0C230233

5 April 2023

Téna koe

| refer to your email dated 20 March 2023 requesting the following briefings under the Official
Information Act 1982 (the Act):

“Wood OC230021 8/02/2023 Declaration of a major maritime event — SailGP

Wood OC230044 8/02/2023 Quarter 2 Output Plan Report

Wood OC230085 10/02/2023 Meeting with Disabled Persons Assembly NZ on transport
issues

Wood Woods OC230088 2223-2556 10/02/2023 Meeting with Danusia Wypych, Damon
Birchfield, present and former CEOs of ChargeNet, on EV Charging infrastructure

Wood OC230048 14/02/2023 Official Information Act request from [Name withheld] for
information relating to Wellington having a salvage tug

Wood Nash OC221027 BR/23/14 15/02/2023 Advice on next steps following Police
procurement process for oral fluid testing devices

Wood OC230049 15/02/2023 2023 March Baseline Update for Vote Transport

Wood OC230050 15/02/2023 Vote Transport Contingent Assets and Liabilities sign off as at
31 December 2022

Wood OC230111 16/02/2023 Visit to Wellington International Airport
Wood cc: Allan OC230091 17/02/2023 Budget 2023 Bilateral Meeting Advice

Wood OC230102 17/02/2023 Sustainable Biofuels Obligation - Impact of decision to
discontinue

Wood OC230108 21/02/2023 New Zealand Freight and Supply Chain Strategy Draft”

Of the 12 briefings you requested:
¢ nine are released with some information withheld or refused
e three are withheld in full.

Certain information is withheld under the following sections of the Act:

6(a) as release would be likely to prejudice the security or defence of New
Zealand or the international relations of the New Zealand Government
9(2)(a) to protect the privacy of natural persons
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9(2)(b)(ii) to protect information where the making available of the information would
be likely unreasonably to prejudice the commercial position of the person
who supplied or who is the subject of the information

9(2)(f)(iv) to maintain the constitutional conventions for the time being which protect
the confidentiality of advice tendered by Ministers of the Crown and officials
9(2)(g9)(i) to maintain the effective conduct of public affairs through the free and frank

expression of opinions by or between or to Ministers of the Crown or
members of an organisation or officers and employees of any public service
agency or organisation in the course of their duty

9(2)(h) to maintain legal professional privilege

18(d) the information requested is or will soon be publicly available

The above information is summarised in the document schedule at Annex 1.

With regard to the information that has been withheld under section 9 of the Act, | am satisfied that
the reasons for withholding the information at this time are not outweighed by public interest
considerations that would make it desirable to make the information available.

You have the right to seek an investigation and review of this response by the Ombudsman, in
accordance with section 28(3) of the Act. The relevant details can be found on the Ombudsman’s

website www.ombudsman.parliament.nz

The Ministry publishes our Official Information Act responses and the information contained in our
reply to you may be published on the Ministry website. Before publishing we will remove any
personal or identifiable information.

Naku noa, na

N — S

Hilary Penman
Manager Ministerial Services
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Annex 1 - Document Schedule

Doc # Reference Document Decision on release
1 0C230021 Declaration of a Major Maritime Released with some information withheld
Event — SailGP under Section 9(2)(a).
2 0C230044 Quarter 2 Output Plan Report Released with some information withheld
under Sections 9(2)(a) and 9(2)(f)(iv).
3 0C230085 Meeting with Disabled Persons Released with some information withheld
Assembly NZ on Transport Issues | under Section 9(2)(a).
4 0C230088 Meeting with Danusia Wypych, Released with some information withheld
2223-2556 Damon Birchfield, Present and under Sections 9(2)(a) and 9(2)(f)(iv).
Former CEOs of ChargeNet, on
EV Charging Infrastructure
5 0C230048 OIA Briefing: Information Relating | Released with some information withheld
to Salvage Tug under Sections 9(2)(a) and 9(2)(b)(ii).
One of the annexes is refused under Section
18(d) and is available from page 47 of this link:
https://www.transport.govt.nz/assets/Uploads/
TwelveBriefingsfromOctober2022PartOneofTw
o.pdf
6 0C221027 Advice on Next Steps Following Withheld in full under Section 9(2)(f)(iv).
BR/23/14 Police Procurement Process for
Oral Fluid Testing Devices
7 0C230049 2023 March Baseline Update for Released with some information withheld
Vote Transport under Section 9(2)(a).
8 0OC230050 Vote Transport Contingent Assets | Released with some information withheld
and Liabilities Sign Off as at 31 under Section 9(2)(a).
December 2022
9 0C230111 Visit to Wellington Airport Released with some information withheld
under Sections 6(a), 9(2)(a) and 9(2)(f)(iv).
10 0OC230091 Budget 2023 Bilateral Meeting Withheld in full under Section 9(2)(f)(iv).
Advice
11 0C230102 Sustainable Biofuels Obligation - Released with some information withheld
Impact of Decision to Discontinue | under Sections 9(2)(a), 9(2)(f)(iv), 9(2)(g)(i)
and 9(2)(h).
12 0C230108 New Zealand Freight and Supply Withheld in full under Section 9(2)(f)(iv).
Chain Strategy Draft
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Document 1
13 February 2023 0C230021
Hon Kiritapu Allan Action required by:
Associate Minister of Transport Wednesday, 15 February 2023

DECLARATION OF A MAJOR MARITIME EVENT - SAILGP

Purpose

To sign the attached notice declaring the SailGP in Lyttelton Harbour/\Whakaraupd as a major
maritime event. We request your signature by 15 February 2023 to, allow fead-in time to the
event setup commencing on 13 March 2023.

Key points

o The Environment Canterbury Regional&€ouncil (ECan) has requested that you declare
the New Zealand leg of the SailGP in, Lyttelton{Harbour/Whakaraupd to be a major
maritime event. The SailGP is an‘international sailing competition, with each event
made up of multiple races.

o Declaring a major maritime™ event triggers’ special enforcement powers under the
Maritime Transport Act1994 (the Act){which will allow enforcement officers to properly
control and manage the.event by maintaining public order within the designated area.

o On Wednesday 7 ,Décember 2022, former Associate Minister Hon Kieran McAnulty
published motice of his intention to declare a major maritime event, as required by the
Act.

o Seventeen submissiens have been received in response to the notice (attached with

our responses).‘Sixteen of these submissions objected to the race being held because
it may impact on the breeding season of Hector’s dolphins.

o Thesimpact on Hector’s dolphins is outside of the scope of what the Act provides for,
as.it'does not relate to public order or the safety of people and vessels. Race organisers
have developed a Marine Mammal Management Plan in partnership with
representatives from the Department of Conservation (DOC), ECan, the University of
Otago, Christchurch City Council, Live Ocean, Lyttelton Port Company and Black Cat
Cruises. We consider this is the appropriate way of ensuring the protection of Hector’s
dolphins.

o We recommend you now make the declaration by signing the attached New Zealand
Gazette notice (the Notice).
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B The Notice contains the information required by section 200A(2) of the Act. We believe
that you can be satisfied as to the matters set out in section 200A(3) of the Act, which
are prerequisites to you giving notice.

Recommendations
We recommend you:

Yes / No
1 sign the attached notice declaring the New Zealand leg of the SailGP in Lyttelton

Harbour/Whakaraupd to be a major maritime event

Yes/No
2 note that, if you agree to recommendation 1, we will arrange publication of the (]/
notice in the New Zealand Gazette

% Yes/No
3 note that the Ministry of Transport will provide responses toQ\ |5$|or§Q

have been received on the proposed declaration.

Brendan Booth % AIIan
Chief Legal Adviser % e Minister of Transport

13,0223 0 ...........
Minister’s office to complete: Eroved ; O Declined

Se inister [0 Not seen by Minister

‘ ken by events
Comments @ %

Contacts

Telephone
5 9(2)(a)

First contact
Phoebe Moir, Legal &

Roger Brown, SR cia Adv:ser — Regulatory Policy
Brendan B C\nef Legal Adviser

o“‘
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DECLARATION OF A MAJOR MARITIME EVENT - SAILGP

The SailGP

Event information

1

The SailGP is an international sailing competition, with each event made up of multiple
races.

The SailGP (the Event) will be held on Lyttelton Harbour in waters adjacent to Lyttelton
Port’s Cashin Quay and cruise ship berth — with practice and racing from Monday
13 March 2023 to Sunday 19 March 2023, comprising:

2.1 Set up and informal practice days: Monday 13 Marchthrough to Wedh\esday
15 March 2023;

2.2 Practice days on the official racecourse: Thursday 16 March and Friday
17 March 2023; and

2.3 Race days: Saturday 18 March and Sunday 19 March 2023:

Race activity on the harbour will generallyde active from 2000 to 2100 hours (subject
to changes determined on a daily basis by the Harbourmaster’s Office). The specific
hours of operation will be announced daily by publictbreadcasting, on the event website
and by marine communication channels

The catamarans will also be ah the water if\,the harbour during the week leading up to
the Event. However, they will be\spreadweut,over the whole harbour with no dedicated
racecourse set up — normahMmafitime/rules,and bylaw regulations will apply during this
time and no special maritime powers'are required.

The operating company for the Event is F50 League NZ Ltd, a company incorporated
in New Zealand.

Environment Canterbury has requested you declare a major maritime event

6

The Environment., Canterbury Regional Council Regional Harbourmaster (the
Harbourmaster) Was requested a declaration that the event is a major maritime event
under section 200A of the Maritime Transport Act 1994 (the Act).

On 18 November 2022, former Associate Minister Hon Kieran McAnulty agreed to
publish notice of intention to declare the event as a major maritime event in the New
Zealand Gazette (the Gazette; OC221011 refers). The publication of the notice of
intention is a requirement under section 200A of the Act.

Subsequently, a notice of the intention was published in the Gazette on Wednesday
7 December 2022. A copy of the notice was also published in the local Christchurch
newspaper The Press.

UNCLASSIFIED
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Submissions on notice of intention to declare a major maritime event

9 Following publication of the former Associate Minister’s intention to declare a major
maritime event, there was a 16-day period for public consultation, which ended at 5pm
on 23 December 2022. Seventeen submissions were received (attached). A summary
of the submissions is provided below for your reference. No submissions received
raised concerns about the specific conditions contained in the proposed Notice.

Submission from §9(2)@)

10 s 9(2)(a) made a submission on behalf of the Resource Management Group Ltd
requesting a map of the race. We referred them to the map attached to the Notice,

Submissions regarding Hector’s dolphins

11 Sixteen submissions were received objecting to the race beig seld because of its
potential impact on Hector’s dolphins. These submissions‘came fromgo@)@
N ~ N\
A \ )
on béhalf-ef ProjéctyJonah, 59(2)(@)
on behalf of Maui and/Hector’s<Dolphin Defenders Inc, and
s 9(2)(a)

12 Twelve of the 16 submissions were very-brief, andsexpressed general concerns about
races being held within a Marine Mammal Sanetuary sthe timing of the race coinciding
with the breeding season and dolphinssbeinggvulnerable to boat strike.

13 Eleven submissions asked/that'the racesbe, cancelled or moved to a different time of
year or location.

14 One submission proposed that ‘changes be made to the conditions of the notice to
protect Hector's@Oolphins.

Substantive submissions’regarding Hector’s dolphins

15 Four of the, 16 submissions explained their concerns more thoroughly, as outlined
below.

15.1 s9@, ) is a marine ecologist specialising in Hector's
dolphins. s92)(@) requested that we:

e reconsider the conditions of the SailGP to provide for the protection of
Hector’s dolphins;

e move the race to a date later in the year; and
e put some of the money gained from the race towards conservation.

15.2 59(2)(@) is a marine biologist and 5 9(2)(a) at the University
of Otago. §9(2)(@) requested that we:

e provide detailed information to the public on the yacht race, with open and
transparent public consultation; and

UNCLASSIFIED
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e Conduct public consultation on moving the yacht race to a different time and

location.
15.3 59@2)@) made a submission on behalf of Project Jonah, a marine mammal
welfare charity. s9(2)(@) asked us questions about:

¢ whether organisers of the event have been provided instruction on legislation
regarding marine mammals;

¢ whether a plan has been received from event organisers which ensures that
all competitors have read and understood the applicable legislation; and

e whether a Marine Mammal Impact Assessment or similar has been carried
out by the event organiser which provides for marine mammal observers and
other mitigations.

15.4 s92)(@ made a submission on behalf of Mauivand Mector's Dolphin
Defenders Inc, an incorporated society. s92)@ ¢ asked that-we consider giving
additional powers and enforcement responsibility to DOC,, the Harbourmaster
and others to further protect the dolphins.

Our response to matters raised in the subprissions

Moving the date of the race

16

17

18

We consider that the proposal to movesthe date of the race is outside the scope of your
powers and purpose of the Natice.

In issuing the Notice, youwould be allowing additional navigational powers to be made
available for the duration“of/the raee, father than allowing the race to happen.

The power to mioye the race datés is held by ECan and the race organisers. By
extension, conducting furthenconsultation about moving the time or location of the race
would also’be outSide yaurpowers.

Reconsidering, the-conditions of the notice

19

20

21

We considerthat,it would not be necessary or appropriate to include conditions for the
protection of Hector’s dolphins in the Notice.

Thespurpose of the Notice is to enhance navigational safety, and as such we consider
that'the matters raised by submitters are more appropriate to be addressed by DOC as
administrators of the Marine Mammals Management Regime.*

Race organisers have also developed a Marine Mammal Management Plan in
partnership with representatives from DOC, ECan, the University of Otago,
Christchurch City Council, Live Ocean, Lyttelton Port Company and Black Cat Cruises.
This plan is summarised on their website and includes mitigations such as on-land
surveys, passive and active acoustic monitoring, aerial surveys, marine mammal

1 This regime includes the Marine Mammals Protection Act 1978 and the Marine Mammals Protection
Requlations 1992.
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sighting apps, and potentially underwater acoustic deterrent devices. The plan was
made available to the public on 22 December 2022.

DOC considers the plan is robust and has been involved in providing technical and
operational advice to the working group which developed the plan since March 2021.
DOC acknowledged that all parties involved have worked hard to consider and mitigate
the effects on Hector’s dolphins and other marine mammals.

DOC has further advised that under the Marine Mammals Protection Act and Marine
Mammals Protection Regulations, it is illegal to harm, harass, injure or kill marine
mammals. All vessels involved in the SailGP, including any support boats or spectators,
are expected to abide by this legislation. DOC has made it clear to race organisers that
DOC'’s role is to advocate for the protection of marine mammals, and to carry” out
compliance functions if any incidents involving protected wildlife were to occur.

Reallocating the proceeds of the race

24

25

Similar to the request to move the date of the race] ‘we tonsider reallocating the
proceeds from the race would be outside your powers and purpose ofithe Notice.

Having said this, we have been advised that(the race has ongoing contributions to
conservation, which include raising awareness of Hectors dolphins, training marine
mammal observers, developing new technology, and&ducation of the boating public in
best practice marine mammal observation-and reperting methods.

Releasing further information

26

27

59(2)(a) has requested that we provide detailed information to the public regarding

the race, including the Marine Mammal)Management Plan.

A redacted Marine Mapumal Management Plan has been made available to the public
on SailGP’s website. Our praposedresponse letter to the submitter suggests that the
request for information be directed to the race organisers, ECan and DOC as authors
of this information.

Draft response Jetters to_submitters for consideration

28

29

30

Based on the-above analysis, we do not consider that it is necessary or appropriate to
make any changes to the Notice based on the submissions that we have received.

In canjunction with DOC, we have prepared a stock response letter that outlines the
purpese and limitations of a major maritime event declaration under the Act and refers
submitters to the obligations that will apply to the SailGP event under the marine
mammal protection legislation which DOC administers.

The Ministry’s draft response letters to the submitters are attached for your reference.
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Declaration of a major maritime event

Statutory requirements

31

32

You can declare a major maritime event by publishing a notice in the Gazette. However,
before doing so you have to be satisfied that the requirements under section 200A(3)
of the Act have been met. These requirements are that:

31.1 the application is reasonable;

31.2 the harbourmaster has provided any necessary information to:
o describe the event and waters to which the declaration applies;
e specify the period for which the declaration applies;

e set out the requirements for the purposes of navigation safety and to enable
the event to be properly managed;

e authorise the Harbourmaster to detefmine. whichi~ships may enter the
designated area and to specify conditions for the, day-to-day management of
the event within the designated areay

e determine whether any otherginformation, should be included to explain the
effect of the notice;

31.3 the application of sectioh 200B is inythefinterests of navigation safety or is an
appropriate way to pfapage” and«eontrel the event (section 200B contains the
special enforcement powérs thatimay be used when a major maritime event is
declared), and

31.4 the harbourmaster hascConsidered the needs of commercial shipping.

Under section®\200A(3)«you also must be satisfied that a notice of your intention to
declare thefevent as a major maritime event has been published in the Gazette and
such daily=newspapers as you consider appropriate. In addition, you have to allow no
less than 10 days for-representations and must consider all representations received
within those-20 days.

Our advice regarding the statutory requirements

33

We'eOnsider that the statutory requirements have been met through the Notice as well
as information provided by the Harbourmaster that a notice under section 200A of the
Act'is in the interests of maritime safety:

33.1 The area covered by the application will be extremely busy during the event and
there will be an increased risk of collision amongst both recreational and
commercial vessels.

33.2 ltis also vital that the racecourse is kept clear of other vessels so as to be able
to conduct the racing in a safe and timely manner. The setting out of buoyed
transit lanes around the course will allow transiting vehicles to navigate outside
the course.

UNCLASSIFIED
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34

35

36

37

38

Risks

39

40

UNCLASSIFIED

33.3 The declaration of a major maritime event would give an increased ability to put
in place safety measures such as speed limits or limiting the types of vessels,
which may navigate in the designated area. These types of measures will help
limit the risks of having so many vessels on the water.

Section 200A(3)(c) requires you to be satisfied that the applicant has considered the
needs of commercial shipping before you make a declaration of a major maritime event.

The Harbourmaster advises that ECan has considered the needs of commercial
shipping:

35.1 When the event was initially announced in early 2021, the Harbourmaster
established a commercial water users’ group which ran for five months until it was
announced that the event was postponed in September 2021.

35.2 The group met monthly at the Lyttelton Port Company (LPC) building in.Lyttelton
and was chaired by the Deputy Harbourmaster.&\The/main o0bjecCtive in
establishing the group was to make sure the commercCial users” of the port and
harbour were consulted and aware of the eventsas,well as enabling the Deputy
Harbourmaster to gather information required.for this*application that best suited
the local water users.

35.3 The group is still meeting but has beenirenamed the ‘On Water Operations
Committee’ and is now organised and chaired by-SailGP itself.

35.4 The Harbourmaster’s Office is in Centact with"LPC. The Event is a fixed item on
the agenda of the regular menthly meeting, between LPC Marine operations,
Maritime New Zealand (MNZ) and the Harbourmaster’s Office.

35.5 Early on in the initial organising, of the Event, LPC committed to, and remains
committed to, stoppingwiarinedperations for the duration of the races. This helps
considerably with mitigationof\navigation safety risks.

In making this agplication, thé Harbourmaster has also consulted with NZ Police, which
is aware of the Event plans,sand will maintain liaison with the Harbourmaster prior to
commencement of the Event. In addition, the Harbourmaster has gained agreement
from the.loeal jwi on the area designated in the application.

The impact on Hecter's dolphins is outside of the scope of what the Act provides for,
as it does notrelate to public order or the safety of people and vessels. As noted above,
we consider that the matters raised by submitters relating to Hector’s dolphins are more
appropriate, to” be addressed by DOC as administrators of the Marine Mammals
Management Regime.

Based on the information provided, we consider that the declaration would be

reasonable and meets the statutory requirements in section 200A the Act.

and impacts

The declaration is being made to support the safe conduct of the event and provides
for controls of a similar nature to those under previous declarations in New Zealand.

However, as with every such declaration, there is a risk that people could perceive
movement restrictions as heavy-handed or a limitation on people’s freedom of
movement.

UNCLASSIFIED
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41 The submissions we have received further indicate that there is a risk that the public
may perceive this declaration as permitting a race which may pose an increased risk
to marine wildlife, even though the notice is not permitting the race nor related to the
protection of marine wildlife.

Consultation

42 We have consulted with MNZ on the Notice attached to this briefing and were advised
that it had no issues concerning the application.

UNCLASSIFIED
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MARITIME TRANSPORT ACT 1994

DECLARATION OF A MAJOR MARITIME EVENT

Pursuant to section 200A(1) of the Maritime Transport Act 1994, and on the application from
the Environment Canterbury Regional Council, | declare the Lyttelton SailGP to be an event
to which section 200B of the Maritime Transport Act 1994 applies for:

e Monday 13 March 2023 to Sunday 19 March 2023 inclusive
Designated area

General designated area

The area of tidal waters inside a line drawn from the Western end of Magazine Bay\to"the
easternmost point of Otamahua / Quail Island; then by a straight linesto'PawaohineketatrHead:;
then by a straight line to the northern headland of Stoddart Point;‘thenby a straight line to the
northernmost point of Ripapa Island; then by a straight line £o,theswestern headland of Te
Pohue / Camp Bay; then by a straight line to the point on_the southern [shore of the harbour
intersected by longitude 1720 48.0’; then northwards along longitude @220+48.0’ until meeting
the northern shore of the harbour in Mechanics Bay;thentin a westerly direction around the
water's edge, including the Lyttelton Inner Harbour, fetufning _baek to the Western end of
Magazine Bay.

Conditions and requirements

Within the designated area defined abeve, the follow,ng-conditions and requirements apply.

1. The racecourse to be used onany given day.will\be publicly announced by 1200 hours on
the day of the race by publiC Proadeasting, on the event website and by marine
communication channels. Buoyed transitdlanes, as may be required, will allow transiting
vessels to navigate outside.the course.

