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Request received via the FY| website
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Dear Leah

Thank you for your email of 18 April requesting the following information under the Official
Information Act 1982 (OIA):

The business case (or correspondence) that analysed the need for the Code of
Practice for Landscape Assessment project.

The corresponding reports / documents / emails/ decisions that resulted in the
project being abandoned by MFE.

Any subsequent information that indicates whether or not the project will go
ahead in the future.

The attached table lists the documents falling within the scope of your request and notes any
OIA provisions that have been applied.

Under section 28(3) of the OIA, you have the right to ask the Ombudsman to review my
response to your request.

Yours sincerely

Glenn Wigley
Director — Environmental Systems

Environment House

23 Kate Sheppard Place

PO Box 10362

Wellington 6143, New Zealand

| Phone +64 4 439 7400 | Fax +64 4 439 7700 | www.mfe.govt.nz






Documents falling within the scope of your request

Landscape Note

No. | Date Content Decision OIA Section/s applied

1 10 November | Directors MEMO landscape Release in 9 (2)(a) To protect the privacy of natural persons
2016 guidance October 2016.doc part

Code of Practice for Lands ,

2 10 January iR Release in full
2017 0772-01-RFQ

3 24 March Email from Justin Strang Release in 9 (2)(a) To protect the privacy of natural persons
2017 Subject: ONL project part

4 23 May 2017 | File Note: Outstanding Release in full







Ministry for the

Environment

Manata Mé T¢ Taiao

Memo

To:  Justin Strang (MfE), Jeff Flavell (DOC), Luke Southorn (MPI)

From:((S‘?(l.)r(a) , Date: 10 Novemb h6 ©&
e g9 (2)(a) & | %

Re: Developing landscape guidance — options paps@ @
<y O

Purpose Q

To outline two approaches for developi romulg

for identifying and assessing effects ubstanding

Background
A key driver for the devel of a con hodology for outstanding areas

has come from the w@ e mor; tainty for the aquaculture industry in regions

onsistent methodology
atures and landscapes."

such as Marlborough larly isting farms face re-consenting. However,
this is an issue t eated diffi for councils, courts, resource consent
applicants a e scape %k ion itself for some time. In recent stakeholder
engageme@ number of eholders (including councils and industry
professibnals ntified need for national consistency around identifying and
cts o t ng areas. This need has also been highlighted by
ificluding Environment Court Judge Jane Borthwick at the

ass
rs.0f the judic
{,% AL
All'stak nd to gain from the benefits that will accrue from the development
and

ation of guidance providing direction on the identification of outstanding
ar, ssessment of effects on these areas, in coastal, freshwater and terrestrial

@ ments.

" RMA s6(b) and NZCPS policy 15(a)
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Form and process for developing guidance

This memo proposes two possible approaches to the guidance: the first is a Code of
Practice (with the option of giving statutory weight subsequently) and the second is a
Landscape NPS which makes reference to the guidance (as an industry standard or
Code of Practice). The process for developing each of these options is set out below.

Option 1: Code of Practice

Under this proposal, the guidance would be developed initially as a Code of Practice
(COP), agreed and endorsed by NZILA and MfE and possibly others (e al &

Government NZ), and include suitable detail on a consistent approac
assessment for planning purposes, the identification of outstandin _
assessment of effects. It would be allowed time to bed in beforg/detarmin hg wh
needs to be given statutory weight, probably by reference throug
alternative option could be to reference the methodology
The advantage of this ‘sequencing’ would be that it
out any issues with the guidance or its application ir
weight. It would also allow for completion of the NZG

ich will replace existing

publication on the Quality Planning w !
| draft of the Code of

guidance on the website, wou developed he
Practice is completed (see /a0 tfmeﬁne - 29).

