a fixed
base model was considered instead i.e. no soil springs.

If you have any queries, give me a call.

Regards,
Derek

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Tuesday, May 22, 2012 6:13 PM
To: Derek Bradley
Subject: Re: CTV Frame actions

thanks Derek
Kind Regards
Murray Jacobs
---- Derek Bradley <derek@compusoftengineering.com> wrote:
> Murray,
>
> Please find attached the frame actions for the GL 2 and GL F frames. 
> I have imposed the displacements from the 3-D ETABS analysis (that
> does not have frame action incorporated) onto a 2-D frame as per the
> 1984 code requirements.  The displacements are the worst case for the
> various 0.1B models, and are elastic displacements.  The results can
> be linearly scaled to get the various proportions of elastic actions
> required for the 1982 concrete code.
>
> Note that the results assume Igross on all columns and have spring
> supports.  I will have a look at a fixed base model to get a feel for
> the difference in actions.
>
> If you need anything else let me know.
>
> Cheers,
> Derek
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The following is the frame F actions for the imposed displacements determined for the the model 

that has springs at the base, does not have any frame contribution, and includes 0.1B eccentricity 

effects.  The imposed elastic displacements are; 

Level 6 ‐ 176.84mm 

Level 5 ‐ 138.43mm 

Level 4 ‐ 99.93mm 

Level 3 ‐ 63.01mm 

Level 2 ‐ 29.64mm 

Results are for elastic actions (Mp = 0.8, R = 1, S = 5) and Igross for the columns 

Note that these are just the componet of displacement for the N/S direction  ‐ due to torsional 

effects there will be a concurrent component in the E/W direction however it is not possible to tell 

what this from a response spectrum analysis. 
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Below are the G+Qu DL moments for GL F. 
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Wall on GL C N/S displ  

Level 6 ‐ 160.1mm 

Level 5 ‐ 125.6mm 

Level 4 ‐ 91.3mm 

Level 3 ‐ 58.3mm 

Level 2 ‐ 27.9mm 

Wall on GL D/E N/S displ 

Level 6 ‐ 163.1mm 

Level 5 ‐ 127.9mm 

Level 4 ‐ 92.8mm 

Level 3 ‐ 58.9mm 

Level 2 ‐ 28.0mm 
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The following is for the case where the model has a fixed base i.e. no springs. The imposed elastic 

displacements are; 

Level 6 ‐ 101.81mm 

Level 5 ‐ 77.23mm 

Level 4 ‐ 52.77mm 

Level 3 ‐ 30.15mm 

Level 2 ‐ 11.47mm 
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The following is the frame 2 actions for the imposed displacements determined for the the model 

that has springs at the base, does not have any frame contribution, and includes 0.1B eccentricity 

effects.  The imposed elastic displacements are; 

Level 6 ‐ 144.56mm 

Level 5 ‐ 109.64mm 

Level 4 ‐ 75.43mm 

Level 3 ‐ 44.05mm 

Level 2 ‐ 18.18mm 

Results are for elastic actions (Mp = 0.8, R = 1, S = 5) and Igross for the columns 

Note that these are just the componet of displacement for the E/W direction  ‐ due to torsional 

effects there will be a concurrent component in the N/S direction however it is not possible to tell 

what this from a response spectrum analysis. 
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Below are the G+Qu DL moments for GL 2. 
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Wall on GL 1 E/W displ  

Level 6 ‐ 194.7mm 

Level 5 ‐ 147.6mm 

Level 4 ‐ 101.4mm 

Level 3 ‐ 59.1mm 

Level 2 ‐ 24.3mm 

Wall on GL 5 E/W displ 

Level 6 ‐ 34.4mm 

Level 5 ‐ 27.3mm 

Level 4 ‐ 20.2mm 

Level 3 ‐ 13.3mm 

Level 2 ‐ 6.7mm 
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The following is for the case where the structure has a fixed base i.e. no springs.  The imposed elastic 

displacements are; 

Level 6 ‐ 137.96mm 

Level 5 ‐ 102.40mm 

Level 4 ‐ 67.67mm 

Level 3 ‐ 36.60mm 

Level 2 ‐ 12.75mm 
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