2. On race days, only power drivertvessels may use the transit lanes or restricted areas. No
sails may be hoisted*while in_transit lanes or restricted areas. Vessels must be able to
maintain a proper spéed of 5 knots during transit and must not stop, turn around or anchor
within a trapsitéane.

3. Charts showing the lpeation of the racecourses and transit lanes will be widely promulgated
prior to the event period as part of the event’s overall public education programme.

4. Once a racecourse is designated, the perimeter of the course, and designated areas will
be conspiectiously” marked with buoys and stake boats, as appropriate, by the event
organiser,"F50 League NZ Limited.

5. Oncexthe racecourse is designated and marked, only competing yachts, vessels used by
the raceé committee, umpires, marshals, emergency vessels, Lyttelton Port Company and
vessels accredited by the event organiser and Harbourmaster’s Office may navigate within
the marked perimeter until the Harbourmaster’s Office, or delegate, has announced on
VHF Ch16 that the day’s races have been concluded.
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11.

12

13.
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The Harbourmaster's Office may vary conditions for the day-to-day management and
conduct of activities within the designated areas (as per section 200A(2)(e) of the Maritime
Transport Act 1994) as required for the proper management and conduct of vessels and
activities within the designated areas or for the purposes of maritime safety. This includes
the ability to set speed limits, reduced wake zones and restricted access areas.

Except where expressly authorised by the Harbourmaster's Office, all vessels must be
navigated in accordance with Maritime Rules Part 22: Collision Prevention.

All vessels are to remain in compliance with the Canterbury Regional Council Navigation
Safety Bylaw 2016 and Controls as well as Harbourmaster's Directions.

No vessel over 40m length overall may navigate within the designated area on race days
from one hour before the initial estimated race start time (as estimated at the start-of the
day by the race officials) to when racing has concluded without prior written approvalof the
Harbourmaster’s Office. The Harbourmaster’s Office will closely/coordinate ,commercial
shipping movements with Lyttelton Port Company.

No vessel over 40m length overall may anchor or hold position within thé designated area
during the applicable period without prior written approval of the Harbourmaster’s Office.

The Harbourmaster’s Office may introduce restrictiohs/on.vessels-or ‘classes of vessels
including those operating without motorised prepulsioen during the applicable period.
Notification of these restrictions will be promulgated’on the_day of the race by public
broadcasting, on the event website and by marine communication channels.

. From one hour before the initial estimated ‘race start timew(as estimated at the start of the

day by the race officials) to when racing *has concluded, and if determined by the
Harbourmaster, no vessel may enter intedor exit<front*the Inner Harbour without calling
Harbour Radio on VHF Ch12 and obtaining theirpermission to enter into or exit from the
Inner Harbour. The Harbourmaster's/Officetmay restrict access to the Inner Harbour area
or introduce restrictions on vesselsor classes‘of vessels, including those operating without
motorised propulsion, withinsthe area

The Harbourmaster's QOffice may “order the suspension or abandonment of racing
operations if, in the‘gpinion of theHarbourmaster’s Office or having received advice from
Police, adequate,levels of public,safety cannot be guaranteed or for any other Harbour
emergency/situationsthat may eccur. This power will be exercised in consultation between
the New Zealand/Police, Harbourmaster's Office, the event organiser and Lyttelton Port
Company.

Hours of operation

The declaration wilkapply in all areas from 1000 to 2100 hours (subject to changes determined

on

a dailysbasis by the Harbourmaster's Office). The specific hours of operation will be

announced'by public broadcasting, event website and marine communication channels on a
daily basis.

Means of enforcement

Compliance with the above conditions and requirements will be enforced by appointed
enforcement officers, as defined in section 200B(6) of the Maritime Transport Act 1994:

1.

2.

All constables; and all police employees who are not constables authorised for the purpose
by the Commissioner of Police

All members of the New Zealand Defence Force authorised for the purpose by the Chief
of Defence Force
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3. Harbourmasters employed or engaged by any harbour controlling authority

4. Such other persons as may for the time being be authorised for the purpose by the regional
council within whose region the event or occasion is being held, including the event
marshals, who will be employed or engaged by F50 League NZ Ltd and appointed by
Environment Canterbury Regional Council

5. The event organiser is responsible for the management of the race courses and on-water
spectator areas. It is also responsible for all movement of team boats, media, spectators
and other event related vessels, including to and from the race courses (for competition
and training), the on-water media areas and the on-water spectator areas

6. Under section 200B(5) of the Maritime Transport Act 1994, any person in charge of a ship,
craft or seaplane who contravenes this notice commits an infringement offence and isdiab e
to the relevant penalty prescribed in the Maritime Transport (Infringement kees for
Offences Relating to Major Maritime Events) Regulations 1999.

Application to enforcement officers

Enforcement officers are exempt from the rules or conditiepns contained.in this notice where
necessary to execute their duties, but must at all times navigate in accerdance with Maritime
Rule Part 22: Collision Prevention.

I make this declaration in accordance with the requirementss/Set,out in section 200A(3) of the
Maritime Transport Act 1994,

Dated at this day of 2023.

Hon Kiritapu Allan
Associate Ministér.of Transport
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Appendix 1 — Map of designated area
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Attachment 1 — Submissions (for reference)

Submission from 59@2)@)

8 December 2022.
From: s9)@)
To: sailgp2023@transport.govt.nz

Maritime Event — Lyttleton Harbour — March 2023

Kia ora,

I have received notice Pursuant to section 200A(3)(d) of the Maritime Transport Ac@or
({Fée}_ P

the application from the Environment Canterbury Regional Council yttelt
event in March 2023.

Can you please supply a map outlining the area in question. < ’

= K
0% &\

Resource Management Group Ltd

s 9(2)(a) 0 ?\
W www.rmgroup.co.nz @ 2@



Submission from ss@@

12t December 2022.

Fromse@@
To: sailgp2023@transpor t.govt.nz

Hectors,” Dolphin habitat not suitable for a Sail race



Submission from 592)@)

15" December 2022.
From: s92)@)
To: sailgp2023@transport.govt.nz

SailGP at Lyttelton Harbour an additional threat to endemic endangered Hector’s
dolphins

Téna koutou,

My name is §9(2)(@) and | am a marine ecologist with 10+ years of
experience working with marine mammals in different parts of the world. | am writing te, you
with regards to the SailGP race that will take place in Lyttelton Harbourin 2023 ahd 2025.
Even though | am originally from South America (Chile), | feel a strong,connegction with
Horomaka, Banks Peninsula, after spending five years in the afea while doingsmy PhD
research on Aotearoa's only endemic dolphin species, the Hector's dolphin
(Cephalorhynchus hectori). During that time, | was out on a/boat conducting’standardised
surveys as part of one of the world's longest running marine,mammal résearch programmes.
More than 30 years of data from this programme (held hy/the marine mammal research
group at the University of Otago) show that Lyttelton Harbouris\an important habitat to this
species, with consistent dolphin sightings overgthelyears «includ'ng mothers and calves.
Moreover, this species is known to have a seasonal distribution, with more animals
distributed near shore in the warmer months.Summer_is also when birthing occurs. Mothers
and their calves use the sheltered bays and harbaurs€xtensively. If you haven't seen a baby
Hector's dolphin picture this: a tiny’delphin roughly\the size of a rugby ball. When they are
born, their mothers help them surfacefor air'as they are not great swimmers, their fins
haven't straightened and haven't gained, strength yet. They are very clumsy and slow, and
are at high risk of boat strike

How is it possible that Abtearoa New Zealand, a nation admired by the world due its
"greenness" and care for'the Taiae, ‘allows an event of the magnitude of SailGP to
take place in a MarinesMammal Sanctuary during the dolphin's breeding season? Not
only these dolphins,are the only endemic dolphins to Aotearoa - as Kiwi as the Kiwi, but they
are endangered and amongstithe rarest marine dolphins in the world (IJUCN, 2013). They
have low population growth rates (Slooten and Lad, 1991) they are very vulnerable to
anthropogenic threats (Dawson, 1990, Slooten and Lad, 1991, Baker et al. 2002, Hamner et
al. 2012). Currentlysthese animals face countless cumulative threats to their survival
including pollttion, bycatch, coastal development, diseases, climate change, vessel traffic,
disturbaneg, noise, changes in their prey availability, aquaculture, among others (DOC,
2020). Furthermore, there are records of mortality due to boat strikes (DOC, 2022). Even
thoughisailboats would not cause disturbance due to noise, their high speed creates a huge
risk for boat strike, especially for calves and juveniles. It is very likely that there will be more
than three vessels within 300 metres of a dolphin group and that vessels will cut through a
group or obstruct the dolphins' movements. It will be a source of stress and very likely cause
displacement, therefore adding an additional threat to their already extensive list of
cumulative threats previously mentioned.

Marine mammals in Aotearoa are protected through the Marine Mammals Protection Act
(1978) and Marine Mammal Protection Regulations (1992), where it is clearly stated that
within 300 metres of the dolphin, you must travel no faster than idle or 'no wake' speed (<=5



knots), there cannot be more than three vessels within 300 metres of the dolphin (or group
of dolphins). Dolphins can only be approached from a direction that is parallel and slightly to
the rear. Vessels cannot circle the marine mammals, obstruct their path or cut through any
groups and muse idle slowly away, among other rules. Moreover, rules state "do not disturb,
harass or make loud noises near marine mammals" and to "cease contact if marine
mammals show signs of being disturbed or alarmed". As a skipper myself | know for a
fact there is no way you can respect those regulations while travelling on a vessel at
high speed. Skippers will be focused on the race and unable to manoeuvre to avoid
collisions with wildlife. Even for experienced marine mammal scientists/observers it is hard
to spot Hector's dolphins due to their small size and the fact that they don't lift much of their
body out of the water when they surface. It is even harder to spot them when there is wind
and white capps (which will be the conditions for the sail race). Mitigation plans for SailGP
include having marine mammal observers, however, it is not likely that the race will be
stopped in time when dolphins are dangerously close to vessels travelling at high speeds

As a marine ecologist with experience working with Hector's, dolphins in Banks
Peninsula, | would like you to reconsider the conditions ofdthe'SailGPand at least
move it to a date later in the year to make sure that fewer dolphins are exposed and
that this summer's dolphin calves are older and bettef and swimming.to have a higher
survival chance. | am utterly disappointed at the NZ Goyetnment, ECan and Transport NZ
for allowing an event of this magnitude to take place.ina Marine Mammal Sanctuary which is
the stronghold in Aotearoa for this endemic endangered spegiesl really hope there are no
dolphin (or other wildlife) mortalities due to the.event’ | also hope that part of the money that
this event will bring to the region gets utilisedfonthe conservation of this taonga species,
keystone of marine ecosystems. | don't think anyone.in Aotearoa would be happy if there
was a Rally through a national park where kiwi birds live*Why is the ocean any different?
Why are you risking one of the world's'mest endangered dolphins for money?

Please take this submission inte"consideration, and more importantly please include
Professors Liz Slooten and’Steve Dawson in the design and implementation of
mitigation measures,asthey are the,most knowledgeable experts on this species and
have been working in Lyttelton Harbour and the rest of Banks Peninsula for nearly 40 years.

Feel free to contact me for furthervinformation,

Best regards,

s 9(2)(a) A(/ N

Marine Ecologist

Baker, A. N., Smith, A. N. H. & Pichler, F. B. 2002. Geographical variation in Hector’'s
dolphin: Recognition of a new subspecies of Cephalorhynchus hectori. Journal of the Royal
Society of New Zealand 32:713-717.

Dawson, S. M. 1990. Polychlorinated dibenzo-p-dioxins and dibenzofurans in New Zealand's
Hector's dolphin. Chemosphere, 20: 1035-1042.



Department of Conservation (DOC). 2020. Hector’'s and Maui Dolphin Threat Management
Plan 2020 ISBN 978-1-99-115299-2.

Department of Conservation (DOC). 2022. Hector’'s and Maui Dolphin Incident Database.
Wellington: Department of Conservation.

Hamner, R., Pichler, F., Heimeier, D., Constantine, R. and Scott Baker, C. 2012. Genetic
differentiation and limited gene flow among fragmented populations of New Zealand
endemic Hector's and Maui's dolphins. Conservation Genetics. 13 (4): 987 - 1002.
Slooten, E. and Lad, F. 1991. Population biology and conservation of Hector's dolphin.
Canadian Journal of Zoology. 69: 1701-1707.



Submission from 592)@)

215t December 2022.
From: s92)@)
To: sailgp2023@transport.govt.nz

Dolphins

Hi, please do not subject these amazing mammals to a fast pace boat race in their habitat!!
This is their breeding time and there are SO few of them anyway. We need — especially at
this time of global warming to put money aside and make a conscious decision to help any
cetaceans and not hinder their lives, breeding or natural habitat. When they are gone £ what
will you tell your grandchildren?? | helped these mammals or | helped killed their
population?? Which would they be most proud of you for??

Please think sensibly.

Thank you
s 9(2)(a)



Submission froms9

22" December 2022.
From:

To: sailgg203@transgort.govt.nz

Race in Littleton harbour

To whom it may concern,

Races must not be held in Hector's dolphin habitat, at all. The proposed date of the r.

also during their breeding season which will obviously be extremely disruptive. We @
do our part to protect and save this precious, dwindling species. Qg

N
Regards & C)&

| oppose this race and all future races in littleton harbour. (L




Submission from s9@)@

22" December 2022.
From: s9(2)(@)
To: sailgp2023@transport.govt.nz

Major Maritime Event 7" December

Dear Sir,
I have just read about the intention to race yachts through the Lyttleton Inner Harbour and
through Hector Dolphin Habitat and worse than that during breeding season. If | have
understood these facts correctly then this is beyond selfish and irresponsible. Careless
beyond belief really.
| implore you to make the changes necessary to ensure the Hector Delphins are not
disturbed by humans having some fun! Anyone with a conscience, would find.a way to avoid
this scenario!
Kind reqards

s 9(2)(a)



Submission from s92)@)

22" December 2022.
From: s9(@2)@) ,
To: sailgp2023@transport.govt.nz

(no subject)

Hello there, | have taken the time to request that we respect the very small number of hector
dolphins that exist have space to exist without a race passing them by or running them
down. A race in waters where these animals live is a ludicrous idea. Is it the intention of the
organisers to net the dolphins or create a safety boundary for them?

If not then this race should be cancelled or denied. @ (b%
Thank you. Q\ & \

| hope Christchurch can show to care more about the dolp?n@u the mere minutes of

pleasure this race brings to the participants. v

Q
0% &\



Submission from ss@@

22" December 2022.

From:se@@
To: sailgp2023@transport.govt.nz

Stop the race

Please stop the Grand Prix and safe the dolphins!!



Submission fromse@@

22" December 2022.
From:se@@

To: sailgp2023@transport.govt.nz

sailing hector breeding season Lyttelton Harbour

Please do not allow a race to take place during hector dolphin breeding season in
their habitat. This causes unnecessary stress to these animals.

Thank you and Merry Christmas, (L
- Qe



Submission from 592)@)

22" December 2022.
From: s92)(@)
To: sailgp2023@transport.govt.nz

complaint to Lyttelton SailGP
Hi,

I'm just writing to voice my concern over the proposed yacht race starting from Magazine
Bay; environmentalists and fans of the native wildlife of New Zealand believe it could be
harmful towards the sensitive population of Hector's dolphins and | implore your organization
to seek alternative locations away from vulnerable species at a criticalgoint in their(breeding
season. Increased boat activity at any speed could severely impacttheir ability tomaintain
the population.

Hoping in the spirit of the holiday season your organization.may reconsider and work in
partnership with local environmental groups to ensure a safe-boat race-forboth humans and
creatures alike.

Best regards,
s 9(2)(a)



Submission from ss@@

22" December 2022.

From: se(@)@)
To: sailgp2023@transport.govt.nz

Objection to boat race
Seriously?
Why would you do this in breeding season when hectors dolphins are already so rare

Seems unreasonable, unthoughtful, unnecessary, unethical and irresponsible. %L

T — &
?\
&



Submission from 592)@)

22" December 2022.
From: s92)@)
To: sailgp2023@transport.govt.nz

No to Sail Race During Breeding Season

Hi there,

Writing to express concern about a sailing race taking place in Lyttelton Harbour during
hector dolphin breeding season.

| follow a group on facebook that shares sightings of dolphins and whales, there are 1-2
times a week sightings of pods of dolphins, hectors and others in the Lyttelton Harbout.
We can move the timing and location of racing; they aren't able to shift'‘where they livexand
breed.

Protecting Aotearoa's biodiversity is incredibly important; actionsdike these indicate that the
government isn't prioritising Aotearoa's biodiversity strategy.

Thanks,

s 9(2)(a)



Submission from 592)@)

22" December 2022.
From: s92)(@)
To: sailgp2023@transport.govt.nz

Sail GP Lyttleton Harbour — Notice Number 2022-go5092
Kia ora Roger,
I am writing in with regard to the proposed Major Maritime Event for Lyttleton Harbour from

Monday 13 March 2013 to Sunday 19" March 2023 inclusive
(https://gazette.govt.nz/notice/id/2022-g05092).

Project Jonah is a marine mammal welfare charity, working to create a/world whe'e marine
mammals and their homes are respected and protected. In Aotearoa New Zealand, we are
incredibly lucky that many species visit our shores, or call ouravaters home: This includes
the smallest species of marine dolphin, Hector’s dolphin, known to frequént the waters of the
Akaroa peninsula. Sadly these small, nationally vulnerable delphins spend-their lives in
shallow waters, often on the surface, and as a result aresprone to.injury and death through
fisheries bycatch and vessel strike (https://www.doesgouiNz/natuce/native-animals/marine-
mammals/dolphins/hectors-dolphin/).

Whilst the Notice of Intention to Declare a,Majer Maritime Event listed on gazette.govt.nz
gives guidance to those vessel operators whese activities might be restricted by the event, it
gives no information as to the restrictionsibeing placed on the event organiser for their
impacts on the environment they might'be opefating in.

For instance, what guidance has been given to the event operators to ensure all operators of
vessels in this area during this'event,semain compliant with the vessel operating guidance
given in the Marine Mafopials Protettion Regulations 1992, most notably, part 3, section 20:

Special conditions applyingto dolphins or seals

In addition to complying with the conditions set out in regulation 18, any commercial operation and
any person coming into centactwith dolphins or seals shall also comply with the following
conditions:



(a)no vessel shall proceed through a pod of dolphins:

(b)persons may swim with dolphins and seals but not with juvenile dolphins or a pod of dolphins that
includes juvenile dolphins:

(c)commercial operators may use an airhorn to call swimmers back to the boat or to the shore:
(d)except as provided in paragraph (c), no person shall make any loud or disturbing noise near dolphins
or seals:

(e)no vessel or aircraft shall approach within 300 metres (1 000 feet) of any pod of dolphins or herd of
seals for the purpose of enabling passengers to watch the dolphins or seals, if the number of vessels or
aircraft, or both, already positioned to enable passengers to watch that pod or herd is 3 or more:
(f)where 2 or more vessels or aircraft approach an unaccompanied dolphin or seal, the masters
concerned shall co-ordinate their approach and manoeuvres, and the pilots concerned shall co-
ordinate their approach and manoeuvres:

(g)a vessel shall approach a dolphin from a direction that is parallel to the dolphin and slightly*to the
rear of the dolphin.

My points for consideration with a focus on our unique marine ptammals in their home
environment are:

1) Have the organisers of this event been provided instruction of the“legislation
regarding marine mammals as stringent as the,instructionSi\gazetted to other vessel
operators?

2) Has a plan been received from the event organisers, that' ensures all competitors in
the event have read and understoed the applicable legislation?

3) Inthe Seismic Surveys Code‘ef Conduct (ht{ps://www.doc.govt.nz/our-work/seismic-
surveys-code-of-conduct/@verview/), administered by the Department of
Conservation, a Marine/Mampial Impact Assessment is required from those wishing
to conduct an exercise before doing,Se. In the instance of the gazetted event, has a
similar assessment heen carried out by the event organiser, with a view to providing
observers to loak out for maring mammails in the gazetted area, as well as stand
down periods for eompetitors, whilst the marine mammals are in the restricted area?

| am sure that eursupporters, as'well as the many millions of people passionate about the
welfare of marinessnammals\bath here in Aotearoa New Zealand and around the world,
would want to know thatian“event of this magnitude was doing everything possible to
minimise its impact'on the marine environment and the creatures that call it home.

I look forwardfto,reeeiving confirmation that this event, it's organisers and competitors will be
in full complianee with the legislations relevant to the operation of vessels around our
magnifieent'megafauna.

Kia noho haumaru,

s 9(2)(2)

Project Jonah New Zealand

PO Box 8376 Symonds Street Auckland 1150 New Zealand



$9(2)(a)

W. www.projectjonah.org.nz

24 Hour Emergency Stranding Hotline 0800 4 WHALE (0800 494 253)

respects privacy and encourages you to do the same. Since internet communications
are not secure, does not accept responsibility for changes made to this message after it
was sent. Although we have checked this e-mail for viruses, it is not guaranteed to be virus free and
it is your responsibility to scan the message and attachments prior to opening them. We do not
accept any responsibility for the consequences of passing on any virus. Any personal information in
this email must be handled in accordance with the 1993 New Zealand Privacy Act.



Submission from s9@)@

22" December 2022.
From: s92)(@)
To: sailgp2023@transport.govt.nz

LYTTLETON HARBOUR HECTORS DOLPHINS

Is there any truth that you will be holding yachting races in Lyttleton Harbour when it
is the habitat for Hectors dolphins during breeding season?

VERY QUESTIONABLE if so especially when New Zealand teamvare 'LIVEOECEAN'

and bringing awareness worldwide for the Champions of ocean health. Protectingvand
restoring the ocean for future generations. Live Ocean supportsscientists, iwi“and
environmental groups.

Would appreciate your feedback.
Regards



Submission fromse@@

22" December 2022.