[ include the following:

guidance, as it defines scope —

sponsibilities for landscape assessment under the RMA (including
rnment, regional councils, territorial authorities — currently these

not clear)
is it done? (includes technical methodology for assessing natural features

@ The methodology will include how to identify:
- scale ‘

- boundaries
- values and associated activities (this relates directly to the question of

‘baseline’)
- significance

The methodology will also need to include how to identify significant landscapes
and features from a te ao Maori perspective.
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1. —4. comprises the ‘context’ component of the guidance. 5. is the technical
methodology.

Process
The proposed process for developing a Code of Practice is as follows:

1. Appoint Peer Review Panel
The proposed process is to establish a peer review panel, made up of up to five

members, as follows:
e up to three landscape architects, including one able to represen@ Maori &

perspective

e one planner

e one expert in environmental law (potentially a retlred m nt Court J
Given time constraints, the appointment of the Panel WII occur m@ with
the procument process for the author(s) (see 2. below
Honorariums and expenses will be paid for the Panég|:
2. Contract author to develop draft Code of Pr

Using an open tender approach (GETS), r authers) e contracted to
write proposed draft Code of Practlc wnl b i}lenced landscape
architect who is able to work within a sultativ s (ie, s/he must be open
to other views and approaches). It is a SSIb] ill want to appoint a

second author with a planning % ce managé background to assist with
O

writing the context compon

Irrespective of whether o authors| a .- ntracted, the value of the contract will
not change. The aut?‘kp rtop :

3. Workshops

1) Technica mput% ft

The technica shop will comprise the Peer Review Panel, up to five additional
land itects !’S@ddltlonﬂ planner. The purpose of this workshop will be

to

put into @k hical component of the guidance at the beginning of the
tl

roces pected that representatives from MfE, DOC, MPI and New
a d Instl@ dscape Architect (NZILA) (president Shannon Bray) will attend

bsequent review workshops.

2)0 rkshops — review of draft

@) orkshops to which members of NZILA, RMLA and NZPI will be invited.
ntatives from academic institutions, and NGOs such as EDS will also be

d to participate. It is anticipated that there will be high interest in these workshops,
and so it is recommended that there is one in each main centre — Christchurch,
Wellington and Auckland. Attendees will be sent a draft version of the Code of Practice,
with the expectation that they will have reviewed the draft in order to provide useful
input.
The author(s) will produce a second draft Code of Practice to reflect input from these
workshops.
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4. Review of second draft by Peer Review Panel

The second draft will be reviewed by the Peer Review Panel and the author(s) will
produce a third and final draft to reflect input from the Panel.

5. Approval for release for consultation

The Code of Practice will be consulted on publically as the proposed basis of statutory
national direction.

Estimated costs

Writing of COP (cost for contracting author(s)) $100,000 @ &

Other costs, including honerarium and expenses for Panel, works ps (ve hire, @

catering, facilitator), production costs. $50, OOO : %

Total $150,

It is likely that MIfE will be able to contribute up to $ this proj ZILA has
(> 55,000 to

indicated it is willing to contribute $20-25,000. Thls shortfall
come from other sources.

Option 2: Landscape NPS

This option would likely require a dual p Them logy component (5. in the
‘Content of guidance’ section above) Id be dev lowing a process similar to

that described above. The NP 1 ing policies, covering the
s actice’ section above) would be

developed by MfE, in pa ZILA. Once a draft of both the body
of the NPS and the full public consultation would be

undertaken following cess s % the RMA for an NPS. A potential starting
point for the NP the icy Statement for Landscape developed by

Boffa MISkel on beha al'Government New Zealand.
Becau must Iow he statutory process for development and consultation,
lt IS e sig nger for the NPS and accompanying Code of Practice
ulgate
sofc € alue of the contracted component is likely to be slightly less, as
the' polic nt will be covered primarily by MfE. However, this process will

ic consultation to meet statutory requirements under the RMA, which
considerable additional expense.

requir
wQ

@ ydriver for including the Code of Practice by reference rather than including it in
body of the statutory instrument (NPS or NES) is to allow more flexibility to revise
the methodology as required, without having to undertake a full public consultation.
However, if we are to pursue the NPS option, we would need further legal advice to

clarify whether this assumption is correct.