From: se(@)@)
To: sailgp2023@transport.govt.nz

Hectors dolphins in Lyttleton

Good evening,

Regarding Sail GP racing in Lyttelton in March.

My support is for the protection of Hectors dolphin and therefore the cancellation of the
planned yacht racing.

Thank you,

e & \qcb




Submission from Dolphin Defenders

23" December 2022.
From: defenderdolphinsouth@agmail.com
To: sailgp2023@transport.govt.nz

SailGP - submission

Téena koutou,

This submission is on behalf Maui and Hector’s Dolphin Defenders, an incorporated society formed
to promote further protection and preservation measures for New Zealand’s only endemic dolphin
species - the Maui and Hector’s.

We are utilising the email within the NZ gazette notice to show our increasing concerns with the
major maritime event, of SailGP, set to take place in Lyttelton Harbourin/March 2023 and again, in
2025.

Banks Peninsula is a unique stronghold for the South Island Héctor’s dolphifiwith”more than 30
years of research, data and distribution information held by the University of{Otago, and others.

Data shows that Lyttelton Harbour is an important habitat to thisggopulation, with consistent
dolphin sightings recorded and verified over the y®arsaincluding'ef mothers and their calves.

They are known to have a seasonal distributionywith more animals distributed near shore in the
warmer months.

Summer is also when birthing occurs.
Mothers and their calves use the'sheltered bays‘and harbours extensively, including within Lyttelton
harbour.

Mothers help newborns surfacCe for airyare slow through the water, putting them both at high risk of
boat strike.

They are sometof the rarest marine dolphins in the world (IUCN, 2013), have low population growth
rates (Slooten and Lad,«1991) and are very vulnerable to anthropogenic threats (Dawson, 1990,
Slooten and Lad, 1991, Baker et al. 2002, Hamner et al. 2012).

Currently thes€ animals face countless cumulative threats to their survival including pollution,
bycatch, coastal'development, diseases, climate change, vessel traffic, disturbance, noise, changes in
their prey=availability, aquaculture, among others (DOC, 2020).

Furthermore, there are records of mortality due to boat strike (DOC, 2022).

Even though sailboats, in general, would not cause disturbance due to noise, the fast hydrofoiling
catamarans used for SailGP, could.

They also create a huge risk for boat strike, especially for calves and juveniles.

It is very likely that there will be more than three vessels within 300 metres of a dolphin group and
that vessels will cut through a group or obstruct the dolphins' movements.



The event will also be a source of stress and at the very least, cause displacement of individuals and
groups.

Marine mammals in Aotearoa are protected through the Marine Mammals Protection Act (1978)
and Marine Mammal Protection Regulations (1992).

The Act clearly states, you must travel no faster than idle or 'no wake' speed (<=5 knots), there
cannot be more than three vessels within 300 metres of a dolphin, or group of dolphins.

It also states, that dolphins must only be approached from a direction that is parallel and slightly to
the rear, vessels cannot circle the marine mammals, obstruct their path or cut through any groups
and muse idle slowly away, among other rules.

Most importantly, it includes rules that state: “do not disturb, harass or make oud noises near
marine mammals" and to "cease contact if marine mammals show signs ofy\being disturbedvor
alarmed".

With regards to spotting or observing dolphins before and duringjthe event itself, even for
experienced marine mammal scientists/observers it is hardto spot Hector's\dalphins due to their
small size and the fact that they don't lift much of their body‘out of the"'waternwhen they surface.
It is even harder to spot them when there is wind and@vhite caps (wh'ch*will be the conditions for
the race).

Mitigation plans for SailGP include having matine mammal‘observers, however, it is not likely that
the race will be stopped in time when dolphins are dangerously close to vessels travelling at high
speeds.

There are a few main points we wish to address:

March is within peak calving'season’- which makes the timing of this event, high risk to
the dolphins.

The marine mamimal mitigation plan has not been available for public feedback or
consultation,

We are disappointed that the Canterbury regional coastal plan is behind in both its planning, and
implementation, as e would hope that an updated plan would also include restrictions for events
such as this, and,atthe.very least, give the harbourmaster a far greater ability to engage, enforce
and restrict within the rules of a robust and up-to-date Plan that is fit for purpose.

We would dlse expect that an event planned for within the habitat of an endangered marine
mammal, be eonsidered a non-permitted activity, and at the very least, require stringent processing
for resource consent.

But as it stands, this event is being held within both a Marine Mammal Sanctuary, and a Mataitai.

If there are any marine mammal injuries, or mortalities due this event, we ask with urgency, who will
take ownership of this, and ultimately, full responsibility?

Please take this submission into consideration, and more importantly, consider giving additional
powers and enforcement responsibility to DoC, the harbourmaster, and others, in the absence of an



up-dated robust coastal plan that reflects the modern day accumulative effects these animals face,
and ultimately, prohibit such activities.

We do invite you to contact us for further information, and comment.

Best regards,

Maui and Hector’s Dolphin Defenders Inc. %L
mauihectorsdolphins.org &

Sent from my iPhone



Submission from s9@)@

23" December 2022.
From: s92)@)
To: sailgp2023@transport.govt.nz

Proposed SailGP race on Lyttleton Harbour
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed SailGP race.

| am a marine biologist with 39 years of experience studying marine mammals, including Hector’s
dolphins. I am very concerned about the SailGP race proposed to be held in Lyttelton Harbour in
2023. Our 39 year dataset (marine mammal research group at the University of Otago) shows that
Lyttelton Harbour is an important habitat, with consistent Hector’s dolphing&ightings including
mothers and calves. Seasonal changes in the distribution of Hector’s dolphinswsieans more‘dolphins
close to shore and inside harbours in the warmer months. Summer is’alse when thése dolphins give
birth to their calves. Mothers and young calves use the sheltered bays‘and harbours of'Banks
Peninsula extensively. When they are born, Hector’s dolphinsdre’only about 60%cm’long. Their
mothers help them surface for air as they are not great swimmess, their fins'\haven't straightened
and haven't gained strength yet. Young calves are very elumsy,and slow, and are at high risk of boat
strike. Hector’s dolphins, calves in particular, have been hit'by boatswand killed around Banks
Peninsula.

Aotearoa New Zealand’s reputation is at stake."Fhis reputation would suffer badly if we allowed
an event like SailGP to take place in a Marine Mammal Sanctuary. Especially, if the event were to
take place during the dolphin's breeding season.

These are the only dolphins endemieto Aotearoa ™ as Kiwi as the Kiwi. In addition, they

are endangered and the rafest'marine dolphin<ih the world (IUCN, 2013). They have low population
growth rates (Slooten and'tady1991)‘andhare very vulnerable to human activities (Dawson, 1990,
Slooten and Lad, 1991, 'Baker et al, 2002,"Hamner et al. 2012). Currently these dolphins face a range
of threats to their, survival including fishing, aquaculture, pollution, coastal development and

vessel traffic (BOC;+2020, 2022).

The speed of these sailing'vessels would cause a very high risk of boat strike, especially for calves
and juveniles. Thésvnumpber of vessels on Lyttelton Harbour (sailing vessels, support boats, spectators,
etc) will make<t virtually impossible to abide by the Marine Mammals Protection Act and Marine
Mammal Pfotection Regulations. The proposed race would be a source of stress and dolphin
displaceEmentpadding an additional threat to the list of cumulative impacts on this species.

The first step should be to provide detailed information to the public on this yacht race, and begin
open and transparent public consultation. This race can not happen in autumn 2023. An efficient
public consultation process is needed urgently. This needs to include a “winter” option, to see if the
public would prefer the race to take place in Lyttelton in winter 2023, and a “different location”
option with the race taking place in another location altogether. The best option at this stage would
be to move the event to another location. Obviously, the new location should avoid the habitat of
Hector’s and Maui dolphins, therefore avoiding endangered dolphin species found only in New



Zealand. There are many suitable locations in New Zealand waters, with relatively low numbers of
marine mammals, and a complete lack of marine mammals that are both endemic and endangered.

| have seen a redacted copy of the marine mammal management plan. As | understand it, this has
only been distributed to people who have requested it under the Official Information Act. This is an
appalling process. Whole pages of the document are redacted, and this document completely fails to
assure the public that the impact on dolphins will be carefully managed. If anything, this document
indicates that the organisers are hiding information from the public. The document was released, to
a limited number of people, just before Christmas. For a race that the organisers hope will happen in
March. The process, as well as the content of the document, are extremely unprofessional.

Most of the research proposed in the document is impractical. | have carried out many dolphin
surveys, using visual and acoustic methods, from boats, planes and drones. It is simply not passible
to detect more than a small proportion of the dolphins present, at any onedime. One ofithe=-most
worrying aspect of the plan is the use of Acoustic Harassment Devices (page 6;1ast bullet paint in
section 3.4). As the name indicates, these devices are designed to hafass,They are’most commonly
used to try to keep seals away from salmon farms, with limited successyAcoustic harassment devices
clearly violate the Marine Mammals Protection Act and Mariné Mammal Pretection Regulations. The
function of these is to harass dolphins and make them leayé the\area. | have'seen no indication that
DOC has approved the use of these harassment devices=Fheuse of AHDs'clearly requires approval
from DOC under the MMPA. This contradicts public statements abott SailGP not needing DOC
approval.

| look forward to hearing from you about a.credible publ{¢consultation process.

Thank you,

s 9(2)(2)

University of Otago
Dunedin

Baker, A. N., Smith;"A. N. H. &Richiler, F. B. 2002. Geographical variation in Hector’s dolphin:
Recognition of a new subspeciés of Cephalorhynchus hectori. Journal of the Royal Society of New
Zealand 32:713-717.

Dawson, S. M:€1990. Polychlorinated dibenzo-p-dioxins and dibenzofurans in New Zealand's Hector's
dolphin. Chentosphere, 20: 1035-1042.

Department of Conservation (DOC). 2020. Hector’s and Maui Dolphin Threat Management Plan 2020
ISBN 978-1-99-115299-2.

Department of Conservation (DOC). 2022. Hector’s and Maui Dolphin Incident Database. Wellington:
Department of Conservation. https://www.doc.govt.nz/our-work/hectors-and-maui-dolphin-
incident-database/
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Attachment 2 — Submission replies (for reference)

Reply to submissions from:
s 9(2)(a)

Téna koe

Thank you for your response to the Notice of Intention to Declare the SailGP racing in Lyttelton
Harbour as a major maritime event under section 200A of the Maritime.J ranSport Act 1994.

Please note that the proposed declaration of the SailGP saces asa major maritime event is
not necessary for the event to go ahead. Such a‘declaration.would enable the use of special
enforcement powers to be exercised to managespublic order and the safety of people and
vessels during an event. The event can procéedregardlessiof'whether a declaration has been
made, and we cannot require the race organisers to change the timing or location of the event.

You have raised concerns about the impacts the race may have on Hector’s dolphins in your
submission. This is outside of thescope’of whatithe Maritime Transport Act provides for, as it
does not relate to public order0r the,safety(of people and vessels.

We have shared your,concerns with the Department of Conservation (DOC), which
administers the Mariné Mammals “‘Protection Act 1978 and Marine Mammals Protection
Regulations 1992. DOC has advised\us that under that legislation, it is illegal to harm, harass,
injure or kill marine mammals.“Allvessels involved in the event, including any support boats
or spectator craft,"are‘expected torabide by this legislation.

The race organisers have developed a marine mammal management plan for the event, which
outlines the steps that'¥ace organisers are going to take to minimise any impacts on marine
mammals. The plan ispublicly available here:

https://wwwechiistchurchnz.com/media/cchmOw4h/sailgp-mmmp-public-release-dec-
22 redacted/pdf

DOC has.advised that the race does not need a permit under the Marine Mammal Protection
Act or Regulations to run. Certain proposals within the Marine Mammal Management Plan
may require a permit if they were to be used, and DOC is working through this with race
organisers.

If you have any further questions or concerns in relation to possible impacts on marine
mammals, please contact Abby Lawrence, DOC Senior Community Ranger Mahaanui District
at: alawrence@doc.govt.nz

Naku noa na



Reply to submission from s9@)@)

Tena koe59(2)

()
Thank you for your response to the Notice of Intention to Declare the SailGP racing in Lyttelton
Harbour as a major maritime event under section 200A of the Maritime Transport Act 1994,

Please note that the proposed declaration of the SailGP races as a major maritime event is
not necessary for the event to go ahead. Such a declaration would enable the use of special
enforcement powers to be exercised to manage public order and the safety of people and
vessels during an event. The event can proceed regardless of whether a declaration has been
made, and we cannot require the race organisers to change the timing or location of the event.

You have raised concerns about the impacts the race may have on Hector’s dolphins injy.our
submission. This is outside of the scope of what the Maritime Transport Act provides fer,.as it
does not relate to public order or the safety of people and vessels.

We have shared your concerns with the Department of Consefvation (DO€),as the agency
that administers the Marine Mammals Protection Act 1978 and Marine Mammals Protection
Regulations 1992. All vessels involved in the event, including any suppokt boats or spectator
craft, are expected to abide by that legislation.

The race organisers have developed a marine magimal managefmientplan for the event, which
outlines the steps that race organisers are going,to,take tofminimise any impacts on marine
mammals. The plan is publicly available here:

https://www.christchurchnz.com/media/cchm@w4h/sailgp-mmmp-public-release-dec-
22 redacted.pdf

DOC has advised that the race.does not needya permit under the Marine Mammal Protection
Act or Regulations to run. Certain) proposals within the marine mammal management plan
may require a permit if they~weére to_be used, and DOC is working through this with race
organisers.

If you have any furtherysquestions=or concerns in relation to possible impacts on marine
mammals, please,gontact Abby Bawrence, DOC Senior Community Ranger Mahaanui District
at: alawrence@gdocygovt.nz

Naku noa na



Reply to submission from Dolphin Defenders
Téna koe 59(2)(@)

Thank you for your response to the Notice of Intention to Declare the SailGP racing in Lyttelton
Harbour as a major maritime event under section 200A of the Maritime Transport Act 1994,

Please note that the proposed declaration of the SailGP races as a major maritime event is
not necessary for the event to go ahead. Such a declaration would enable the use of special
enforcement powers to be exercised to manage public order and the safety of people and
vessels during an event. The event can proceed regardless of whether a declaration has been
made, and we cannot require the race organisers to change the timing or location of the event.

You have raised concerns about the impacts the race may have on Hector’s dolphins injyour
submission. This is outside of the scope of what the Maritime Transport Act providesfer,.as it
does not relate to public order or the safety of people and vessels.

We have shared your concerns with the Department of /Conservationy, (DOC), which
administers the Marine Mammals Protection Act 1978 and Marine Mammals Protection
Regulations 1992. All vessels involved in the event, including any suppokt boats or spectator
craft, are expected to abide by this legislation.

The marine mammal management plan that the race orgahisersthava, developed for the event
outlines the steps that they are going to take tovminimise any impacts on marine mammals.
Any questions you may have regarding feedback»and censultation on the marine mammal
management plan should be directed to the face organisers. The plan is publicly available
here:

https://www.christchurchnz.com/médiafcehmOw4dh/sailgp-mmmp-public-release-dec-
22 redacted.pdf

DOC has advised that the raee does not need a permit under the Marine Mammal Protection
Act or Regulations to run,, Certain proposals within the Marine Mammal Management Plan
may require a permit if\they werestoibe used, and DOC is working through this with race
organisers.

Finally, you have asked that, in the absence of an updated coastal plan that addresses impacts
on the Hector’s, dolphintwe _consider giving additional powers and enforcement responsibility
to DOC, the harbourmastér, and others.

No authority existssunder the Maritime Transport Act to confer such additional powers or
enforcement€esponsibility. The only additional powers available are those that the declaration
of a major/maritime event under section 200A makes available to manage public order and
the safetynOf,people and vessels.

Naku noa na



Reply to submission from s9@)@)
Téna koe 592)(@)

Thank you for your response to the Notice of Intention to Declare a Major Maritime Event
SailGP event as a major maritime event under section 200A of the Maritime Transport Act
1994,

Please note that the proposed declaration of the SailGP races as a major maritime event is
not necessary for the event to go ahead. Such a declaration would enable the use of special
enforcement powers to be exercised to manage public order and the safety of people and
vessels during an event. The event can proceed regardless of whether a declaration has been
made, and we cannot require the race organisers to change the timing or location of the event.

You have raised concerns about the impacts the race may have on Hector’s dolphinsyinwour
submission. This is outside of the scope of what the Maritime Transp@rt“Act providlesfor, as it
does not relate to public order or the safety of people and vessels.

We have shared your concerns with the Department of Conservation (DQC) in its capacity as
the agency that administers the Marine Mammals Protection Act 1978 and Marine Mammals
Protection Regulations 1992. All vessels involved in therevent, including’any support boats or
spectator craft, are expected to abide by this legislation:

We have noted your request that the public be ‘provided with detailed information about the
race, including the marine mammal management>plan,that.SailGP has developed for the
event. The plan is publicly available here:

https://www.christchurchnz.com/media/cchmOw4hisailgp-mmmp-public-release-dec-
22 redacted.pdf.

Questions regarding the provision of other information should be directed to the event
organisers, Environment Canterbury and DOC as the bodies most directly involved at an
operational level.

As you have pointedhout in yout submission, certain proposals within the Sail GP marine
mammal management plan mayrequire a permit if they were to be used. DOC is working
through this with racé organisers.

If you have any further‘questions or concerns in relation to possible impacts on marine
mammals, please contact Abby Lawrence, DOC Senior Community Ranger Mahaanui District
at: alawrence@decygevt.nz

Naku noada



Reply to submission fromse@@
Replied, 16 December 2022:

Kia ora

A map of the area was appended to the Press and NZ Gazette notices, as per the link below.
Did you have a different type of map in mind?

https://gazette.qgovt.nz/notice/id/2022-g05092
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Document 2
8 February 2023 0C230044
Hon Michael Wood Action required by:
Minister of Transport Tuesday, 21 February 2023
QUARTER 2 OUTPUT PLAN REPORT
Purpose
Provides an update on agreed projects from the Output Plan.
Key points
o The Ministry previously agreed to provide you, With,quarterlysupdates against

identified initiatives from the Output Plan, The Quarter-2,(Q2) Output Plan Report is
attached (Appendix A refers).

o The Ministry has also, today, provided you with a briefing on the ‘Quarterly report on
implementation progress of the'ERP Transportactions’ (OC230000 refers). These
briefings, together, constituté the Ministry’s'\Q2'reporting to you.

o Three projects are asséess€ed as beingfamber’, meaning there is some risk to the
Ministry achieving theferecasted September 2023 position. Resourcing and the
availability of subject matter expertise are key issues for these initiatives. The
initiatives are:

o Rapid Rail Hamilton to Auckland Corridor
o Transit Framework
o Inter-Regional Passenger Rail Select Committee Inquiry.

o The other five initiatives are assessed as being ‘green’, meaning the Ministry expects
to achieve the forecasted September 2023 position.

o The Ministry has recently commenced discussions with you to confirm your key
priorities to June 2023. This will enable the Ministry to ensure that resources are
focused on those priorities. We will recommend amendments to the Output Plan in
response to your priorities to June 2023.

UNCLASSIFIED
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Recommendations

We recommend you:

1 Review the attached Quarter 2 Output Plan Report and discuss any issues that
you may have on progress-to-date for individual initiatives with officials.

%’L\ q‘bq'
N

Yes / No

Robyn Smith Hon Micp@( ood &
Deputy Chief Executive, Corporate Services Minister o rans;@

8 February 2023 Q—t ...... v
0O Approved Q@ eclined

O Se@ster \ O Not seen by Minister
O Overtaken bv&&

R @Q/OQ®
KK
Contacts 0/ \%

Minister’s office to complete:

Telephone First contact
s 9(2)(a) v

Robyn Smith (' .

Hilary Penm?\%ﬂé’ger Ministerial Services

Robert@ e, Principal Adviser, Ministerial Services
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Appendix A

Reports Against Agreed Output Plan Projects

Project & Page

¢ Project 2B: Rapid Rail Hamilton to Auckland Corridor &

e Project 2C: Transit Framework

e Project 2E: Inter-Regional Passenger Rail Select Committee Inquiry 6‘

e Project 3A: GPS 2024
e Project 3B: Budget 2023
e Project 3C: Future of the Revenue System

e Project 4E: Northland Dry Dock 0

e Project 4J: Manukau Harbour Feasibility Study & &

/O¢
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Project 2B: Rapid Rail Hamilton to Auckland Corridor Quarter 2 2022/23

Key Contacts: Director: Siobhan Routledge, s 9(2)(a) Manager: Jessica Ranger O\ Overall Status RAG:

Project This project involves investigating the potential for faster rail between Hamilton and Auckland to supp ional and
Purpose: national economic growth and productivity, as well as a more efficient urban form 3 c conq5\ nd

emissions from transport in the corridor. K

Forecasted Sep | Dependant on your decision on how to progress with the project. Options coul(&uae pr ssihg to a detailed
2023 Status: business case, continuing to investigate options for the Hamilton-AuckIar@io , or ceasingthe project.

Progress against last quarter report % ongs against current & future deliverables/milestones
e We completed one of the two deliverables due this quarter. We provided a you on i Due date/  Deliverables/milestones
options for progressing this project now the Indicative Business Case (IBC). Timeframe
e The other deliverable — the opportunity for you to present the IBC to_the re Pr \
Implementation Committee — has been postponed until March 2023. The eceﬁber 2

meeting was cancelled. Q
Key focus for next quarter % Mar 23 Presenting the IBC findings to the
We have advised you further analysis is needed before% i

n Qmﬂed Business Future Proof Committee
Case. 6 S9R)NV)
o S9A2)M)v) % Q

e Ensuring you have the information yog d 16 decide the future of this project is critical to

Nov 22 Ad\_lice to you on how to progress the
project

success next quarter.

e Resourcing remains a risk, particularly due t %ed time to develop the advice and
the loss of a key member of the project team. ave reprioritised resource to ensure

this work can continue.
N
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Project 2C: Transit Framework Quarter 2 2022/23

Key Contacts: Director: Siobhan Routledge, s 9(2)(a) Manager: Jessica Ranger O Overall Status RAG:
Project Planning for mass rapid transit projects in Auckland, Wellington, and Christchurch is underway, but e espoke
Purpose: arrangements and lacks consistent central government guidance on key issues. We signing ork for

decision-makers that will reduce friction in the system and support more clarity and ncy in jon-making

when progressing mass rapid transit. & &

Pmi
Forecasted Sep | A framework will be in place to guide decision-makers in Auckland, Wellin , and Christchurch as they plan and
2023 Status: deliver their mass transit projects. / v
y &
AJ

Key focus for next quarter
s 9(2)(f)(iv)

Progress against last quarter report

e Resourcing is a key risk, and we arefre
proceed at pace.

* We completed all the deliverables due this quarter. s 9(2)(®)(iv) e FQ ‘ Due date/  Deliverables/milestones

<&’
Q‘Q\?\/

itising resource to ensure this project can

Progress against current & future deliverables/milestones

0 &\ Timeframe
:?N Provide draft framework to Minister
& @ Pec22 for feedback

% Mar 23 Cabinet consideration of draft
framework

E Public engagement on the draft
@ %Q N framework

July 23 Implementation of framework
underway
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Project 2E: Inter-Regional Passenger Rail Select Committee Inquiry Quarter 2

2022/23

potential rail expansions and investments in specific areas. The inquiry will also lo
reduction possibilities of passenger rail.

ol climat
QA

Key Contacts: Director: Siobhan Routledge, s 9(2)(a) Manager: Jessica Ranger q Overall Status RAG:
y 4
v
Project Purpose: | The Transport and Infrastructure Committee (the Committee) is holding an inquiry into the future of i nal
passenger rail in New Zealand. It seeks to gain insights into the viability of passengerrail and investi
emissions

Forecasted Sep | The Inquiry should be completed by September 2023. Any recommen
2023 Status: known and will be dependent on the Transport and Infrastructure C

esulti Me inquiry are not yet
ittee’s approa the inquiry and findings.

Progress against last quarter report
o We completed all the deliverables due this quarter. The public submissio@ SS ang . Diiedatal

oral hearings have finished. s 9(2)(f)(iv) Tanchame

Oct 22

s against current & future deliverables/milestones

Deliverables/milestones

Initial briefing to the Committee

Key focus for next quarter : @
s 9(2)(R)(v) Q~

Public submissions process undertaken

Oral hearings begin

F =

e Ensuring sufficient resourcing will be critical s\efs nex % There are some Dec 22

Oral hearings finish

constraints, particularly around our rail ex f
s 9(2)(F)(iv)
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Project 3A: GPS 2024 Quarter 2 2022/23

Key Contacts: DCE: Bryn Gandy, s 9(2)@&) Manager: Tim Herbert

Overall Status RAG:

v

Project Purpose:

To develop the Government Policy Statement 2024 on Land Transport. The GPS 20
Government priorities for transport. It will ensure available funding from both the Nati
Crown sources are used efficiently and effectively to meet these priorities.

ill reflect
nd Tr. Fund and

Forecasted Sep
2023 Status:

The GPS 2024 project will be completed with expected publication of the

: N
by m@4.

Progress against last quarter report
o We completed all of the deliverables that were due this quarter.

» We provided the Minister with a range of possible options around establishi ty
class funding levels and his preferred option has been included in the dr

e The strategic priorities document and associated cabinet paper wer ovided (and

subsequently approved for release). Key stakeholders have now V|ded
document and a more general release will occur in the early N
ent/d |n the

e The Minister has now been provided with a draft GPS, for h
early New Year. ?\
Key focus for next quarter %
w bac\ er developing

o Key deliverables will be incorporating the Mini
content for the consultation draft in March 2

agiinst current & future deliverables/milestones

Due date/ Deliverables/milestones

Timeframe

Draft GPS submitted to the Minister for

Dec 2022 : :
consideration

Provide Cabinet paper seeking release of

MarZee draft GPS for consultation

Mar 2023 Draft GPS published and engagement
roadshows

Jun 2023 Final GPS and Cabinet paper provided for

consideration

anning*has also begun for the
ith the s part of the release.
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Project 3B: Budget 2023 Quarter 2 2022/23

Key Contacts: DCE: Bryn Gandy, s 9(2)@&) Manager: Tim Herbert q Overall Status RAG:
Vi

i \'edrrent & future deliverables/milestones

v
Project Purpose: | Support the Minister of Transport to develop the Budget 2023 Vote Transport package (including the Cli
Emergency Response Fund), for the Minister of Finance and Treasury’s consideratiof. N
§
im&antation, and
f

2

Forecasted Sep | Vote Transport Budget 2023 initiatives agreed by Cabinet (in April 2023) will h
2023 Status: strategic planning for Budget 2024 will have commenced. &

Progress against last quarter report

o We completed all of the deliverables that were due this quarter. < Due date/  Deliverables/milestones

e The Vote Transport 2023 package was provided to the Minister in early Decem ’ Timeframe
with his approval submitted to Treasury on 16 December.
Key focus for next quarter

* Providing any additional and/or supporting material as requested b@sury ?.

relation to any of the specific bids or packages. L ————
* Preparing material and/or briefing material to support the Mini %budg Oct 22 permission to progress
meetings etc.
Minister receives advice on the cost
e Continuing work on any budget initiatives as needed (i , Rail esmence) Nov 22 pressures envelope for Vote Transport

Minister receives advice on full Vote

E Q and the initiatives that will be included

Dec 22 Transport Budget 2023 package

Q& \/ (including new spending, CERF, and cost

pressure initiatives)

\E Feb-Mar 23 | Budget bilateral
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Project 3C: Future of the Revenue System Quarter 2 2022/23

Key Contacts: DCE: Bryn Gandy s 9(2)(a) Manager: Marian Willberg q Overall Status RAG:
Project Purpose: | To develop and implement a new, or renewed, transport revenue system by 2030 that will be fit for purpoSe | Khe next
30 to 50 years. This project is both in response to and in support of the Emissions Redugtion Plan to ". ure that we
can pay for the land transport system we need in the future. x
y 2

Forecasted Sep | By September 2023 we will have provided advice to the Minister on options u&‘&er for.the future revenue system.
2023 Status: We will be in the process of planning the next phase of the project - preparing to test and consult on options from early
2024 in wider public engagement.

eSS a ains current & future deliverables/milestones

Due date! Deliverables/milestones Status
Timeframe (RAG)

Progress against last quarter report
o We completed 2 of 2 deliverables that were due this quarter. % ‘D

e The Polis digital conversation about ‘who should pay for what’, was compl
has provided information to feed into the next phase of the Koi Tt work. Run Polis deliberative conversation —
d

contract with Koi Ta

e The Minister has been provided with summer reading on project pr sa ) p

some initial thinking on principles and purposes. @ Dec 2022- | Engage with stakeholders on problem
Q/ Feb 2023 | definition

Key focus for next quarter Q~ Q12022 Update to Minister on stakeholder

* We are resetting the next phase to be best placed to en h k holders en.gagement.o.n Isstesrnd c'hallenges
to meet quarter 4 deliverables. A key focus for the quartefs is th Dec 2022 Brleﬁng to_ Minister on potential Purposes
refinement of problem definition and development of\gptions. and Principles of future System

e Communication will be critical for this next st eer. Being\secure and Mar 2023 | Run mini-public deliberative workshops —
consistent in our messaging, with a clear verwill be important, as well as contract with Koi Ta
Fa)lrlggér:g C\C/lth other Ministry work. A stra gemeént plan is currently being o e Endadie il sGReHOIEr b Dk e

potential options

< \, Jun 2023 Advice to Minister on future options
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Project 4E: Northland Dry Dock Quarter 2 2022/23

Key Contacts: DCE: Brent Johnston, s 9(2)(a) Manager: Dan Jenkins Overall Status RAG:

Project Purpose: | To undertake a business case examining the feasibility of a Northland Dry Dock (or&eﬂenoug t@or our -
i 'LNE tc).

increasingly growing and large fleet, e.g., KiwiRail ferries, Navy vessels, other com oasta
y 2

Forecasted Sep | Delivery of the completed business case and policy advice to the Minister wio@f recon
2023 Status: steps.

Progress against last quarter report

o We have selected a preferred supplier from the six bids received and are Status
working through the contract award process with PwC. We expect the contract (RAG)

to be signed in the near future. Consultants procured and work commenced.

N \
Key focus for next quarter 0

e Establishing the project advisory group with relevant government a@s in

Regular project advisory meetings with
government agencies. We may invite
commercial interests to these meetings if
required (e.g., Bluebridge, and the NZ
Shipping Federation).

the new year. We will establish monthly meetings that will feed i
business case development process.

e This is an approximately 21-week business case process, toe
the PwC team can hit the ground running in January. M e Mi Mar/Apr 2023
visits to Northland to meet with key stakeholders. @

Formal status update to Minister Wood,
potentially with any early findings, if possible

%Q Delivery of business case and policy advice to

June 2023 Minis_ters, recommendin_g next steps. Could
also include a presentation from the

Q& \/ consultants if requested.
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Project 4J: Manukau Harbour Feasibility Study Quarter 2 2022/23

Key Contacts: DCE: Brent Johnston, s 9(2)(a) Manager: Dan Jenkins DQ Overall Status RAG:
Project Purpose: | To undertake a technical feasibility study exploring whether the Manukau Harbour could serve as a | ion.for a

future large-scale port. This is a technical exercise which will lead to a recommendati n whether a -scale

port is technically feasible in the Manukau Harbour. 7\
Forecasted Sep | Work by September 2023 will be on-going. The market has so far indicated t% of thisrnature would take 12
2023 Status: months to complete, as the field studies require data from all seasons to % accurate. We willreceive an interim

report by the consultants in mid-2023, which we will provide to the Mi}i b\

> t& future deliverables/milestones

Progress against last quarter report

We have selected a preferred supplier from the three bids received and are Due date/ Deliverables/milestones Status
working through the contract award process with Tokin and Taylor. We Timeframe (RAG)
expect the contract to be signed in the near future.

Contract in place

Key focus for next quarter

Regular project advisory meetings with agencies. A key
stakeholder we want to include is Auckland Council.

* Project advisory group with relevant agencies formed in the ne
expect Auckland Council to form part of the group given their.i
in the 2015 Port Future Study and ownership of Ports of Au
particularly important with the appointment of Mayor Wa&

has a particular interest in the future of Ports of Aucklan

e Stakeholder engagement is critical. We intend to en ith s
agencies and mana whenua. We will have the W ts
engagement strategy. @

Delivery of interim report to Minister

Late 2023 / | Completion of work and delivery of final work to
early 2024 | incumbent Government with policy advice

n
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Sz 0
2 oo

10 February 2023 0C230085

Hon Michael Wood
Minister of Transport

Document 3

MEETING WITH DISABLED PERSONS ASSEMBLY NZ ON
TRANSPORT ISSUES

Snapshot (b(]/

The Chief Executive of Disabled Persons Assembly New Zealand ( , Pruden ker,
has requested this meeting to discuss transport issues. You last the DPA inrAugust
2022 to discuss the Total Mobility scheme with a particular fogﬁi issues availability of

taxis and funding for adapting vehicles to be wheelchair ac:essib :

Time and date 12.00-12.30 pm, 15 Febr é E

Venue Zoom O
Attendees Prudence Walker@f xecﬁ& PA

Officials attending Anjela Frost@or Advi yaﬁility and Safety
Talking points Talkin%%ere @ at Annex One

Contacts

Telephone First contact

IN CONFIDENCE
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Meeting with Disabled Persons Assembly NZ on transport issues

Background information

1 The DPA is a disabled persons’ organisation that advocates for “an equitable society,
where all disabled people are able to direct their own lives”. The DPA works to
improve social indicators for disabled people and advocates for the New Zealand
disability community at a local and national level.

2 You received a letter from the DPA on 6 July 2022, highlighting the mobility taxi
service shortage and requesting a meeting with you. The letter indicated that people
were experiencing a shortage of mobility taxi services and difficulties in getting
services at short notice or times people wanted.

3 You then met with the DPA on 30 August 2022 where you discissed some‘ef the
issues with Total Mobility and funding to adapt vehicles to'he wheelchair accessible.
The key issue discussed was the unavailability of Total Mobility services, There are
currently long wait times and people have difficulty accessing the'service at short
notice, leading to disabled people being unable to'fully"participate«in society.

The Total Mobility review is now resourced and’being’progressed

4 The Total Mobility scheme provides sulisidised transport/options to ensure people
with disabilities can travel in a safe;andhdignified'manner. The scheme is
administered by public transport autherities (PTAs)'and is co-funded by PTAs and
Waka Kotahi through the Natignal'Land Transport Fund. Eligible users of the scheme
are provided a 50 percent diseount on the.fares for taxi/mobility van services. The
fare discount is cappedsat an,@amount that varies across regions. Total Mobility
services are included in‘the 'half priee fares initiative, which provides a further 50
percent discount to users.

5 We have recemmericed the review of Total Mobility following successful recruitment.
Officials are gontinuing te. engage with stakeholders on the draft Terms of Reference,
includingyresengaging with the Disabled People’s Organisations (DPO) coalition, local
councilg’and the Qffieefor Disability Issues.

6 Following engagement, we will share with you a finalised version of the Terms of
Reference far your agreement. We expect the review to be completed in the second
quartel of 2024.

Cabinet-has,agreed to a permanent extension of half price fares for Total Mobility

7 On 5 December 2022, the Cabinet Economic Development Committee agreed that
half price fares for Total Mobility are to be extended indefinitely [CAB-22-MIN-0554
refers]. This decision has been announced to the public.

8 The decision to extend half price fares for Total Mobility indefinitely will help to make
the scheme more affordable, and put money back in the pockets of users. This is
particularly important during the current cost of living crisis.

9 Although the permanency of half price fares assists with affordability for users, there

are also some possible negative impacts of this Cabinet decision. For example:

IN CONFIDENCE
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e This may exacerbate some of the issues with availability of Total Mobility services.
Recently, the trips taken by Total Mobility users have been increasing in distance,
which is likely impacted by the reduced fares. Longer trips are preferred by
operators as they are more economical and provide more immediate revenue as
reimbursement of fares from public funds takes time. This means that although
those who can afford longer trips will likely have increased availability, there is the
potential that this will make taxis less reliable for those seeking to undertake
shorter trips.

e This may contribute to increasing costs for PTAs. We understand Total Mobility
usage has increased following the half price fares initiative, which means PTAs
will need to pay more to cover their share of the increased fares. There will also
be an initial increase in implementation costs for PTAs if they are to advertisejthe
permanent fare reduction.

10 The Ministry will be providing you with further advice on theseg,peliCy and funding
impacts of permanent half price fares for Total Mobility in’ thé next fortnight.

IN CONFIDENCE
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Biographies

Prudence Walker, Chief Executive, DPA

Prudence Walker is the Chief Executive of the DPA and has been with the
DPA since July 2019. Prior to her appointment with DPA, she spent 11
years working for CCS Disability Action in a variety of roles including
service provision, disability awareness education, training, and disability
leadership. Prudence has experience as a facilitator and an advocate,
working particularly with young and disabled people, as well as people
who are migrants.
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Annex 1: Talking Points

MEETING WITH DISABLED PERSONS ASSEMBLY NZ ON
TRANSPORT ISSUES

The Disabled Persons Assembly NZ (DPA) may wish to discuss the Cabinet decision that
half price fares for Total Mobility be made permanent

| understand that continuing half price fares for Total Mobility will help to make the
scheme more affordable for users.

| appreciate that continuing half price fares for Total Mobility will not solve all current
issues with the scheme. This shorter-term initiative aims to put money back inthe
pockets of Total Mobility users during this cost of living crisis,

Officials are currently working on a review of the Total M@bllity schemeithat will assess
current issues with the scheme and recommend longer-term imprgvements.

The DPA may wish to discuss progress with the Total Mobdity review, ‘and*how Te Manati
Waka will be working with the disability community thredghout the review process

Officials have informed me that Te Manatu\Vaka has recently secured resource to
progress the Total Mobility review.

| appreciate that the review is adonger-term piece.of work that will take time to address
the immediate issues with the scheme.

Officials are currently engaging with Stakeholders on a draft Terms of Reference for
the review, including the Disabled Pegple’s Organisations (DPO) coalition, local
councils, the Office forDisability Issues (ODI) and Total Mobility service providers.

The draft scope of the review=has been informed by research commissioned by Waka

Kotahi thatiwas, publishedin®August 2022 ‘Transport experiences of disabled people in
Aotearda New Zealand'. This research included surveys and workshops with disabled

people that resultethin‘ever 15,000 responses. | understand the DPA were involved in

this research

| have asked officials to ensure they work closely with Disabled Person’s
Organisations and the wider disability community throughout the review.

In your view, what changes to the Total Mobility scheme would make the greatest
difference to the effectiveness of the scheme?

The DPA may wish to discuss concerns about service availability and the supply of
wheelchair accessible vehicles, which they have raised with you previously

Availability of taxis

In our last meeting, we discussed the current shortage of mobility taxi van providers
and services, difficulty getting services at short notice and long wait times. |
understand that little has changed to improve these issues since our last meeting.

IN CONFIDENCE
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Officials advise me that mobility van/taxi providers have been going out of business
because the services have not been financially viable. The COVID-19 pandemic has
made the environment for these operators more difficult, as fewer disabled people
have been using these services.

| appreciate that disabled people currently face transport disadvantage and any
reduction in mobility taxi services will likely increase this disadvantage. Access to
mobility taxi services is crucial for disabled peoples’ participation in all areas of society
including work, leisure, shopping, medical appointments, and involvement in our
communities.

As a shorter-term measure, the introduction of permanent half price fares for Total
Mobility will help to increase usage of Total Mobility services, which will in turn suppo, t
providers.

Te Manati Waka has secured resource to progress the review, of Total Mobility, and
the scope of this review is currently being finalised. This review will focus on longer-
term changes to the scheme, including the issues with availability.

Funding for adapting vehicles

| understand the Total Mobility funding for adapting vehicles=is not currently used to its
full capacity in many regions. Councils hold, responsihility to*prioritise these
adaptations, to encourage wheelchair«accessible serviees to operate in their
respective regions. Waka Kotahi, via,the)National kand Transport Fund, funds 50
percent of the costs of these upgrades:

However, there may be a bettér way to.make, this funding available for service
providers. Officials are ¢onsidering thisas.part of scoping the Total Mobility review.
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IN CONFIDENCE

2 MINISTRY OF BUSINESS,
INNOVATION & EMPLOYMENT
HTKINA WHAKATUTUKI

S 0
S Frereror massor

10 February 2023 0C230088 / 2223-2556

Hon Michael Wood
Minister of Transport

Hon Dr Megan Woods
Minister of Energy and Resources

PRESENT AND FORMER CEOS OF CHARGENET, ON EV
CHARGING INFRASTRUCTURE

Snapshot «Q\Q/&

ChargeNet wrote to you both on 11 October 2022, reque a meet% cuss three
d

MEETING WITH DANUSIA WYPYCH, DAMON BIRCHFIELD, (]/

points that it argues are barriers to further electric ve ) chargi rastructure
development: the priorities of investments in the E onservation
Authority’s (EECA’s) Low Emissions Transport F € co ablishing new

connections to the grid, and the costs of electr \
,Sozs

err

Time and date 3:30pm — 4:00pm vx
Venue (EW7.4) 6
Attendees Danu ecutive ChargeNet

r Chief Executive ChargeNet
Officials attendm Wal anager Environment and Emissions Strategy (MOT)

ustlne‘ non, GM Energy Resource Markets (MBIE)

Q& ara Linnhoff Manager Energy Generation, Infrastructure and

ts Policy (MBIE)
Agenda < \, /A
Talking QQ Talking points attached in Annex 1

Conta
Name Telephone First contact
Holly Walker, Manager Environment and Emissions s 9(2)(a) v

Strategy, MOT

Tamara Linnhoff, Manager Energy Generation,
Infrastructure and Markets Policy, MBIE
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MEETING WITH DANUSIA WYPYCH, DAMON BIRCHFIELD,
PRESENT AND FORMER CEOS OF CHARGENET, ON EV
CHARGING INFRASTRUCTURE

Key points

Damon Birchfield, former CEO of ChargeNet wrote to you on 11 October 2022 to request
a meeting. He and the new CEO of ChargeNet, Danusia Wypych would like to discuss
the challenges that ChargeNet is facing in deploying electric vehicle (EV) charging
infrastructure.

ChargeNet has a network of EV Chargers across New Zealand

ChargeNet has 282 public and private EV Chargers across New/Zealand/and incCludes a
range of output capacities. ChargeNet has recently started’deploying 300kW “hyper-
chargers”.

ChargeNet has worked closely with the Energy Efficiency and , Conservation Authority
(EECA) to develop charging stations across theseeuniry andghas\seen significant funding
from the Low Emissions Transport Fund (LETF),and the £Z0w, Emission Vehicle
Contestable Fund (LEVCF) that preceded it~EECA has allocated $4.77 million in direct
funding to ChargeNet for 76 chargers,.in addition ariathern$4.72 million has been
allocated via third parties or where ChargeNet was, the‘co-applicant for another 258
chargers. This makes ChargeNetdhe single latgest direct recipient of funding from the
LETF/LEVCEF since it began in”2017

ChargeNet wants to continue to expand its charging network...

ChargeNet outlines thata competitive market for EV Charging is developing, with some
new entrants emerging, butithe provision of charging services is not always economic. It
argues that-eontinted investment in charging infrastructure is critical to ensure the growth
in EV demand-is met.with supporting charging infrastructure.