Conclusions

This memo presents two options: one is to publish a non-statutory*Code of Practice,
endorsed by MfE and NZILA. The option would allow for a decision to be taken to give

page 4 of 6 Document ID: 000000014994






the Code of Practice statutory weight at a later date if it does not lead to the anticipated
level of consistency and certainty. This option would also allow for the effectiveness
review of the NZCPS to be completed, and the issues around the ‘avoid’ wording to be

considered before a Code of Practice is published.

The second option is to incorporate the methodology by reference through a landscape
NPS. Note that a new NPS cannot cut across/conflict with the NZCPS in respect of
contentincluding the ‘avoid’ directive; work around aligning the two instruments would
need to be undertaken for the landscape NPS to be effective.

Practice would be possible by mid-2017 if the contracting pro

Christmas.
Option two (Landscape NPS + COP by reference)k@ e uire bo

and the draft NPS to be developed before underta
therefore is anticipated to take significantly lo @
promulgated before the end of 2017. %

In terms of costs, the confracted com the Co g@c‘e is likely to be
slightly greater than for the NPS option. However, gi dditional Code of Practice
component of the NPS option, and.the associat process for consultation,
the overall costs for the NPS u@ ill be &g@ igher than for the Code of
Practice. We estimate th addijtional fu uired from other agencies to be in

the order of $60-80,0 %@ ‘

On balance, Mf f Practice option. Implementatlon of the COP

would be su ugh hip with NZILA and active roll-out to NZILA
members, rnment an s. Under this option the guidance will take a
sngmflc ntly rtime{o be prorhulgated, while still allowing for the option to give it
statuter t onc lts eness has been evaluated.

@5

: Recom t| s [ Actions
A re@posal for developing a Code of Practice

o)
o the proposal for developing and consulting on a Landscape NPS

@@@

ee contributions from agencies to the development of the option chosen (under
either option 1 or 2).
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Appendix: Indicative timeline for contracted component of Code of Practice

(Option 1)

Task/process

Complete by

Directors’ approval/funds secured

17 November
2016

Prepare procurement plan and seek directors’ approval of its scope
(this is likely to be iterative)

T@er

Consult with Legal about form of contract and MOU for funding 2

n
/ ember, \

S

Responsible director’s (Glen Wigley) sign-off of procurement plaﬁ/
=y

5 December

Convert procument plan to RFQ

NS

et
AN

Put RFQ on to GETS

/\ QQ@écember

RFQ closed (allows 11 full working days) @ %

5pm, 11 January
2017

Evaluate quotes and make selection 20 January
Draft contract j &)) /W 27 January
Draft MOU \W 27 January
Legal review & &{m@tmcm 3 February
Contract si @éﬁ |n1t|at|cn% g 15 February
Auth}@i@ﬁanw W indicative content) 3 March
\h@orksh and provide input on initial draft 10 March
{.@ s Pa %
Comple 28 April
&@hops (input on first draff), includes Panel review 12 May
g\%\na draft 9 June
Review by contract manager/Panel 237 June
30 June

Final approval of guidance (Code of Practice)

page 6 of 6
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Ministry for the

Environment

Manata Mo Te Taiao

Request for Quotes

for Landscape

RFQ Released: 10/01/17
Deadline for Questions: 1:00pm 18/01/17
Deadline for Quotes: 12:00pm (noon) 31/01/17

procurement@mfe.govt.nz
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This opportunity in a nutshell

What we need
We are seeking the development of a Code of Practice for Landscape to establish a nationally consistent,

well-understood and accepted approach to identifying and evaluating, and assessing effects on, landscapes
in New Zealand. The Code of Practice will:

- Reflect the input of a wide range of stakeholders through extensive workshops

- Bewritten in plain English, avoiding jargon and technical language wher ible

- Be coherent and well-structured. @
 What we don’t want & .

This project involves the development of guidance to inform deci akers on | e identification
and the assessment of potential effects of activities or proposals:ahd@éuch land r the Resource
Management Act. It is not a methodology on assessing lan racter a[ andscapes.
However, there will be some cross-over with these area @

olirce ement Act, and while it will not be a

legal document it should not attempt to assu ine any futu ative changes.

It is critical that the completed guidance (an rocess n to produce it) reflects the collective
fession. We d a single-person or single-company

perspective. % @
What's importan @

We are seeking m xperien% ssionals to develop a Code of Practice for landscape,
underpinned b -stiuctured and witlerranging consultation with the profession and other stakeholder

groups. Yodpleadinginput inWject will be acknowledged and well recognised.

SO\

nity to have a leading role in developing a nationally consistent, well-understood
ch to identifying, and assessing effects on, landscapes in New Zealand.

itabeut us
T inistry for the Environment is the Government's principal adviser on the environment in New
Zealand and on international environmental matters. Our mission is environmental stewardship for a

prosperous New Zealand — tiakina te taiao kia tonui a Aotearoa. -

Minictns far tha Fnuiranmant Tandar N772-N1-REN - Cnrde Af Drartire far [l anderana Paago 2 nf 24



SECTION 1: Key information

1.1 Context
a. This Request for Quote (RFQ) is an invitation to suitably qualified suppliers to submit a
Quote for the development of a Code of Practice for Landscape.

b. This RFQ is a single-step procurement process.

c. Words and phrases that have a special meaning are shown by the use of capitals e.g.
Respondent, which means ‘g person, organisation, business or other entity tha
submits a Quote in response to the RFQ. The term Respo t includes its 0 rs,
employees, contractors, consultants, agents and repr f
Respondent differs from a supplier, which is any other Bus]

The ter
in the @'3 lace
that does not submit a Quote.’ Definitions are }@h d Sectiog_é;
§ Ko

7
1.2 Our timeline %

a. Hereisour timeline for this RFQ.

Steps in RFQ process: Date:

Deadline for Questions from ierss 1:00pm 18/01/17

Deadline for the Buyer to p|iers’@ 3:00pm 20/01/17
Deadline for Quotes: § 12:00pm 31/01/17
ts.notifi

Unsuccessful Respon ed ontract: 28/02/17
Anticipated Contra t date: 23/02/17
b. All dates @s are dat @ﬁt\ in New Zealand.

ctus Q
estiohs, enguul responses must be directed to our Point of Contact via

S eTende function. If you experience technical issues please contact the
a

% S external communications through this Point of Contact.
i _ Qur Point of‘Contact

If unable to resolve your technical issues please immediately contact:

ﬁ@ \mProcurement
@ P% ail address: procurement@mfe.govt.nz
\\124) Developing and submitting your Quote

a. Thisisanopen, competitive tender process. The RFQ sets out the step-by-step process
and conditions that apply.

b. Take time to read and understand the RFQ. In particular:

i. develop astrong understanding of our Requirements detailed in Section 2.

ii. in structuring your Quote consider how it will be evaluated. Section 3 describes our
Evaluation Approach.

c. For helpful hints on tendering and accesstoa supplier resource centre go to:
www.procurement.govt.nz / for suppliers.

d. If anything is unclear oryou have a question, ask us to explain. Please do so before the
Deadline for Questions. Email our Point of Contact via the GETS eTender box function.

e. In submitting your Quote you must use the Response Form provided.
You must also complete and sign the declaration at the end of the Response Form.

g. Checkyou have provided all information requested, and in the format and order asked
for. ‘
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h. Having done the work don’t be late — please ensure you get your Quote to us before
the Deadline for Quotes! :

1.5 Address for submitting your Quote
a. Proposals must be submitted electronically via the GETS eTender box function in PDF

format.
Please note there is a file size limit of 15mb.