ChargeNet supportssEECA’s work in co-investment in the public charging network, and
supports the«continuation of the LETF, but argues for “a long-term and strategic
approach? Thissspeaks to the tension between the private sector’s interest in harnessing
maximym, demand, thereby focusing on high traffic areas, and the Government’s
objeectives in building a comprehensive network across New Zealand, including in areas
with lower traffic and demand. Government is also keen to see investment ahead of
demand to prevent queuing, and to provide a coordination role (through EECA), as well
as supporting consistency to customer facing elements across charging providers
(including potential for the creation of centralised billing methods).

...but is facing challenges to deploy chargers without public co-investment

ChargeNet'’s letter raises three challenges:

UNCLASSIFIED
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o the cost of establishing new connections to the grid can cost up to two-thirds
of the total cost of installing a charger

o those connections to the grid (which are dependent on Electricity Distribution
Companies) can take up to a year to be established in some places.

o the cost of electricity accounts for about 80 percent of revenue in some sites.

Comments on the cost and time to connect to the grid

Te Manati Waka Ministry of Transport and Ministry of Business, Innovation and
Employment (MBIE) have prepared a draft EV Charging Strategy, which is currently
scheduled to be released for public comment on 23 February 2023. The draft Strategy
has the following relevant actions:

o Work with lines companies to identify opportunities, mitigate risks, and elarify
responsibilities in developing EV charging infrastructure.

o Ensure the network connection process and.pricing for firms wishing to
connect public EV chargers to distributionhetworks is éfficient and enabling.
Investigate changes to the current systémpthat could reduce ‘first mover
disadvantage’

o Use vehicle and electricity supply-data to identify and plan for electricity
network requirements (i.e. avoid inefficieAt network upgrades).

o Work with investors, charge point netwerk operators and providers, and other
key parties to suppeft investment.in\public chargepoints.

Officials will engage ChargeNet and othér industry players to ensure that it has the
opportunity to provide cammeént on the EV Charging Strategy, including the actions.

Officials have met with firms investing in public charging infrastructure, and with key
EDBs, to discuss thescosts€aced by these investors. Essentially, electricity distribution
businesses.(ERBs) have argued that they are passing through costs that they face but do
not contrél,

s 9(2)((iv) r.\\

<&

The Electricity Authority (EA) is assessing and addressing any significant first mover
disadvantage issues facing customers connecting to distribution networks, with a view to
removing barriers to new and expanding connections. The EA also recently issued
guidance to distributors on how to appropriately pass-through charges under the new
transmission pricing methodology, including to new and expanding connections.

The Commerce Commissions (the Commission) is reviewing the rules and processes
that underpin key aspects of price-quality regulation and information disclosure applied to

s 9(2)(f)(iv)
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EDBs. The review of price-quality regulation for EDBs will consider any barriers to
creating new connections in a timely and cost-effective manner.

The targeted review of information disclosure could support increased transparency to

allow the Commission and stakeholders to assess and monitor the performance of EDBs
in providing new connections. $ @0V

4
\

Comments on the cost of electricity

Electricity is traded via a wholesale spot market in New Zealand, which-réflects the real-
time costs of supplying electricity. Wholesale electricity‘prices rise When demand is
higher, like in the evening peaks, or when supply-isdower, suchvas when the hydro lakes
are lower.

Some large electricity users choose to purchase electricity direct from the wholesale spot
market and have the option to manage risk/of future price volatility in the wholesale spot
market through financial hedges.

The majority of customers choese to purehase their electricity from an electricity retailer,
and enter into contracts wher€ jhe retailer can manage some or all of the price risk on the
customers behalf.

Ensuring the electricity system is ready to meet future needs is a key action under the
emissions reduction plan. Work is‘underway by MBIE to investigate the need for
electricity markét measures tossupport the transition to a highly renewable electricity
system and nvestigate ‘options for electricity storage in dry years. This includes
considering ‘provision, of-affordable electricity, as well as secure supply through the
transitional phase as,larger gas and coal fired thermal plats retire and are replaced by
renewables.

The EAvis undertaking a comprehensive review of competition in the wholesale electricity
market."The Authority is currently working on the second phase of the review, which is a
forwardilooking assessment of what changes to market setting maybe be required to
promote competition for the longer-term benefit of consumers in the transition towards
100 percent renewable electricity generation.

The 2019 Electricity Price Review (EPR), undertaken by MBIE, investigated whether the
electricity sector is delivering fair and equitable prices to consumers. It also considered
whether the electricity market and the regulatory framework will continue to be
appropriate in the future, particularly with the emergence of new technologies and our
goal of moving to a low-emissions economy. The Government is progressing a number
of initiatives in response to the EPR findings on energy hardship and consumer
advocacy.

UNCLASSIFIED
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Biographies

Danusia Wypych — Chief Executive Officer, ChargeNet

(Pronounced Dah-nu-sha Vih-pik)

Danusia took up the role of CEO of ChargeNet in November 2022. She
has experience across energy and transport sectors in New Zealand, and
most recently served as Head of New Ventures and Transformation at
Transpower.

Danusia has held roles across the fuels and energy sectors, including at Z
Energy, where she was the company’s first Sustainability Manager.

Damon Birchfield-West — Director, ChargeNet (and former Chief Executive)
. Damon has been a Director with Charge Net since Nevémber 2021

§ He draws his experience from Local Government at Auckland €ouncil, and
its former iterations, where he has had arange of lead reles/from Housing
Quality Lead, to Grants and Funding.

™% Damon is also the co-founder and-director of Deemen Creative Limited — an
.. eco-tourism firm in Matakana, Auckland.
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ANNEX 1: TALKING POINTS

On the Low Emissions Transport Fund (LETF)

| recognise the pioneering role of ChargeNet in kicking off New Zealand’s public
charging network, even at a time when EV’s were a rare site on the roads.

| appreciate your comments about the importance of the government co-funding of
charging infrastructure, through the LETF and Low Emission vehicles Contestable
Fund that preceded it. | assure you that we intend for the LETF to continue its work.

You will be aware that in Round 5 of the LETF, EECA is piloting a new approach«of
co-funding large public EV charging hubs. This seems to be the approach that,both
EV drivers and charging providers see as a key part of the futdrespublic charging
network. The successful applicants for round 5 will be announcedssoon.

| would welcome your comments regarding the provision‘ef charging infrastructure in
areas where customer usage of chargers is low (for"example ruraiareas). | recognise
that these locations would be more commercially challenging, buttare essential to
providing a comprehensive and equitable chafgirig network, This is one of the
reasons why Round 4 of the LETF was foctssed'on filling seme of the most
challenging remaining gaps in the public charging network, providing an increased
government funding contribution to de,se.

On the cost of connecting to the electricity grid

| understand energy regulators across government are considering this issue.

| understand the ElectriCity Authority (EA) is considering this issue and how it can use
its levers to remavé barriers tashew connections.

Electricitydistribdtion businesses are natural monopolies, so are regulated by the
Commeftee Commission (the Commission) to ensure their revenues and quality of
servicevare reported apd to support pricing that drives towards efficient and reliable
outcomes.

The Commission is reviewing the rules and processes that underpin key aspects of
information disclosure and price-quality regulation applied to distributors.

The targeted review of information disclosure could support increased transparency
to allow the Commission and stakeholders to assess and monitor the performance of
distributors in providing new connections.

The review of price-quality regulation for distributors will consider any barriers to
creating new connections in a timely and cost-effective manner.

Government will publish a draft EV Charging Strategy shortly. The draft Strategy will
seek feedback on actions to support further development of EV charging
infrastructure, including the increasing role for commercial players.

UNCLASSIFIED
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While this work by energy regulatory agencies will take some time, in the meantime,
while not ideal, EECA is prepared to continue to include connection costs as part of
co-funding a public charger. Importantly however, to receive funding these chargers
will need to align with the LETF criteria and the general strategy for journey and
destination charging.

I would recommend that ChargeNet continue to engage with EECA in the first
instance. EECA is willing to do what they can within the existing regulatory
environment to reduce the pain of connections to the network.

On the cost of electricity

Providing affordable and secure electricity supply as we transition to a highly
renewable electricity system is crucial to support electrification of transport and 6 her
parts of our economy and work is underway across government to enable thiss

This Government is working with the electricity sector toenable’an qrderly reduction
in the use of fossil fuels, so that consumers continue to get affordable and reliable
electricity supply during the transition to renewable/€nergy.

The EA is undertaking a comprehensive review,of the wholesale electricity market
and is currently exploring what changes todmarket setting\maybe be required to
promote competition for the longer-term benefit of consumers in the transition towards
100 percent renewable electricity generation.

The Government will also investigate the needfer, electricity market measures to
support affordable and reliablexelectricity supply, while accelerating the transition to a
highly renewable electricity,system over time.

Additionally, this Government is investigating ways to solve the dry year issue without
the need for fossil'fuels through the.New Zealand battery project. The New Zealand
Battery Project will considerJower wholesale electricity prices as one of the criteria
when assessing options tGaddress New Zealand’s dry year risk.
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Document 5
OIA BRIEFING
14 February 2023 0C230048
Hon Michael Wood Action required by:
Minister of Transport Tuesday, 28 February 2023

INFORMATION RELATING TO SALVAGE TUG

Purpose

Seek your agreement to the proposed response to an Official Infarmation Act4982 request.

Name of Requester 59(2)(@)

Request “Can | get all correspondence] interal and extérnal, from the last 5
years held by the Transport-Minister's oeffice, MOT, and/or Maritime
NZ relating to Wellington having a salvage tug.”

Statutory deadline  Tuesday, 28 February, 2023

Risks There is a risksthat the information released will be used to suggest
that by notfunding an emergency towage vessel, the Government is
failing to manage a maritime safety risk. Noting that the requester is
a reparter:

This is'mitigated by the information disclosure also setting out the
reasons why,a publicly funded emergency towage vessel would not
be“a cost-effective intervention to manage the low likelihood risk of a
vessel lesing power offshore.

Recommendations
We recommend you:

1 consider the proposed response to the request under the Official Information Act

1982
2 sign the attached letter to 59(2)(@) Yes/ No
Nick Paterson Hon Michael Wood
Acting Manager, Resilience and Security Minister of Transport
14/02/22 /... /...

IN CONFIDENCE
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Minister’s office to complete: O Approved [ Declined
[0 Seen by Minister [0 Not seen by Minister

O Overtaken by events

Comments

Contacts

Telephone First conitact

Rory Sedgley, Principal Adviser, Resilience and Security

Nick Paterson, Acting Manager, Resilience and Security

IN CONFIDENCE
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INFORMATION RELATING TO SALVAGE TUG

Five documents fall within the scope of the request

1 Table 1 below sets out the documents that fall in the scope of request and our

proposed response.

2 There is a risk that the information released will be used by the requestor to suggest
that by not funding an emergency towage vessel, the Government is failing to
manage a maritime safety risk. Noting that the requester is a reporter.

3 This is mitigated by the information disclosure also setting out the reasons why a

publicly funded emergency towage vessel would not be a cost-effective interyention
to manage the low likelihood risk of a vessel losing power offshore.

May 2018

Table 1
Document Description of informaMhh N\ Previously
O~ R released?
0C220878 - Meeting with the Refused under sectiort18(d)— alrejeﬁy available |yes
Transport Accident Investigation | here
Commission's Chief
Commissioner and Chief
Executive - 12 October 2022
MoT email correspondence with Withhold some material under section 9(2)(a) No
office of Minister Wood — January.
2023
Internal email correspondence™ Withhold some material under section 9(2)(a) No
October 2022
Correspondence between Minister |Withhold some material under section 9(2)(a) and | No
and member ofithé public — section 9(2)(b)(ii)
August 2020
Internal email correspondence — Withhold some material under section 9(2)(a) No

Consultation

4 Maritime New Zealand has been consulted on our proposed response as the
requestor has also submitted a duplicate request for the same information from

Maritime New Zealand.
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s 9(2)(a)

Dear?® 9(2)(a)

| refer to your email dated 30 January 2023, requesting the follewing under the Official
Information Act 1982 (the Act):

“Can | get all correspondence, internal and external{from the last 5 years held by the
Transport Minister's office, MOT, and/or Maritime”NZ relating te-Wellington having a
salvage tug.”

Five documents fall within the scope of yourtequest and are detailed in the document
schedule attached as Annex 1. The schedule outlines how the documents you requested
have been treated under the Act.

Certain information has been refused-or withheld“under the following sections of the Act:

s18(d) that thé_information‘requested is or will soon be publicly available
s9(2)(a) to preteet-the privacy of natural persons
s9(2)(b)(ii) 6 pretect infermation where the making available of the information

would be likely unreasonably to prejudice the commercial position
of the persemwho supplied or who is the subject of the information

With regard 10 the,information that has been withheld under section 9 of the Act, | am
satisfied thatthe feasans farwithholding the information at this time are not outweighed
by public interést considérations that would make it desirable to make the information
available.

You have the right to seek an investigation and review of this response by the
Ombudsman,iin accordance with section 28(3) of the Act. The relevant details can be
found,en the Ombudsman’s website www.ombudsman.parliament.nz

Yours sincerely
Annex 1 - Document Schedule



Document
Number

Document Title / Subject

Decision on release

1 0C220878 - Meeting with the Transport Accident | s18(d) —available_here
Investigation Commission's Chief Commissioner
and Chief Executive - 12 October 2022
2 MoT email correspondence with office of Minister | s9(2)(a)
Wood - January 2023 (!i
3 Internal email correspondence — October 2022 s9(2)(a) V
4 Correspondence between Minister and member of | s9 2%
the public — August 2020 4 \
' A
5 Internal email correspondence — May 2018 (3)(a)('
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From: Tony Frost (Parliament

To: Nick Paterson

Cc: Brent Johnston; HanLing Petredean

Subject: FW: Commission from Minister: Tugs with selvage capacity in Wellington Harbour
Attachments: Appendix One - Reply from TAIC - September 2022.pdf

Appendix One - Letter from John Burton - August 9 2022.pdf

Hi Nick

In light of the Kaitaki incident over the weekend, can MOT provide the office with any further
information on the underlying analysis that they developed to arrive at the position below
please?

Brent — CC’ing you but please forward to the relevant DCE if not you. (L

Nga mihi

Tony Frost (he/him) | Private Secretary (Transport) & &

tony.frost@parliament.govt.nz | S2E)IE)

Office of Hon Michael Wood %2 Q

Minister of Immigration | Minister of Transport | or W@ce Relations and

Safety

Private Bag 18041 | Parliament Buildings | Welli 616 ealand

Office Phone: 59@)@) Email: michgel.Yood am&nt.govt.nz

From: Hanling Petredean Q
Z%ﬂ

Sent: Monday, 30 January 202
To: Tony Frost <Tony.Frost@pafflanfent.

Subject: FW: Commissi% inis‘wQ ith selvage capacity in Wellington Harbour

Hi Tony V

As discusse see belw fpr MOT advice on tugs, which was provided in Oct last year. |
sent this to the inis& x directly at this time but may be of use now given the recent

Kaitaki incident. c)
MoT advicég\

@ n harbour tugs (which includes the tugs for Wellington Harbour), unlike their older
ecessors, are highly specialised and designed for optimal manoeuvrability,

operational efficiency and economy. That specialised capability would be compromised if
the tugs also had to be ocean towage capable.

e However, we are aware that there are some tugs in New Zealand, open water capability,
which could be deployed if need be — we are aware that least one business (Heron
Construction, in Whangarei) operates two smallish ocean-going tugs and Northport
subsidiary NorthTugz also has a couple of tugs with some open water capability.

e Having additional open water tug capability would likely introduce costs that outweigh the



risks, noting:

o Having harbour tugs with dual harbour and open water capability would
compromise existing harbour operational efficiency and functioning.

o Having additional specialised tugs with open water capability in other locations is
likely of little benefit compared to the cost, noting:

= The incident requiring a tug would need to occur close to where the tug is
located to provide additional benefit, and the incident would need to be one
which a tug is appropriate to respond to: we note for example in the case of
the Rena an emergency towage vehicle or an ocean towage capable tug,
even if immediately available, would have been of no help because the (L
was stuck hard and fast on a reef, and attempting to tow it free wou,

torn its hull apart. \
= We consider an incident occurring (where th@va @), that

would meet the conditions above, as unlijgly to occur — gfficlals note there is
no incident they are aware of in the p sQ‘V!ars of?an open water
tug would have provided substantid e ben&{jt. Noting a tug would not
have provided benefit in the cas a@ Reng and open water
capability was not required jg tihe 8d ael Lermontov (1986).

» Additionally, while we a@natt &Id be some situations of engine

failure where an o Q g couldgef Bénéfit (as mentioned in the letter), we
' orily resolved in most cases without

note these sitydti
such a vess n an dditional tugs would only be useful if the
happened to oca a the area of the vessel that had suffered engine
fail% Q

%Wit is p@o add open water tug capability at most ports around NZ
(

ich would&ddress the point of location above), and these tugs could be
<2~usef l i

)
O
=
—

hgrevent of engine failure or in the unlikely incident of event

regu alvage where towage was an option, the cost would be
@gj iCantly disproportionate to the benefit. We note below examples of
ntries with higher maritime risk profiles that only have minimal dedicated
Q emergency towage capability due to the disproportionate costs (with
Q supplementary open water tug capability available through contracting
commercial operators):

e The UK reduced its emergency towage vessel capability from four to
one in 2011, as these vessels were very rarely needed and their cost
was disproportionate to any potential benefit

e South Africa also reduced its emergency towage vessel capability from
two to one, for similar reasons

e Australia has only one dedicated emergency towage vessel for the
highly sensitive Great Barrier Reef and Torres Strait regions.

Nga mihi,






From: Sam Jaffe

To: HanlLing Petredean; Tony Frost (Parliament)
Cc: Travis Mills
Subject: RE: Commission from Minister: Tugs with selvage capacity in Wellington Harbour

Thanks — can MOT provide the office with any of the underlying analysis that they developed to
arrive at their stated position below please?

Alternatively, | can have a conversation with someone

Thanks,
Samuel Jaffe | Ministerial Advisor to Hon Michael Wood

M:59(2)(@) | E: samuel.jaffe@parliament.govt.nz
Parliament Buildings, Wellington, New Zealand %

Authorised by Michael Wood, Parliament Buildings, Wellington

From: Hanling Petredean % &

Sent: Monday, 30 January 2023 9:21 AM
To: Tony Frost <Tony.Frost@parliament.govt.nz>; Sam eI Jaf r |ament govt.nz>
é gp C|t

Subject: FW: Commission from Minister: Tugs with selv We ngton Harbour

Hi Tony and Sam, %
ﬁwas provided in Oct last year. |

As discussed, please see below for MOT adyvi tug
sent this to the Minister’s inbox dlreC|s time u be of use now given the recent

Kaitaki incident. @
MoT advice: % 02

e Modern harbour h|ch des the tugs for Wellington Harbour), unlike their older
predecess |ghly ed and designed for optimal manoeuvrability,
operatl ff |ency and nomy. That specialised capability would be compromised if
thet o an towage capable.

e However, ar are that there are some tugs in New Zealand, open water capability,
which ¢ eployed if need be — we are aware that least one business (Heron

Con ion; in Whangarei) operates two smallish ocean-going tugs and Northport
QI

su ary NorthTugz also has a couple of tugs with some open water capability.

ing additional open water tug capability would likely introduce costs that outweigh the
risks, noting:

o Having harbour tugs with dual harbour and open water capability would
compromise existing harbour operational efficiency and functioning.

o Having additional specialised tugs with open water capability in other locations is
likely of little benefit compared to the cost, noting:



The incident requiring a tug would need to occur close to where the tug is
located to provide additional benefit, and the incident would need to be one
which a tug is appropriate to respond to: we note for example in the case of
the Rena an emergency towage vehicle or an ocean towage capable tug,
even if immediately available, would have been of no help because the ship
was stuck hard and fast on a reef, and attempting to tow it free would have
torn its hull apart.

= We consider an incident occurring (where there is a salvage need), that
would meet the conditions above, as unlikely to occur — officials note there is
no incident they are aware of in the past 50 years of which an open water
tug would have provided substantial salvage benefit. Noting a tug would
have provided benefit in the case of the Rena (2011) and open water

capability was not required in the case of the Mikael Lgrmontov (19

» Additionally, while we agree that there could b % glne
failure where an open tug could of benefit ( a& etter), we
note these situations can be satisfactorilysgsolved in m{?es without
such a vessel —and in any event additj Qﬂgs Woul e useful if the
happened to be located near the ar@ve ves d suffered engine
failure.

= While it is possible to ad §Wate& ;Elhty at most ports around NZ
at

(which would address th t ofg i®p above), and these tugs could be

useful in the even glne fai the unlikely incident of event

requiring salva% tow an option, the cost would be

significantl rti he benefit. We note below examples of
%gher e risk profiles that only have minimal dedicated

countrieswi
esenq towagg’c |ty due to the disproportionate costs (with

sup ary%g water tug capability available through contracting

Wercm
2@ e TheU duced its emergency towage vessel capability from four to

2011, as these vessels were very rarely needed and their cost

YQS disproportionate to any potential benefit

outh Africa also reduced its emergency towage vessel capability from
two to one, for similar reasons

QQ e Australia has only one dedicated emergency towage vessel for the

highly sensitive Great Barrier Reef and Torres Strait regions.

Nga mihi;

HanLing Petredean (she/her) | Private Secretary (Transport)
hanling.petredean@parliament.govt.nz | 921




From: Rory Sedgley

To: Ministers Office

Cc: James Macleod; Nick Paterson; Jono Reid; Paul Fistonich
Subject: For info: media response salvage tug in Wellington
Date: Monday, 30 January 2023 11:00:40 am

Attachments: image002.png

EW Commission from Minister Tugs with selvage capacity in Wellington Harbour.msg

Hi Tony, Hanling,

| thought you ought to be aware that we are planning a short response to a media enquiry (see
below) received this morning in relation to a proposal for Crown funding of tugs with salvage
capabilities in Wellington. There has been some public commentary about the suitability of the
Centreport tugs used to support the Kaitaki incident response on Saturday.