1.6 Our RFQ Process, Terms and Conditions _ %
a. Offer Validity Period: In submitting a Quote the Respon that t@ot

will remain open for acceptance by the Buyer for 3 ca hs from

Deadline for Quotes.
b. The RFQis subject to the RFQ Process, Terms and"Congi ions@e k0 RFQ-

Terms) described in Section 6. ﬁ\

1.7 Later changes to the RFQ or RF w
a. If, after publishing the RFQ, we nee a anythi @ he RFQ, or RFQ
process, or want to provide sup h-gdditio % ion we will let all
suppliers know by placing a nofice Gover Eleétronic Tenders Service

(GETS) at www.gets.govt.n
If you downloaded th@ GETS y ill'gutomatically be sent notifications of
o

any changes through by email.

=

1/
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SECTION 2: Our Requirements

2.1 Background

The need for a consistent approach to identifying and evaluating landscapes — particularly outstanding
natural areas - in New Zealand has been identified by a wide range of stakeholders in a variety of different
contexts over the last several years. In particular, the lack of a consistent approach to identifying and
assessing outstanding areas has been identified as a cause of considerable uncertainty for the aquaculture
industry in regions such as Marlborough, particularly when existing farms face re-consenting. Howeyver, this
is an issue that has created difficulties for councils, courts, resource consent icants and the | cap

e

profession itself for some time.

All stakeholders staﬁd to gain from the penefits that will accrue frc& eldopment ;E J;P;g'ation
la

of guidance providing direction on the identification of outstanding
on these areas, in coastal, freshwater and terrestrial enviro

capes and assessfpent of effects

We are seeking the development of Code of Practice far scape to he nsistency within the
profession, and improved certainty for all stakeho i d with x by decisions relating to

landscape. Q O&

2.2 What we are buying and w @

This RFQ. relates to the purchase of seri develo Practice. The key deliverable isa Code of
Practice — timeframes for key es are outlin ble in 2.7 below.

2.3 What we reguire: soluti @
We are seeking the of a Code ractice for Landscape, as described above.
v
o,
2.4 Wh equire: capacity

g@ing suppﬁéﬂ\i‘\k;?re able to demonstrate the following capacity: availability for the full length
ect (ap% from February to August 2017) and for workshops at various locations. These
QNN

%ﬁn’ a
=,
fi-and in May/lune in Auckland, Wellington, Christchurch and Queenstown.

require: capability

ing suppliers that are able to demonstrate the following capabilities:

uthor and a Secondary Lead Author (where applicable) who must have:

@ The ability to draw from a variety of opinions and approaches to develop a logical, clear argument (in
this case, a methodology). While the respondent will need to have strong technical knowledge, they
will need also to be willing t0 learn and consider alternative methods or approaches.
e At least 10 years’ experience in landscape architecture practice, including:
o Having had a lead role in the assessment of at least one large scale landscape to inform policy
for a regional or district plan. The project must have been undertaken asa direct engagement to
Council (i.e., notin a peer review or submitter role), and must have involved the identification
or re-identification of outstanding natural landscapes or outstanding natural features, mapping
landscape boundaries, and identifying values or qgualities of the subject landscape. The project
should have involved a degree of community and iwi involvement.
o Having had a lead role in at least two medium 1o large scale infrastructure, utility or subdivision
projects that have involved a notified hearing with submissions both for and against the
proposal. The project must have been taken as a direct engagement for the transport or utility
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operator or developer (i.e., not in a peer review or submitter role), and must have involved the
preparation of a landscape and visual assessment, the preparation of evidence (including the
review of submissions), and presentation at a notified hearing.

o Having presented evidence at an Environment Court or Board of Inquiry hearing on at least 2
occasions for different projects (either for an applicant, Council or submitter).

o Having acted at least once as a peer reviewer for a council and/or the Environmental Protection
Agency with the role of reviewing a landscape assessment prepared by another landscape
architect. The project must have included the review of submissions on a notified project;
informed the development of a s42a report under the Resource Management Act; and required

the attendance at a hearing or Board of Inquiry to provide technical adyice to a Council Officer
or directly to the decisions panel. @
A Support Author (wlr;ere applicable) who must have: << 5 '

e  The ability to draw from a variety of opinions and approach
this case, a methodology). While the respondent will neeg
will need to be willing to learn and consider alternative’pne

e  The ability to write in a coherent, accessible manne ) i technical material to a

non-technical audience
e  Atleast 5 years’ experience in landscape arc practice, includin
t

, clearargument (in
nowledge, they

o  Asupporting role in the assessment pfie lar le scape to inform policy for a
regional or district plan

0 Asupporting role in at least twome large s infrastructure, utility or subdivision
projects that have involved a noti aring wi sions both for and against the
proposal.

nCe

Having presented evidence ata C Plan Change Hearing on at least 2 occasions
for different projects (either for ana

gource Lo
ant, Co ubmitter).
2.6 Contract ter :é Q

We anticipate t e Gantract will%‘%gce February 2017. The anticipated Contract term and options
to extend are:

Tt rm of t onhtfact 9 months
] in

yptions&&en/ he Contract n/a
Ma@\te}m of the Contract 9 months

@%
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2.7 Key outcomes

Timeframes for delivery of key outcomes are as below.

Description Indicative date for delivery

Scoping of Code of Practice (structure and indicative content) in

preparation for technical workshops

Technical workshops (likely to be in Auckland, Wellington, Complete by 31 March 2017

Christchurch and Queenstown)

Complete first draft of Code of Practice

Open workshops (3 —4 in main centres)

Complete second draft of Code of Practice for
Manager and Peer Review Panel

Incorporate revi

ew changes — complete final dra

2.8 Other information

a. Payment will be on succe fu
b. New Intellectual Property a i

e e Lo bl Epviranmant Tondar N772-N1-REO - Cnda nf Prartira far L anderana Daca & nf 24



SECTION 3: Our Evaluation Approach

This section sets out the Evaluation Approach that will be used to assess Quotes.

3.1 Evaluation model _
The evaluation model that will be used is weighted attribute (weighted criteria). Price is a weighted

criterion. This means that all Quotes that are capable of full delivery on time will be shortlisted. The Quote

that scores the highest will likely be selected as the Successful Respondent.

3.2 Pre-conditions

Each Quote must meet all of these pre-conditions. Quotes which fail to
eliminated from further consideration.

Potential supplier (all nominated personnel)
Institute of Landscape Architects. The NZILA-Reg]stra Bl pequires that a registered
landscape architect has completed an a g 1dscape architecture in New
Zealand (or approved overseas equivalent)) Has com iod of mentoring, passed a

registration examination, and i up todate wi ing Professional Development (CPD)
requirements. Q

2. | Respondent should be CW ofate @t een two and four personnel. We envisage
that the team will b d of the' fo ingroles (however, the precise nature of the roles
will be dependz@ tal num ersonnel in the team):

A

n
o Al who wi overall responsibility of delivery of the document.
o K Lead Autho

dire

port hwm largely draft the manuscript to the direction of the Lead
hors, en L‘\\r)n toherent, legible text is delivered that can be understood by a non-
ce :

A\ technic:ﬁ?aq

can provide high level technical input and strategic

%&%@9"
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3.3 Evaluation criteria

Quotes (which meet all pre—conditions) will be evaluated on their merits according 10 the following
evaluation criteria and weightings.
[

e S

Criterion : Weighting

1. Proposed solution (fit for purpose)

e Demonstrated understanding of the purpose of the project, the desired
outcomes and the process to be undertaken to achieve the outcomes.
2. Capability of the Respondents to deliver (please provide a 1-2 page CV for each
respondent). A Lead Author must be nominated to have overall respefsibility
for the project (the production of the Code of Practice).