We intend to respond with a statement attributable to a Te Manatt Waka spokesperson: %L

Te Manati Waka is aware of historic proposals for Crown fundi lvage t

capability. The matter has been kept under review with Ma, w Z@d, and port
companies remain responsible for the provision of tug ca&ty. C)

To give you some background, concerns about the la
recently been raised in a letter to the TAIC Chief C i j ust 22 from John Burton, a
Partner at Izard Weston Lawyers who specialisesg

X understand that TAIC
discussed this issue, and the correspondence w r , ava meeting with the Minister in

B
October 22. v
The Minister requested some advi@s, m reattaching now, and which remains

current. %
Please let me know if y@& any CQQ)F would like additional information.

Rory %\/

Rory Sedgle& N V
s 9(2)(a) \Eeagley@transgort.govt.nz | transport.govt.nz

From: $9@@

Sent: Monday, 30 January 2023 9:30 am

To: Vince Cholewa (Maritime NZ) <Vince.Cholewa@maritimenz.govt.nz>; Media Mailbox
<media@transport.govt.nz>

Subject: Salvage tug in Wellington

(2]

Hi MoT and Maritime NZ,
| am told that CentrePort was asked for funding from Maritime NZ and MOT to upgrade the
current Wellington tugs to have salvage capabilities. Can | get confirmation of this and an



explanation of why this was declined?
Cheers

s9(2)(a)

Senior reporter

10 Brandon Seet,
Wellington 6011

The information contained in this e-mail message and any accompanying files is or may be confidential. If

are not the intended recipient, any use, dissemination, reliance, forwarding, printing or copying of this e-

any attached files is unauthorised. This e-mail is subject to copyright. No part of it shguld be reprodu@
adapted or communicated without the written consent of the copyright owner. If receiv isE-mail
in error please advise the sender immediately by return e-mail or telephone all &S’cu does
not guarantee the accuracy or completeness of any information containe is email gmattached files.
Internet communications are not secure, therefore Stuff does not accgpglegal r sponsit@r the contents of
this message or attached files.

MINISTRY OF TRANSPORT

Tel: +64 4 439 9000 |

Wellington (Head Office) | Ground Floor, 3 Queens % Bo&@ellington 6011 | NEW ZEALAND |

Qu eet | PO Box 106238 | Auckland City |

Disclaimer: This email is only in

d%oe re H named recipient. It may contain information which is

of legal f ge. If you are not the intended recipient you must delete
rmati tained in it. Legal privilege is not waived because you have read

confidential, proprietary or t
this email and may not use'

this email. V
Please conside %ﬂme\bek printing this email.
NV




From: Jono Reid

To: Tom Forster; Harriet Shelton; Roger Brown

Cc: HanlLing Petredean; Sarah Polaschek; Megan Moffet

Subject: Commission from Minister: Tugs with selvage capacity in Wellington Harbour
Date: Wednesday, 12 October 2022 10:42:33 am

Attachments: RE Query - Tugs with selvage capacity in Wellington Harbour.msg
Appendix One - Reply from TAIC - September 2022.pdf
Appendix One - Letter from John Burton - August 9 2022.pdf
image001.png

Hi Tom, Harriet and Roger,

The Minister met with the Transport Accident Investigation Commission just before. At the
meeting, the Chief Commissioner raised the attached letter she received from John Burton. | had
sought some information around the matter from Roger last week (attached), and this
discussion was conveyed to the Minister. He also recalled receiving a similar letter from I\/Ir

Burton. @

The Minister was keen for the Ministry to explore the matter furt cluding general
advice around selvage capacity in Wellington Harbour and risks. He Was keerﬁje rstand
more about who is the responsible agency for leading proc ent and nce issues, as

well as understanding the wider capacity across NZ (Ha rah pIe add if I missed
anything).

Not sure who the best lead on such adV|ce chat to work this through?
Cheers,

Jono Reid
Kaitohutohu Matamua, K
Te Manatu Waka Mi

s 9(2)(a) | % .

an a ipal Adviser, Governance

.govt.nz | transport.govt.nz



From: Nick Paterson

To: Roger Brown

Subject: RE: Emergency towage

Date: Tuesday, 18 October 2022 10:39:00 am
Attachments: image001.png

Thanks Roger

Nicolaas Paterson

FREIG) | E: n.paterson@transport.govt.nz | www.transport.govt.nz

From: Roger Brown <r.brown@transport.govt.nz> @ q
Sent: Tuesday, 18 October 2022 10:27 am \
To: Nick Paterson <N.Paterson@transport.govt.nz> &

(@

Cc: Jono Reid <J.Reid@transport.govt.nz>; Tom Forster <t.forste nspor@ nz>
Subject: Emergency towage

A few things to draw on for your purposes: Q@ %

Until 2011, the UK Marine and Coastguard A rat ergency Towage Vessels
(ETVs) as a risk mitigation measure for counter- p IIutlon oses. The four vessels were
commissioned in the aftermath of the Sea Empress Bibspill at Milford Haven, to provide
dedicated, strategically located cap @ un oast. The reduction in 2011 to a single

vessel, stationed near the Nort% eIds I that retaining four ships that were rarely,

if ever, called into action was disgroportiopatelly expensive relative to the risk, while commercial
: market. This was despite UK waters being very

heavily trafficked (the ime iflent Investigation Branch has questioned this approach

' in the Dover Strait in 2016).

South Africadogim¥Sionedwo TVs in the 1970s (the model for the UK initiative, as it happens),
also in respons&to a ma er incident, but in due course reduced that to a one vessel and

now appears to re mercial vessel availability — for similar reasons. It would be fair to

assume that thx malntalmng standby capability that stood idle was also a driver for this
scaled back h.

The Maritime Safety Authority has one dedicated ETV for the highly sensitive Great
Barrie fand Torres Strait regions and has contracted towage capable of open water towage
around some 11 major ports, as well as the potential to contract or direct vessels of opportunity
to assist, if required. This is in no small measure a reflection of the huge scale of bulk shipping of
coal and minerals from ports all around the Australian coast and the attendant risks, given the
size of the ships, the amount of fuel they carry, and the pollution potential from a major
casualty. NZ has no remotely comparable risk profile.

While NZ has also experienced an oil spill by courtesy of the Rena grounding, an ETV or an ocean
towage capable tug, even if immediately available, would have been of no help because the ship
was stuck hard and fast on a reef, and attempting to tow it free would have torn its hull apart.



Given the length of New Zealand’s coastline and the distances between the main ports, installing
emergency towage capability at a single location is always liable to be fraught unless an
emergency fortuitously (so to speak) happens nearby. At the same time, addressing that
problem by having capability at multiple locations would be disproportionate to the volume of
shipping traffic and relative risk level.

The alternative of having a port company, or port companies, acquire harbour tugs capable of

open water towage would be problematic operationally, so even if the cost difference of

sourcing a dual-purpose tug were to be paid for by a fairy godmother, this would be
disadvantageous. That aside, there might well be potential for competing interests where a

port’s immediate operational imperatives happened to coincide with a potential emergency (L

response. %

Modern harbour tugs, unlike their older predecessors, are highly speci I apd deS|
%sa

optimal manoeuvrability, operational efficiency and economy. That |I|ty ould
be compromised if the tugs also had to be ocean towage capabl the vessels’
open water capability would be compromised by the need s per orm h bo r towage —
effectively they would be perpetuating the drawbacks in he oI eration of tugs.
At least one other business (Heron Construction, |n Qp two smalhsh ocean-
going tugs and Northport subsidiary NorthTugz ;‘ugs with some open water

capability. 0
Otherwise, as was the case with the R¢ Ivage o) % suitable vessels had to be brought
in from overseas. @ @

Finally, with reference to a se%r shi iy power, you would expect that the first response
would be to drop the ancor prev t ip drifting into further trouble pending resolution

of the problem or evac fth nger though of course Murphy’s Law might see this
happening in a %o chan avy weather.



From: Tristan Culpan

To: s 9(2)(a)
Subject: M201098 Reply from Hon Julie Anne Genter, Associate Minister of Transport
Date: Wednesday, 19 August 2020 11:20:00 am

Téna koe 5 92@&)

On behalf of Hon Julie Anne Genter, Associate Minister of Transport, please find below a reply to
your correspondence.

Dear  2@)@

Thank you for your email to Hon Twyford of 14 July 2020 regarding the purcha f
an emergency response vessel (ERV). Your correspondence has been referre
as the matter you have raised falls under my portfolio of respons

The main challenge with this issue is to provide an eﬁectl\& bi |ty reasonable

cost, given New Zealand's 14,000 km long coastline. Studies,have hat of the
wide variety of types of maritime incidents, only a remely b set would
have had improved outcomes if an ERV or out capable @Was immediately
available.

response vessel must be sufficiently rea n su ose so as to be able to
render assistance before a resultlng c en su as a grounding or collision)

Where vessels encounter issues such as ;poss of steering, then any
cl 7 cl

occurs. Where the vessel in dIS om preventative services (such
as pumps) before any aCCId erwces must be sufficiently ready
and sufficiently close. Resp v se be available continuously with rapid
response times and also% sel d to the scene of the incident if any
preventative action is t asibl quires multiple vessels to cover a long
coastline.

Unfortunately, ves expensive and the level of crewing and support
required (fo e salv& nd towage capabilities, and 24/7 availability) make
the on-go

ort cbvugh Given the constrained economic climate as a result
we ha to consider the allocation of funding for various initiatives
even more car an usual. While we are not currently considering financial
support for a @Ne remain committed to safety in the maritime sector.

| appreci our concern for the complexities surrounding the environment and your
pond to potential incidents such as vessel groundings.

wish
Than:ou again for taking the time to write with your concerns.
Naku noa, na

Hon Julie Anne Genter
Associate Minister of Transport

Nga mihi koe,
Tristan



=

Tristan Culpan| Hekeretari Matua | Office of Hon Julie Anne Genter | Associate Minister of
Transport
Level 6.C Bowen House | Parliament Buildings | Wellington | New Zealand



s 9(2)(a)

From:

To: Tristan Culpan

Subject: M201098 EMAIL 1/2 - FW: NEW ZEALAND - EMERGENCY RESPONSE VESSEL (ERV) 2020 - FOLLOW UP
Date: Tuesday, 14 July 2020 2:59:47 pm

foms9R@ sS@AON

Sent: Tuesday, 14 July 2020 2:59 PM

To: P Twyford (MIN) <P.Twyford@ministers.govt.nz>

Cc: S Jones (MIN) <s.jones@ministers.govt.nz>; J Genter (MIN) <j.genter@ministers.govt.nz>
Subject: NEW ZEALAND - EMERGENCY RESPONSE VESSEL (ERV) 2020 - FOLLOW UP

Dear Ministers, | haven’t had any response as yet to me previous correspondence (below %L
just wanted to follow up in light of the recent near miss with the Funing yéssel at Port.o
Tauranga which ran aground.

“Dual investigations have been launched after a log carrier's engine Wled at@ance to Port

of Tauranga this morning.

The Singaporean-registered log carrier, Funing-969091 s pound gr ChEa when it lost power

at the entrance to the Port of Tauranga about 12.3

Without power, it could not steer and drifted to ne/ at the base of Mauao. It

is believed to have snagged a marker buoy”Q

As per my note below, | would like Qd arr eeting with the relevant people in

Government. Could you pIease% ow Q& to go about this.
Kind regards @?“

R
O

| A
m—_—

1 April 2020 2:32 pm
inisters.govt.nz

Dear Ministers,

| am writing to you in what is a revisit to my previous correspondence with Government in the

pre and post RENA days.




To the present day; since the RENA, we have been advocating for NZ to have it’s own ERV, as in
the event of a similar maritime incident, or response requirement, there is currently no ERV
capability. We work closely with Maritime NZ in other areas, but | understand their budgets ar %

not geared for something of this significance. %

| am of the opinion, that there is presently a unique opportunity to re- ethe NZ

strategy and as such, ¥ to be permitted to present a busme Govgrnment (in
confidence). &

There are certain current market factors that | believe cle ow is e The key factor

plummeting for the last 12 months. Now in the C1 been exacerbated, a

is a severely distressed Offshore Support Vessel market; sel v%es ve been
suitable high end vessel could be acquired for a f |t | d costs.

This would not only be a cornerstone busm@d heg ge and protect NZ coastline; it

would generate 50 — 60 full time p05| oth ma d technical / management support,
the employment would surely be a t ry seeks to develop new and
sustainable initiatives coming Th . peration could be implemented within 3 -
6 months. ‘ O

The funding for the ves%u Q

Id c om us; we will actually buy the vessel, however this
would be based i contract with the Government.

nd | 'O(anrd to hearing from either of you in due course.
Yours sincerely, < :\l

=
— 1

Thanks in a

f’%

gl;!




From: Natasha Rave

To: Tom Forster; Ken Hopper; Shelley Tucker

Cc: Nick Paterson

Subject: RE: Minister meeting with the Maritime Union National Council at 9.00 — 9.45am on Wednesday 9 May
Date: Monday, 7 May 2018 10:41:30 am

Hi Tom and Ken,

Please find our proposed responses for items relating to offshore oil and gas exploration and the
importance of establishing a fast response rescue vessel for NZ coast outlined below:

Offshore oil & gas exploration e.g. future of industry

Recent Government announcements on the future of offshore oil and gas

e Offshore oil and gas is the responsibility of the Hon Dr Megan Woods, Minister of
Energy and Resources.

e In April 2018, Government announced its long-term direction fgr offshore oi %
exploration, in particular that it will not grant new deep-s d gas t|on
permits.

Financial security regime for offshore oil and gas installations &

e Officials from the Ministry of Transport, I\/Iar|t| Zeal the Ministry of
Business of Innovation and Employment ar W ing%o ensure operators of
offshore installations have an approprl of fi assurance to cover the
costs in the instance of a significan ||I @ of work falls under the
responsibility of the Hon Julie Ann % \ inister of Transport.

e Under the Maritime Transport 994 erators of offshore installations are
required to obtain certifi @ finsura er aemonstrate that they have sufficient

financial assurance to€cofe eir_li
certificates is the

€s in the event of a spill. The issuing of
ich the financial risks of costs falling to third

parties or to th are . Marine Protection Rules Part 102 (Part 102)
sets out th men - ners must meet to obtain this Certificate.
e Part 102 ren ers to have insurance or financial security that covers
stat |I|t|es t aximum of 14 million International Monetary Fund units,
roximately NzZS$27 million. Modelling indicates this figure is
flClent r third party clean-up and compensation costs in the event of a
5|gn|f|
oin2 rewous Government sought to adjust the financial assurance regime for
ore installations by amending Part 102 to:

o provide a scaled framework for identifying the assurance amount required for clean-up and
compensation, ranging from NZS$25 million to NZ$600 million to better reflect the risks
posed by a significant oil spill;

o refine the scope of assurance to align with the availability of insurance products on the
international market, whilst maintaining the full liability of operators; and

o make a provision for the Director or Maritime New Zealand to consider well containment in
assessing the total assurance requirements.

e |n February, Cabinet noted the intention to consult on increasing the maximum amount
under the scaled framework from S600 million to $800 million to better address the



financial risk associated with a potential oil spill. The previous government originally
consulted on the $800 million maximum.

e This consultation process returned fifteen submissions on the proposed amendment.
Officials are now working on options for Ministers’ to consider in order to implement
the amended Rule, including a feasible implementation timeframe

Importance of establishing a fast response rescue vessel for NZ coast to deal with disasters
such as Rena
e Government has been asked to support the provision of this type of vessel on several
occasions. The challenge is to provide an effective capability at a reasonable cost
given New Zealand's 14,000 km long coastline.

e New Zealand has a reasonable level of Search and Rescue capability to address %
safety-of-life aspects of incidents. The assumption is that the topic relates to
e

to support salvage and towage operations - typically know

s, Emergenc
vessels (ETVs). \

e Studies have shown that of the wide variety of types OQ' e inci&only a small
sub-set would have improved outcomes if a fast tespon®e rescle vassel or ETV was
available. If a vessel faces a threat such as los er or eering then the
ETV must be sufficiently ready and suffici ose as\to be able to render
assistance before the vessel strikes. é

e For a scenario where the ETV could% the n distress with preventative
services (such as pumps) befo@ ccid %rs then the services must have
very high availability, that is be suffi entlyz\dy nd sufficiently close.

o ETV coverage needs to bedv e 24 pid response times and closely located
to the scene of the% fan% ative action is to be feasible. This requires

multiple vessels to“€Over a @ astline. Suitable vessels are expensive and the

level of crewi supp quired (salvage and towage capabilities, 24/7
availability 4 n-going support costs high. The UK had four ETVs on
perma reduced this to one due to operating and maintenance

cost ne reta was a political decision after pressure from the Scottish

QE t'?\\/
e The RENA ir& tis a good example of a scenario where an ETV would have made no
differghce whatsoever to the outcomes; in that case the vessel was heavily grounded
a X damaged immediately the accident occurred. An ETV could not have
toyled the vessel or undertaken any meaningful salvage or pollution prevention
Qctivities.

OAaritime NZ commissioned independent expert studies into this issue in 2005 and
again in 2015. The studies highlighted the challenges of the substantial costs of
providing a full, comprehensive capability given the very low likelihood of an incident
where the availability of an ETV would make a meaningful difference.

e The studies considered that optimising the capabilities of assets that are already
available and working jointly with Ports to support improved tug capabilities offered
more cost effective capability given the risk level.

e New Zealand does have a small number of potentially suitable vessels already in
commercial operations, for example the off-shore support vessel in Taranaki and the



ocean going tug in Wellington. Maritime NZ has been working with the operators of
these vessels to establish the potential to use them in any future incidents.

e Maritime NZ does not consider that there is a justifiable case for the provision of a
group of dedicated ETVs (minimum number required to give meaningful coverage is
estimated to be four) but does consider that the latent capability of vessels in New
Zealand now and planned for the future should be optimised/maximised.

e Maritime NZ is developing a funding proposal for overall Maritime Incident Response
Capability. This proposal includes funding to improve the capabilities of a number of
existing tugs and support vessels.

Cheers Ken. Let me know if you require anything else.

Tash ©

Dr Natasha Rave %
Principal Adviser | Resilience & Security | Regulatory and Data Group

Ministry of Transport — Te Manatii Waka

s 9(2)(a) | www.transport.govt.nz
Enabling New Zealanders to flourish

From: Tom Forster

Sent: Friday, 4 May 2018 7:07 PM
To: Peter Mee (Parliament) <Peter.Mee@parliament
Cc: Erin Wynne <e.wynne@transport.govt.nz>; Sh
Natasha Rave <N.Rave@transport.govt.nz>; K
Subject: RE: Minister meeting with the Maritim
Wednesday 9 May

ion ionakCouncil at 9.00 — 9.45am on

Hi Peter,

Most of the issues are really not in I am get someone to put together the final
briefing but can Erin's team and ovide the content (i.e your write up that
goes into the briefing rather tha i |n er briefings that we have to wade through to

get relevant stuff).

Given the tight timefram Qod say lunchtime or latest 2 pm on Monday.
Cheers

Tom

From: Peter par ent govt.nz]
Sent: Friday; 01 SV
ste

To: Tom For
Cc: Erin Wynne \
Subject: Minister @1 with the Maritime Union National Council at 9.00 — 9.45am on Wednesday

9 May \

Evening Q

The M is meeting with the Maritime Union National Council at 9.00 — 9.45am on

Wed 9 May. He will be speaking with the National Council on the Government’s transport
strategy, and how ports and coastal shipping factor in the strategy. Issues the Council would like

to discuss include:
-The Labour Party’s SeaChange document - Rail & Freight

- Cabotage — possibility of a feasibility study - Rail & Freight
-Safety — enforceable maritime regulations - ICT

-Support for NZ shipping industry re overseas competition - Rail & Freight (this | believe may
be related to section 198)



- Offshore oil & gas exploration eg future of industry, - RAS
- Explain Just Transition & who pays for it (not sure what this is about)
- Creation of a Sovereignty fund for the future (Not sure what this is about)

-Importance of establishing a fast response rescue vessel for NZ coast to deal with disasters
such as Rena - RAS

- State owned shipping line — possibility of a feasibility study - Probably Rail and Freight

- The much needed Govt funding for sea-service component of maritime training, and
maritime training in general - ICT

Can we please have the usual meeting briefing prepared for this one: background on the
organisation, attendees, and information on the subjects the Council would like to raise. Can this

be in the office by 4pm Tuesday 8 May”? %

Happy to discuss.

el Q\Q/ N

Peter Mee
Private Secretary — Transport &

Office of Hon Phil Twyford | Minister of Transport C)




BUDGET SENSITIVE

Document 7
15 February 2023 0C230049
Hon Michael Wood Action required by:
Minister of Transport Monday, 20 February 2023

2023 MARCH BASELINE UPDATE FOR VOTE TRANSPORT

Purpose

Seek your approval of the 2023 March Baseline Update (MBU) Submission for Vote
Transport, prior to submitting it to the Minister of Finance. The/Submission needs to be
signed before 1pm on Monday, 20 February 2023 to meet the Treasury deadline for this
process. One soft copy of the submission needs to be delivered to the-Minister of Finance’s
office.

Key points

o The MBU submission updates the Vete/Transport figures in the Treasury’s financial
system for any Cabinet decisignhs‘and other adjustments that have been agreed since
the 2022 October Baselinedpdate submission'was finalised in November 2022. MBU
is important as it enables.the Treasuryto make the correct in-year revisions and
ensure that the Economie”and Fiscal'dpdates are as accurate as possible.

o While MBU is atéchnical update, with its contents designed to require no approval by
Cabinet, it does provide an oppertunity to seek joint Ministers’ agreement to make
changes to'baselines that joint Ministers have the authority to approve and to adjust
the future spending profile*of multi-year appropriations.

o All changes in the update are explained in the submission except for any prior
Cabinet or jeint Minister decisions which are summarised in this briefing.

o Vote Trapsport has 8 tagged contingencies that need to be monitored and managed,
with/total funding over $3.2 billion over the next five financial years. Tagged
centingencies are not included in MBU as the funding has not been appropriated.
Given the number and size of the tagged contingencies, a table listing each tagged
contingency, expiry dates, and the expected phasing across financial years is
provided in this briefing.

BUDGET SENSITIVE
Page 1 of 6



BUDGET SENSITIVE

Recommendations

We recommend you:

1 sign the attached 2023 March Baseline Update submission for VVote Transport to

Yes / No
the Minister of Finance

2 deliver one soft copy of the signed submission to the Minister of Finance’s office
by 1pm on Monday, 20 February 2023. Yes / No

Paul Laplanche Hon Michael qb(

Chief Financial Officer Minister of ort

1970252023 = s /&
Minister’s office to complete: O Approved Q~ O [?@
Q/ N

B
[0 Seen by Mini é seen by Minister
O Oveﬂa@ent@
Comments 0 &\

Contacts

Telephone First contact

BUDGET SENSITIVE

Page 2 of 6



BUDGET SENSITIVE

2023 MARCH BASELINE UPDATE FOR VOTE TRANSPORT

The March Baseline Update is a technical update to the Vote Transport figures
in the Treasury’s financial system

1

The March Baseline Update (MBU) submission updates the Vote Transport figures in
the Treasury’s financial system (CFISnet?) for any Cabinet decisions and other
adjustments that have been agreed since the 2022 October Baseline Update
submission was finalised in November 2022. MBU is important as it enables the
Treasury to make the correct in-year revisions and ensure that the Economic and
Fiscal Updates are as accurate as possible.

While MBU is a technical update, with its contents designed to require no approval by
Cabinet, it does provide an opportunity to seek joint Ministers’‘agreement to make
changes to baselines that joint Ministers have the authority toxapprove and to.adjust
the future spending profile of multi-year appropriations.

The adjustments fall into the following categories:

3.1 Cabinet or joint Minister decisions already made since theilast update (which
are described in this briefing, not in the MBY subnission)

3.2 expense or capital transfers — transfers of appropriations between years

3.3 fiscally neutral adjustments — transfers ©ffunding between appropriations that
do not affect the overall‘commitmentiof funding

3.4 forecasting change€s —seme appropriations may be altered if their source
funding is forecast'to.change

3.5 other techfical changes

3.6 extensionof taggéd eontingencies — tagged contingencies cease to exist on 1
Eelruary of the following year, unless joint Ministers agree to extend the expiry
date

Adjustments™of types 3.2 to 3.6 above may be made with the approval of joint
Ministers«(yeu and the Minister of Finance) as permitted by Cabinet Office Circular
(18) 2¢0r seetion 9 of the Land Transport Management Act 2003. Your signature on
thesattached submission and the Minister of Finance’s letter notifying the outcome of
the Update constitutes approval in this case.

Attached to the submission will be two tables showing the MBU adjustments. These
are the standard reports generated from the Treasury’s CFISnet system.

This briefing includes an annex (Annex 1: Appropriation Amounts). This shows the
amount of each appropriation in Vote Transport per year from 2022/23 to 2026/27
after the MBU changes are made, as well as the 2022/23 appropriation from the 2022
October Baseline Update (i.e. prior to MBU changes). Appropriation amounts affected

1 CFISnet consolidates financial information from all departments, Crown entities and other Crown-
controlled entities, for all of Government budgeting and reporting.

BUDGET SENSITIVE
Page 3 of 6



BUDGET SENSITIVE

by MBU changes are highlighted in green. A summary of the total changes from the
2022 October Baseline Update to MBU for 2022/23 to 2026/27 has also been
provided at the end of each of the two tables. This is for your information only and is
not included with the MBU submission to the Minister of Finance.

The submission to the Minister of Finance includes a recommendation that
appropriation changes be included in the 2022/23 Supplementary Estimates, and
increases be met from Imprest Supply in the interim. This is important, as the 2022/23
Supplementary Estimates will be an Act that will validate changes made to
appropriations since the 2022/23 Estimates, and Imprest Supply is the mechanism to
facilitate the changes until the 2022/23 Supplementary Estimates Act is passed.

There are no unusual items in the submission

8

There are no unusual items in this submission and the Te Manati/Vaka Ministry of
Transport (the Ministry) has followed the template format-previded bydhe Treasury.

All changes in the update are explained in the submission, ‘excep. forfany prior
Cabinet or joint Minister decisions, which are not regtired in the*written submission.
However, the fiscal impacts of these prior deciSions_ are ineluded in the tables
attached to the submission. For completeneSsythese priar-decisions are summarised
below:

9.1 Cabinet approved a further extension of thie,temporary reductions to Fuel
Excise Duty, Road User Charges; Publie.Jransport fares and Track User
Charges to 30 June 2023, including @approving funding of $718 million to top up
the National Land Transport Fundioer the land transport revenue losses caused
by the temporary geductions [SAB-23-MIN-0009].

9.2 Cabinet approved-the reallocation of Northern Pathway funding under the New
Zealand Upgrade Programme (held within the New Zealand Upgrade
Programme tagged,contingency) to two new projects:

9,2,1'$80 million capital expenditure for the Ngauranga to Petone Shared
Pathway ‘Rrgject [DEV-22-MIN-0297, CAB-22-MIN-0564]; and

9.2.2 $200\million operating expenditure to contribute to Auckland Transport’s
share of the Eastern Busway Project [ENV-22-MIN-0042, CAB-22-MIN-
0462].

9.3 (. Cabinet approved the drawdown of the $131.000 million tagged contingency for
strategic land acquisition for Auckland Light Rail, provided for through Budget
2022 decisions [DEV-22-MIN-0298, CAB-22-MIN-0564].

9.4 Cabinet approved funding to Air Chathams and Intercity to support transport
connectivity to the Chatham Islands and the West Coast by establishing the
Transport Connectivity with Isolated Communities appropriation, transferring a
$2.500 million underspend from the Maintaining Essential Transport
Connectivity MYA [DEV-22-MIN-0310, CAB-22-MIN-0587].

9.5 Joint Ministers approved a request from Waka Kotahi for the use of land
transport revenue to fund $116.610 million over five years for Waka Kotahi’'s
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regulatory functions through section 9(1A) of the Land Transport Management
Act 2003 [0C220881].

9.6 Joint Ministers approved increased funding for the search and rescue sector for
2023/24 ($11.750 million) and 2024/25 ($12.702 million), funded through
section 9(1) of the Land Transport Management Act 2003. This funding was
provided as an interim measure to continue to support the sector while the
Recreational Safety and Search and Rescue Review continues [OC220931].

9.7 Joint Ministers (including the Minister for Economic and Regional Development)
approved a fiscally neutral adjustment of $4 million from the Regional State
Highways MYA to the Supporting Regional and Infrastructure Projects ($1
million) and Infrastructure Projects ($3 million) categories of the Tuawhenua
Provincial Growth Fund as part of reprioritisation within the Supporting Reg ons
Programme [OC220944].

9.8 You approved a transfer of $1.873 million from the Public*Transport
Concessions category to the Administration category of the Gemmunity
Connect Programme multi-category appropriation. This is to,meet the increased
costs of implementation of the scheme by publiCtransport authorities
[©0C220982].

Land transport revenue forecasting is stiti*te be finalised

10

11

12

13

The Ministry is classified as a forecasting department, as it is responsible for
forecasting land transport tax<evenue.

The Treasury will providesthe eConomic data used for forecasting purposes in
February 2023, and restlts of theferecasting exercise will be finalised by late March
2023. Preliminary revenue forecast results will be entered into the Treasury’s CFISnet
system on 15 Febrdary 2023%but will not be included in the attached submission or
tables to the Minister of Rinance.

Any changeés t0 land transport revenue will be matched by changes to the National
Land Transport Rrograpime appropriations. The Land Transport Management Act
2003 provides«a permanent legislative authority (PLA) for such changes to these
appropriations, se the changes do not require the approval of joint Ministers.

Informatien*about the forecast land transport revenue and its effect on the delivery of
the/urrent Government Policy Statement on land transport will be included in a
separate briefing to you and the Minister of Finance. The Ministry will advise you
immediately of any concerns with the levels of actual revenue compared to forecast.

This briefing provides an update on the tagged contingencies within Vote
Transport

14

There are 8 tagged contingencies within Vote Transport, with a large number created
through Budget 2022 decisions. The total funding available in these tagged
contingencies is more than $3.2 billion over the next five financial years.
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15 Tagged contingencies are not reported in the Treasury’s financial system as the
funding has not been appropriated. However, it is important that they are managed
effectively and expiry dates are extended where appropriate.

16 To increase the visibility of the tagged contingencies within Vote Transport a table
listing each tagged contingency, expiry dates, and the expected phasing across
financial years is provided in this briefing (Annex 2: Tagged Contingencies in Vote
Transport).

Consultation

17 The entities affected by these changes have been consulted and agree to them,
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ANNEX 1: APPROPRIATION AMOUNTS

Items highlighted green are amounts that have changes since the 2022 October Baseline

Update. All numbers are in $000s.

Departmental appropriations

OBU MBU 2023
2022 22123 23124 24/25 25/26 26/27
Output expenses
Search and Rescue Activity
Coordinatiori PLA 6,843 5,863 5,026 4,046 37580 3,580
Search and Rescue Training 1,587 1,587 700 - - -
Transport — Policy advice, ministerial
servicing, governance, and other 66,852 64,897 5¢,561 46,926 45,926 45,926
functions
Auckland Light Rail Unit MYA 57,132 10,000 - - - -
Total departmental appropriations 132,414 82,347 63,287 50,972 49,506 49,506
Full OBU 2022 forecast 132,414 59,386 50,506 49,506 49,506
Change from OBU 2022 (50,067) 3,901 466 - -
Non-departmental appropriations
OBUY MBU 2023
2022 22123 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27

A. CLASSES OF OUTPUTS TO
BE SUPPLIED BY ORGS
OTHER THAN THE DEPT
Accident or Incident Investigation
and Reporting 7,247 7,247 7,865 7,199 7,199 7,199
Weather Forecasts and Wafnings 25,724 25,724 25,724 25,724 25,724 25,724
;a”d. Transport Regulatgly 8,173 5473 10873 8173 7,923 7,923

ervices
SuperGold Card’— Administration
of the Public Aransport 95 95 95 95 95 95
Concegsions,Scheme MCA
Mariti\g BEgulatory and 9,299 9,299 9,299 9,299 9,299 9,299
Response Services
Road User Charges Investigation
and Erforcamerit 6,986 6,986 3,779 3,779 3,779 3,779
Road User Charges Refunds 3,120 3,120 3,010 3,012 3,012 3,012
Clean Car Standard - Operation 14,908 14,908 11,842 11,842 11,842 11,842
Health and Safety at Work - CAA 1,201 1,201 1,201 1,201 1,201 1,201
uea.'t.h and Safety at Work - 10544 | 10544 10814 11124 11244 11244

aritime
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OBU MBU 2023

2022 22/23 23124 24/25 25/26 26/27
PGF - Supporting Regional and
Infrastructure Projects MCA o o AL ) ) )
Protection Transport Agency
Functions MYA (AvSec) 117,968 83,548 34,420 ) ) )
Protection Transport Agency
Functions MYA (CAA) 23,593 17,600 2,793 ) } )
Protection Transport Agency
Functions MYA (MNZ) 31,745 22,330 9.415 ) ) )
Restoration SH1 between Picton
and Christchurch MCA T s = ; " :
Administration of the Automatic
Dependent Surveillance-
Broadcast Transponders Rebate 272 272 ) ) ) )
Scheme
COVID-19 - NLTF Operating Cost
Pressure and Revenue Shortfall 44 533 43,533 1,000 - - -
Funding MCA
Capital Investment Package -
Operating costs MCA 25,690 2,080, 23,60 } ) }
Civil Aviation and Maritime
Security Services 2,624 2,624 2142 1,924 1,924 1,924
Clean Vehicle Discount Scheme —
Administration MVA 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000
Rail — Grants MYA 42,906 41,884 38,810 11,363 11,552 13,359
Funding for temporary decreases
in Fuel Excise Duty, Road User
Charges, Public Transport fares 900,781 1,618,781 - - - -
and Railway Track User Chafges
MYA
Community Connect -
Administration of Community 3,934 5,807 317 211 211 211
Connect MCA
Public Transport/Bus
Decarbonisatid MYA 4,290 4,290 8,965 13,695 13,695 13,695
Ground-based navigation aids
(GBNAs) for aviation safety ) ) 400 400 it 400
Rail - Maintenanceand Renewal 537 425 456.579 530.841 389 975 ) )
of the Rail Network MYA ’ ’ ’ ’
Clean \/ehiele Discount
Admir€strXoh Costs PLA 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000
Mode Shift - Mode-Shift Operating
Costs MCA 22,000 22,000 24,500 - - -
Administration of the Clean Car
Upgrade MCA 7,865 7,865 8,958 - - -
Retaining and Recruiting Bus 13,000 | 13,000 15000 16,000 17,000 s
Drivers MYA
Social Leasing Scheme Trial 1,950 1,950 - - - -
Auckland Light Rail — Detailed
Planning Phase MYA 20,095 82,302 70,443 720 - -
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OBU MBU 2023

2022 22123 23124 24/25 25126 26/27
National Land Transport Program 2982 463
PLA oot 1,567,643 3,584,516 3,799,707 3,864,212 3,594,705
Search and Rescue and Rec
Boating Safety Act PLA - CE 13,659 15,159 13,459 13,459 13,459 13,459
Search and Rescue and Rec
Boating Safety Act PLA - 3rd 10,766 10,766 15,834 16,737 5,193 5,193
parties
Waka Kotahi Regulatory
Functions PLA - 3,850 31,350 34,870 34,870 11,670
Sub-total 4,216,984 | 4,130,708 4,521,355 4,396,509 4,059,834, 3,751,934
B. OTHER EXPENSES
Membership of International 863 863 863 863 863 863
Organisations
Bad Debt Provision — MVR/
Licencing and RUC 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000
SuperGold Card — Public
Transport Concessions for 35,717 36,021 36,021 37,021 37,021 37,021
Cardholders MCA
PGF - Enabling Infrastructure
Projects (NZTA) MCA 9,681 §.931 = ; ; :
PGF - Enabling Infrastructure
Projects (KiwiRail) MCA 270 Q0 g2 = ; =
KiwiRail Holidays Act 1429 129 ) ) ) )
Remediation 4 ;
Waka Kotahi NZ Transport
Agency Palmerston North 1/48Q 1,500 } ) ) )
Maintaining international.air
seniieos MYA 203,874 203,874 - - - -
Maintaining essential transport
connectivity MYA AT =t ) ) ) )
Automatic Dependent
Surveillance-Broadcast
Transponders Rebate, Scheme L.118 408 ) ) ) )
MYA
Water Search/Reseu€'and Safety | 45145 15145 15145 15145 15145 15145
Frontline Servicés
Auckland City Rail Link Targeted
Hardship Furid MYA 2,142 2,142 2,206 587 - -
Auckland-City Rail Link -
Operating MYA 3,019 3,019 4,227 1,900 - -
Clean Vehicle Discount Scheme —
Rebates MYA 82,513 147,172 - - - -
Recreational Aviation Safety
Activities PLA 91d sZ0 - - - -
Housing Infrastructure Fund - Fair
Value Write Down 2 22419 ) ) ) )
Community Connect - Community
Connect Concessions MCA 24,249 22,376 24,349 24,335 24,335 24,335
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OBU MBU 2023

2022 22123 23124 24/25 25/26 26/27
Capital Investment Package -
Third party projects MCA L . AL ) ) )
glean Vehicle DiscountRebates | 153667 | 176431 154,984 133,101 114,184 107,977
Mode Shift - Mode-Shift Third-
Party Activiies MCA 86,000 45,000 278,000 - - -
Supporting a Chatham Islands
Replacement Ship 6,000 6,000 } ) ) )
Clean Car Upgrade — Grants 7.644 7.644 6,692 ) ) )
MCA
Transport Connectivity with 2500
Isolated Communities ) 2 i} ) 4 )
Eastern Busway Project - 200,000 - - - -
Sub-total 650,661 918,885 533,037 216,952 195,548 189,341
C. CAPITAL INVESTMENTS IN
ORGS OTHER THAN DEPTS
Ciyil Aviation Authority — Capital 66,160 467408 60071 ) ) )
Injection MYA
Clean Car Standard - Capital 12,426 11,426 1,000 - - -
Rail - KiwiRail Holdings Limited 834,987 ¥23,372,, 1,047,843 751,786 470,226 93,828
NLTF Borrowing Facility for Short-
TermAdarices 7507000 750,000 750,000 750,000 750,000 750,000
Regional State Highways MYA 307293 22,293 4,000 - - -
Rail - KiwiRail Equity Injection 32,449 4,960 7,500 4,000 2,500 7,500
Rail - NZ Railways Corp Equity
Injections MYA 49,088 52,550 126,338 - - -
COVID-19 - NLTF Capital‘Cost
Pressure Funding MCA 1.000 1800 ) ) ) )
COVID-19 Equity Injection to
Waka KotahidNZ Transport 1,000 1,000 - - - -
Agency MCA
JV Airports - - 500 500 500 500

Auckland City Rail kink MYA

Rebuild SH1 hetween Picton &
Christchur¢h MCA

Housing Infrastructure Fund Loan
MYA

Waka Kotahi NZ Transport
Agency Regulatory Loans MYA

PGF - Rail projects MCA

PGF - Infrastructure Projects
MCA

National Land Transport
Programme Loan 2021 — 2024
MYA

448,000 472,000 386,500 14,647
431 431 - .

301,500 301,500 - -

30,000 30,000 14,000 -
2,459 5,450 3,841 10,366
20,170 20,170 26,540 -

880,000 740,000 1,060,000 -
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OBU MBU 2023

2022 22123 23124 24/25 25/26 26/27
Capital Investment Package -
Funding for Crown Assets MYA 844,730 586,837 874,748 770,861 880,945 723,209
Clean Vehicle Discount Scheme —
Capital costs and equity injection 500 500
into Waka Kotahi NZ Transport } } ) }
Agency
Mgriti_me New Zealand — Capital 1,000 1,000 100 ) ) )
Injection
Mode Shift - Mode-shift Crown
Assets MCA 1,000 ; 1,000 ) - }
Auckland Light Rail Limited — 25 698 25698 302 ) ) )
Capital injection
Auckland Light Rail Strategic
Land Acquisition MYA ) S = ) ) )
Ngauranga to Petone Shared
Pathway Project B 80,000 } h ) )
National Land Transport
Programme - New Infrastructure | = 519515 | 617,885, \ 17,060 \ 20,380 76,310 487,940
for and Renewal of State
Highways PLA
l;)/lfxtlme NZ Capital Expenditure 205 505 405 105 105 105
Joint Venture Airports - Crown
Contribution MYA L8 K - - - -
Sub-total 4,960,141 | 4,543,865 4,474,048 2,322,645 2,180,586 2,063,082
Tatdl Hon Deparimental 9,827/786, 49,503,458 9,528,440 6,936,106 6,435968 6,004,357
Appropriations
Full OBU 2022 forecast 9,827,786 9,211,767 6,834,319 5,892,909 5,834,327
Change from OBU\2022 (234,328) 316,673 101,787 543,059 170,030
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ANNEX 1: TAGGED CONTINGENCIES AS AT 14 FEBRUARY 2023

Tagged contingencies Type Entit Expir 2022/23 2023/24 2024/25 2025/26 20262y, Total Comment
99 9 yp y Piry ($000s) | ($000s) | ($000s) | ($000s) | ($6Q08)

. Tagged
Transmission Gully (Vote | 0 ing | Waka 19600004 | 130,600 : 130,600 | contingency sits
Finance) Kotahi - - - ) .

in Vote Finance

Supporting a Chatham An extension to
Islands Replacement Ship . Ministry of i i the expiry is
to Enable Critical Operating Transport 30/06/2023 5,020 24,080 - 29,100 requested in this
Transportation Services submission
Supporting . . An extension to
Implementation of Civil the expiry is
Initiatives Detailed in the Operating | Aviation 30/06/2023 1,590 2,255 1635 1,637 1,637 8,754 PIy1s

: : requested in this
Enabling Drone Authority o

' submission
Integration Package
Supporting . o An extension to
Implementation of Civil the expiry is
Initiatives Detailed in the | Capital | Aviation | 30/06/2023 1,000 500 250 - 1,750 piryis -

: : - requested in this
Enabling Drone Authority submission
Integration Package
Enabling Timely Delivery . . An extension to
of City Rail Link by City Rail the expiry is

) . Capital Link 30/06/2023 180,000 100,000 80,000 360,000 N
Addressing Project Cost - - requested in this

Limited o
Pressures submission
Cleaner Vehicles for Low- Waka ﬁ‘}g i);teir:3|i<;n to
Income New Zealanders - | Operating . 30/06/2023 8,050 10,000 - 18,050 PIyi1s

. . Kotahi - - requested in this
Social Leasing Scheme o
submission
Cleaner Vehicles for Low-
Income New Zealanders - . Waka
Vehicle Scrap and Operating Kotahi 30/06/2024 - i 242,900 294,050 i 536,950
Replace Scheme
BUDGET SENSITIVE
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Tagged contingencies Type Entit Expir 2022/23 2023/24 2024725 2025/26 2026/27 Total Comment
99 9 yp y piry ($000s) | ($000s) | ($000s) | ($000s) | ($000s)
The tagged
Auckland Light Rail - Auckland gggﬁ"”f%ﬁ”‘x;‘vﬁ
Progressing the Next Capital Light Rail | 30/06/2024 - - - - 3 - y
. X I down — refer to
Phase of Project Delivery Limited .
section 9.3
above.
Project iReX Capital KiwiRail 1/02/2026 - - 1427121%, 1454335 12,544 300,000
New Zealand Upgrade | cpita | kiwiRail | 1/02/2030 . - | 16,000 | 200,000 | 55,000 | 271,000
Transport Projects
$280 million was
drawn down for
the Eastern
Busway and
New Zealand Upgrade | o,y | Waka 1/02/2030 12,000 347000 |. (360,000 | 395,000 | 200,000 | 1,314,000 | Ngauranga to
Transport Projects Kotahi P .
etone projects
— refer to
section 9.2
above.
New Zealand Upgrade | oy | JOINt 1/02/2030 _4/248,000 . . : 240,000
Transport Projects Ministers -
Total 398,260 563,835 862,906 | 1,116,022 269,181 | 3,210,204
BUDGET SENSITIVE
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Document 8
15 February 2023 0C230050
Hon Michael Wood Action required by:
Minister of Transport Thursday, 23 February 2023

VOTE TRANSPORT CONTINGENT ASSETS AND LIABILITIES SIGN
OFF AS AT 31 DECEMBER 2022

Purpose

Seek your Ministerial certification of the register of contingent@assets and Jiabilities for Vote
Transport as at 31 December 2022 by 23 February 2023,

Key points

o Te Manati Waka must maintain a regiSter-of Vote qransport’s contingent assets and
liabilities. This register covers both ,Crownrand departmental (Ministry) contingencies.

o Six-monthly Ministerial certification, of the gentingencies is part of the financial
reporting requirements for €rownseporting entities. The Ministry provides a copy of
your certification to the JFreasury.

o By signing the attachegreertificat.on of contingent assets and liabilities, you are
certifying that yau are'not aware' of any omissions from the register.

o There are fwo new entries'on the register from the previous six-monthly sign-off (30
June 2022)¢ These relate te Transmission Gully and Pahoi to Warkworth Public-
Private Partnership eosirclaims, primarily due to delays and costs caused by COVID-
19, and City Rail Link-Limited COVID-19 additional cost claims. While both meet the
reporting regquirements as contingent liabilities, neither can be quantified at this stage.

o Four qgther €rown contingent liabilities remain on the register from the previous six-
monthlyssign-off. Only one Crown contingent liability meets the reporting requirements
as.it'is not considered remote. This is the emergency guarantee of up to $10 million
provided to the Transport Accident Investigation Commission if it needs to obtain
specialist recovery equipment for use after a major marine, air or rail accident.

Recommendations

We recommend you:

1 note the two new entries in the Vote Transport register of contingent assets and
liabilities as at 31 December 2022, relating to Transmission Gully and PGhoi to

UNCLASSIFIED
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Warkworth Public-Private Partnership cost claims and City Rail Link Limited
COVID-19 additional cost claims

2 agree that you are not aware of any contingent assets or liabilities that have been
omitted from the Vote Transport register of contingent assets and liabilities as at Yes / No
31 December 2022

3 sign the attached certificate of contingent assets and liabilities to that effect by
Thursday, 23 February 2023, for Te Manatl Waka to forward on to the Treasury
no later than Friday, 24 February 2023

IR0 P,

Paul Laplanche
Chief Financial Officer

15/02/2023 ) &
Minister’s office to complete: O Approved Q~ O @
[J Seen by Mini é\lo seen by Minister
O Overt vert\O
Comments 0 &
Contacts

First contact
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VOTE TRANSPORT CONTINGENT ASSETS AND LIABILITIES SIGN
OFF AS AT 31 DECEMBER 2022

A register of contingent assets and liabilities is required to be maintained

1

Te Manati Waka must maintain a register of Vote Transport’s contingent assets and
liabilities. This register covers both Crown and departmental (Ministry) contingencies.

The definition of a contingency, for accounting purposes, is where there is a possible
asset or liability arising from a past event, but the existence of this asset or liability will
be confirmed only by the occurrence of uncertain events not wholly within the control
of the entity.

Contingencies are not recognised in the financial statements.dowever, an entity is
required to disclose information in its financial statements about'any contingencies,
unless the possibility of the triggering event is remote.

Six-monthly Ministerial certification of the contingenCies is part of the financial
reporting requirements for Crown reporting entities¥The Ministry.provides a copy of
your certification to the Treasury, with the 31 December 2022 sign-off required to be
provided to the Treasury no later than Friday, 24 February 2023.

By signing the attached certificate of eontingent assets-and liabilities, you are
certifying that you are not aware of\any ‘emission from'the register.

There are two changes to the’/Crowh contingency register since the previous
sign-off was completed

6

The Ministry has included twomnew contingent liabilities to the register since the
previous sign-offwas,completed (as at 30 June 2022). The new contingent liabilities
are for:

6.1 Puablic\Private Partnership claims, primarily due to COVID-19: Waka Kotahi is a
party to twe.public-private partnerships (PPPs), Transmission Gully and Pihoi
to Warkworth. Both are subject to disputes and settlements, largely related to
COVID-19impacting progress and causing delays. Waka Kotahi is currently
working.through these disputes with the contractors, including using
independent reviewers, but has not been presented with evidence to indicate an
amount of the claim with any certainty to allow a liability to be measured and
recognised.

6.2 City Rail Link Limited (CRLL) COVID-19 additional cost claims: The Link
Alliance is delivering the biggest package of works for the Auckland City Rail
Link. CRLL has received claims from Link Alliance for COVID-19 costs. These
claims cover the period 30 June 2020 to 30 June 2022 and are currently being
reviewed by an independent estimator appointed by Link Alliance participants.
The claims are material and complex, and until CRLL and the other Link
Alliance participants have received and considered the work of the independent
estimator it is not possible to provide a reliable estimate or robust guidance on
the likely outcome of such claims or the quantum of any settlement. CRLL still
anticipate settlement of the claims will occur in 2022/23.
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The four other contingent liabilities are entries that have been on the register for a
number of years. Only one of them meets the criteria to be disclosed in the financial
statements. None of the contingencies have been called upon to date.

Transport Accident Investigation Commission (TAIC)

8

An emergency guarantee of up to $10 million if TAIC needs to obtain specialist
recovery equipment for use after a major marine, air or rail accident. The occurrence
must be beyond TAIC’s normal range of capabilities, and the usual channels for
accessing emergency funding cannot be used. This guarantee has been in place
since December 2001.

It is not possible to judge whether the likelihood of an event that would trigger the
liability is remote or not, and so the contingency is disclosed in the financial
statements.

New Zealand Oil Pollution Fund (NZOPF)

10

11

An indemnity for costs of a rapid response to an oil spill. The indemnity only applies if
the reserves of the NZOPF are less than $2 milliofl, and is for the amount by which
the reserves are less than $2 million. This hasdeeniin place since November 2013.

The Ministry and Maritime New Zealand (as,the organisation administering the
NZOPF) consider the likelihood of an eventthat would trigger the liability to be
remote, and so the contingency is not'disclosed.in the financial statements.

Waka Kotahi, in respect of the Transmission Gully, projeet

12

13

An indemnity for an unquantified amountto give financiers assurance that the Crown
will meet any repayment.ebligations shiould Waka Kotahi default on its commitments.
The Crown providedithe guarantee in July 2014.

The Ministry and\Waka Kotahi‘consider the likelihood of an event that would trigger
the liability to e remote, ‘@nd=so the contingency is not disclosed in the financial
statements

Waka Kotahi, in respectiofithe’Puhoi to Warkworth project

14

15

An indemnity for an unquantified amount to give financiers assurance that the Crown
will meet any=repayment obligations should Waka Kotahi default on its commitments.
The Crown provided the guarantee in November 2016.

The, Ministry and Waka Kotahi consider the likelihood of an event that would trigger
thediability to be remote, and so the contingency is not disclosed in the financial
statements.

Contents of the Ministry of Transport’s Register

16

There are no contingent assets and liabilities in the Ministry’s register as at 31
December 2022.
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Hon Michael Wood

MP for Mt Roskill

Minister of Immigration
Minister of Transport
Minister for Workplace Relations and Safety

CONTINGENT LIABILITIES AND CONTINGENT ASSETS - 31 DECEMBER 2022
In accordance with Cabinet Expenditure Control Committee minute ECC(91) M21/4 of 7
May 1991, | hereby certify that | am unaware of any contingent liability or asset that has%L

been omitted from the Statement of Contingent Liabilities and Contingent Assets as
reported in the register at 31 December 2022 prepared by the Ministry0f ranspor,\(b

Name of Ministry: Ministry of Transport &Q\ &
Minister: Hon Michael Wood, Minister of Transport Q~ C)

&

oot Q,QQ_QV



sllz TE MANATU WAKA

4h MINISTRY OF TRANSPORT Document 9

16 February 2023 0C230111

Hon Michael Wood
Minister of Transport

VISIT TO WELLINGTON AIRPORT

Snapshot (b(]/

You will meet with Matt Clarke, Chief Executive, during a visit to Welli n Inter t@

Airport. %
Time and date Monday, 20 February 2023 Q~ : C)

Venue Wellington International Airp@
Attendees Matt Clarke, Chief Exeg@ Os

Officials attending None

Agenda Aviation sect OVID-1 ry and response.
Decarbo% f aviation,including the future of electric and zero
S

emiss% ights. Q_
Th iation se @ lans for meeting future traveller demand.

Talking points @ b(a)
Contacts 2 \/
Tom Forster’ s 9(2)(a) v
Manage ‘E omic Regulation

Telephone First contact

Ken @
Senior Licensing Adviser
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Visit to Wellington Airport

Aviation sector COVID-19 recovery and response

A group of aviation sector Chief Executives, including Matt Clarke of Wellington
Airport, wrote to Ministers Wood, McAnulty (when he was Associate Transport
Minister), and Verrall (as Minister for COVID-19 Response) in late December 2022, to
update Government on the significant operational pressures facing New Zealand’s
aviation sector during the holiday period.

A reply has been prepared and was about to be sent by Minister McAnulty on behalf
of Ministers Wood and Verrall. This has been paused due to the recent Cabinet
reshuffle, and will now be sent by Minister Allan once the delegations are confirmed.

The aviation sector is under pressure from a sharp increase in travel volumes against
the backdrop of our international borders reopening in 2022, coupled with significant
resource constraints, including staff shortages across the system; as a result'of the
pandemic.

We have moved from COVID-19 response to recovery, though.there.are still some
COVID related measures in place. The aviationssector would like to see a reduction,
or removal, of the mandate for COVID cases to,iSolate for % ,days, and would
welcome any move to a test-to-return for aSymptomatic cases. The aviation sector
believes this will help address the current'staffing pressures across the system.

Manatl Hauora regularly reviews public,healthmeasures and provides advice to
Government on potential changes. Cabinet is'due to review COVID-19 settings on 20
February 2023.

Longer-term recovery efforts\for theaviation sector are part of the global issue of
workforce constraints across a range‘ef sectors and skill shortages.

There may be aqueston abéutimmigration settings, particularly the median wage
threshold for.the Accredited Employer Work Visa. This is addressed in the reply to the
aviation seCtorCE'’s letter'that, as Minister of Immigration, you are not currently
considering a_ sector agreement for the aviation industry, and that you encourage the
sectorto'take a collective approach to workforce planning and development to
identify what can\be~done within the current settings. This should be done in
consultation.with unions and other workforce representative groups.

Decarbonisationvof-aviation, including the future of electric and zero emissions flights

Aviation accounts for six per cent of our domestic transport emissions.

The Emissions Reduction Plan includes multiple actions to begin reducing our
domestic aviation emissions and the 2022-2025 decarbonising transport action plan
(DTAP) sets out in more detail the work needed to deliver these actions.

One action from the DTAP is to form a sector leadership group to reduce aviation
emissions. The Sustainable Aviation Aotearoa (SAA) group was established at the
end of last year which you endorsed at the ministerial level.

Jenna Raeburn (General Manager of Wellington Airport) is a member of SAA and
attended the inaugural meeting in November 2022.
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Officials are now in the process of scoping and standing up working groups within
SAA — with one looking specifically at zero emissions aviation (including electrification
and hydrogen).

This working group will explore zero-emissions aviation infrastructure, regulation, and
zero-emissions aviation technologies.

Another SAA working group is taking a more strategic view of sustainable aviation in
New Zealand to establish the best mix and phasing of different fuel types in order to
help inform the necessary infrastructure, as well as what regulatory changes may be
needed to enable sustainable aviation.

The aviation sector’s plans for meeting future traveller demand

There is no economic regulation of domestic aviation. Domestic airlines canOpgerate
freely throughout the country, subject only to civil aviation saféty/and securityTules.

Most international airlines with rights to operate to New, Zealand have'the right to
operate to Wellington. Among the exceptions are, e.g., Indian airlin€s, which can
currently operate to Auckland only.

An issue for airlines already operating to NewZealand is that the addition of a
Wellington service could lead to fewer passengers on th€ir-existing Auckland and/or
Christchurch services.

Air New Zealand, Fiji Airways, Jetstar and Qantas currently operate international
services at Wellington Airport. Prior t0.€OVIDR.19, Singapore Airlines operated a
Singapore service via Melbourne.Virgin Australia may look to resume its Wellington
service.

The Ministry is ready town€gotiate forany international air rights that Wellington
Airport considers necessary to its growth.

By 2040, Wellington/Airportianticipates catering to 12 million passengers per year
(double its eurgent numbers):

One means being eonsidered to cater for this growth is an extension of the runway to
allow o, larger and,longer-range aircraft. This would likely take place at the Lyall Bay
(southern) endvwofthe runway.

s 6(a), s 9(2)(f)(iv)
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Biography

Matt Clarke, Chief Executive

Matt has over 20 years’ experience in the airport industry having first
joined Infratil’s airport team in Europe after serving as the Chief
Executive of Rotorua Airport. He has been at Wellington Airport since
2010 as Chief Commercial Officer, playing a key role in the strategic
development of the business before taking over as Chief Executive in
2022. He holds a Bachelor of Commerce degree from the University of
Canterbury and has completed post-graduate studies at Melbourne
Business School and the New Zealand Institute of Directors.
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Document 11

17 February 2023 0C230102
Hon Michael Wood Action required by:
Minister of Transport Monday, 20 February 2023

SUSTAINABLE BIOFUELS OBLIGATION - IMPACT OF DECISION TO
DISCONTINUE

Purpose

This briefing outlines the likely impact of the decision to discontinué,the Sustainable Biofuels
Obligation on the transport sector’s ability to meet its expected emissions’reductions. While
the impact of the Biofuels decision will not be able to be fully) offset within‘the'transport sector
alone, we suggest some options for how transport could contribute to filling the gap left by
Biofuels in current and future emissions budgets.

Key points

¢ As you know, the Sustainable Biofuels Obligation,Wwas an important component of the
policies and actions outlined in thestransport chapter of the ERP. The decision not to
proceed with the obligation wil\have an impact-on both transport’s ability to meet our
estimated emissions reduc(ions and the'overall emission budgets for New Zealand.

e Biofuels was a particdlarly important €ERP action in the short-term because it is one of the
few transport actionsgvith the patential to rapidly reduce emissions while we transition
away from internal combustiof~engine vehicles, and as such, serve as an interim source
of emissions freductions untilfonger-term benefits from mode-shift and fleet transition
actions cah be felt.

e Biofuels was expected to make up around half of transport’s quantified contribution to the
first three emissions budgets. Removing Biofuels without replacing its impact means
transport is’estimated to fall short of its estimated emissions reductions for the first
emissions Wudget and make it more challenging to meet the second and third emissions
budgetss 9@)@))

( )Y’

-

s 9(2)(h)
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SUSTAINABLE BIOFUELS OBLIGATION - IMPACT OF DECISION TO
DISCONTINUE

Part 1: Understanding the impact of the decision not to progress
the Sustainable Biofuels Obligation

The Emissions Reduction Plan (ERP) establishes targets to ensure delivery
against our long-term climate change commitments

1 To drive New Zealand’s contribution to the global effort of limiting warming to 1.5°C;
Aotearoa has adopted a series of domestic emissions reduction targets in
legislation. The Climate Change Response Act 2002 (CCRA) requires:

1.1 all greenhouse gases, other than biogenic methane, toxeach net zerovby 2050

1.2 a minimum 10 percent reduction in biogenic methane emissiens by 2030, and a
24 to 47 percent reduction by 2050 (comparegwith 2017 levels)

2 To ensure New Zealand is on track to meet ou( long=term targets, a series of interim
targets, called emissions budgets have be€n\established-Emissions budgets
specify the amount of greenhouse gas emissions permitted.over a five-year period, or
four years in the case of the first emissions-budgethEmissions budgets will get
smaller over time, helping Aotearoa to step progressively towards our 2050 target.
The first three emissions budgets for Adtearga-have been set by the Minister of
Climate Change.

3 Sub-sector targets wereralsosestablishedvin the first ERP to track progress across
key sectors over each emissions budget period. Meeting these sub-sector targets is
not a requirement,of the*"€CRA and it was expected that across sectors there would
be both under afds/Over achiévement for meeting the sub-sector targets. An adaptive
managementapproach te.meet'the legislated targets will be used to help Government
respond t@ unforéseen changes and seize any opportunities to reduce emissions
faster er'ehange focus if required.

4 The transport subysector targets published in the ERP for the first three emission
budgets wefe based in part on the Climate Change Commission’s recommendations
for the level'ef.emissions reduction transport could achieve. However, transport
officials estimated that transport was in a better position to decarbonise quicker than
some,other sectors and could therefore contribute more to emissions budget one than
thexClimate Change Commission recommended.

5 New Zealand’s ability to achieve the first emissions budget across all sectors was
therefore based on an assumption that transport would achieve this higher level of
emissions reduction (referred to going forward as the estimated emissions
reduction from transport).

IN CONFIDENCE
Page 4 of 11



IN CONFIDENCE

6 The estimated emissions reduction from transport were quantified based on policies
and commitments that were already made at the time of publication. These policies
and commitments were expected to enable transport to overachieve in the first
emissions budget period, get us a significant way towards meeting the second
emissions budget and less than half of the way to meeting the third emissions budget.

Table 1 Contribution of quantified commitments as at ERP publication

Contribution of current commitments to Emissions Emissions Emissions

emissions reduction in MTCO2-e budget 1 budget 2 budget 3

Level of abatement estimated by the
CCC that informed the transport sub- 1.0 8.7 24.5
sector target

Estimated abatement impact from all 9\’
transport ERP initiatives (mid-point) — 1.7 Q\ "9\

our emissions reduction goal

7 As well as setting estimated emissions reductions transp r of the ERP
set four transport targets that align with the th us areas ﬁéﬁmde our approach
to reducing transport emissions. We refer to the us‘area targets.
8 The focus area targets provide guidance Q is required to reduce
transport emissions across the syste hap. PO lcy and investment
decisions to support the scale and }%of chang eqwred
° Target 1: Reduce total le kilomet velled by the light fleet by 20
percent by 2035 thro oved u form and providing better travel
options. @

e Target 2: Increa -em ehicles to 30 percent of the light fleet by
2035.

® Target 3: e m| om freight transport by 35 percent by 2035.

° Targe 4 e sions intensity of transport fuel by 10 percent by

h&?area targets would enable transport to also meet its sub-
ons budget two and get very close to achieving emissions

r
budget thre \

The Sustai &fuel Obligation contributed significantly towards estimated

transpo sions reductions and the focus area targets

10 ransport chapter of the ERP outlined a suite of actions that would enable us to
overachieve in the first emissions budget period and set the foundation for achieving
our focus areas targets over the longer-term.

11 Implementing the Sustainable Biofuels Obligation was estimated to contribute 58%,
48%, and 47% of our estimated emissions reductions for the three emissions budgets
respectively (see table 2).
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Part of the reason for the large contribution from biofuels, particularly in the short-
term, is that while the ERP sets targets for a 20% light VKT reduction target by 2035
and establishes an expectation that freight mode shift will help to reduce emissions
from heavy transport, internal combustion engine (ICE) vehicles are expected to
remain a large component of the vehicle fleet in Aotearoa New Zealand for some
time. Biofuels were expected to play an important transitional role (a short-term
Improve mechanism) while the foundations for longer-term Avoid and Shift
mechanisms (such as integrated land use planning and the creation of a National
VKT reduction plan and programmes) were embedded.

Table 2 Estimated impact of Sustainable Biofuels Obligation

13

GHG emissions, millions of tonnes of CO2-e

- Emissions Emissions Emissions
ERP analysis (MT CO2-e)

budget 1 budget 2

Estimated emissions reductions from all

Estlma.ted emlss_lons l_'eductlon impact 10 /\
from Biofuels (mid-point)

transport ERP initiatives (mid-point) e ' &'\ =

Biofuels share of total estimated 47%

. . 053 EB%
transport emissions reduction A
N\
Of all the transport commitments an i quanti iofuels was estimated to
have the biggest impact on emissi ction.Thedifferent commitments and
policies quantified and their relative ribution, to the estimated reduction impact
from transport are outlined i @ aph b
Estimated emissio, éﬁon {
Transpo§ i%s
10 @

cts from individual policy measures for

sion tion Plan (central estimates only)

N

Q 2022-2025 2026-2030 2031-2035
S price corridor increase

M Light EV road user charge exemption

M More efficient rail locomotives and ferries as funded through Budget 21 (Future of Rail — rolling stock and
ferries).
Initial investments to improve safety and access to public transport and active modes

M Sustainable Biofuels Obligation

M Decarbonising all public transport buses by the end of 2035

M Clean vehicle standard and discount, including vehicle fuel economy labelling, as estimated at March 2021
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Biofuels was also a significant initiative to enable transport to meet focus area targets
3 and 4. Based on our analysis and current options available, focus area target 4
would be unachievable without Biofuels and achieving focus area target 3 would be

considerably more difficult.

Part 2: Mitigating the impact of the Bio
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