10%

The Lead Author and Secondary Lead Author (where appl‘iﬁ& sthave:
roa

e The ability to draw from a variety of opinions and app s to develop a
logical, clear argument (in this case, a methodg @)' hile the respongdent
will need to have strong technical knowled eywittneed (o}
learn and consider alternative metho 2

luding:
ast.one large scale

s At least 10 years experience in land
o Having had a lead role in
landscape to inform p i

dis plan. The
project must have been akenasa ngagement to
Council (i.e. not fa'a pe view or tér role), and must have
icatio

involved the identi ion of Outstanding

es or Out {iral Features, mapping

lan aries, ifying values or qualities of the
n

¢ape.Th iect'should have involved a degree of
and i nt.
o ing had a lea inat least two medium to large scale
infrastruct ! r subdivision projects that have involved a
otified ith submissions both for and against the
proposa% oject must have been taken as a direct
agementfor the transport or utility operator or developer (i.e.,
v Weer review or submitter role), and must have involved the
@@ Stion of a landscape and visual assessment, the preparation
£ avidence (including the review of submissions), and presentation

N at a notified hearing.
% o Having presented evidence at an Environment Court or Board of

Inquiry hearing on at least 2 occasions for different projects (either
for an applicant, Council or submitter).

o Having acted at least once as a peer reviewer for a council and/or
the Environmental Protection Agency with the role of reviewing a
landscape assessment prepared by another landscape architect.
The project must have included the review of submissionson a
notified project; informed the development of a s42a report under
the Resource Management Act; and required the attendance ata
hearing or Board of Inquiry to provide technical advice to a Council
Officer or directly to the decisions panel.

e Itis preferred that the Lead Author and Secondary Lead Author {where
applicable) come from different organisations. '

The Support Author (where applicable) must have:

e The ability to draw from a variety of opinions and approaches to develop a
logical, clear argument (in this case, methodology)- While the respondent
will need to have strong technical knowledge, they will need to be willing to
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learn and consider alternative methods or approaches.
e The ability to write in a coherent, accessible manner, including the delivery
of technical material to a non-technical audience
e Atleast 5 years’ experience in landscape architecture practice, including:
o A supporting role in the assessment of at least one large scale
landscape to inform policy for a regional or district plan
o A supporting role in at least two medium to large scale
infrastructure, utility or subdivision projects that have involved a
notified hearing with submissions both for and against the
praposal.
Having presented evidence at a Council Resource Consent or Plan

Hearing on at least 2 occasions for different projects (either for a

applicant, Council or submitter). ‘ /<
3. Capacity of the Respondent to deliver N 30%
e Capacity of supplier to deliver to proposed timefra
e Availability of supplier for workshops at various .These g
to be in March and in May/June in Auckland, , Christd
Queenstown. Q
20%

4. Price \w) w
e Proposal is considered value for mO}mL\ Vi

Sy
S
o &
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3.4 Scoring

In marking Quotes the panel will use the following scoring scale.

Rating Definition
Exceeds the criterion. Exceptional demonstration by the
Respondent of the relevant ability, understanding, experience,
skills, resource and quality measures required to meet the
criterion. Quote identifies factors that will offer potential added
value, with supporting evidence.

# 3

Satisfies the criterion with minor additional benefits.Abbve
average demonstration by the Respondent of th an bility,

easures

understanding, experience, skills, resource 3

required to meet the criterion. Quote id

offer potential added value, with suppor i
A

S
Satisfies the criterion. Demonstrad aﬁ’u he Respo Qli :.h lthe
relevant ahility, understandi arfence, skills;Teso e, and

quality measures required to ¢ criterio supporting
evidence.

Satisfies the criter"t or rese .

; ) s . |
reservations ofthe Respor dent’s re e'\@ ability, understanding,
experience,ski gurce an y sasures required to meet
the criterion, Wi tle or @§ nRorting evidence.

RN

S6me minor

> -

]
I
i
!
]
I
|

Satis @u criterion w @ hajopreservations. Considerable
E5E M of the respondent’s relevant ability, understanding,
sxpérience, skill ce‘and quality measures required to meet
iteriony Wit ot no supporting evidence.

A%

“atmeat the criterion. Does not comply and/or insufficient
provided to demonstrate that the Respondent has
the ability, understanding, experience, skills, resource and quality

measures required to meet the criterion, with little or no

\; gporting evidence.

We wish. to'obtain the best value-for-money over the whole-of-life of the Contract. This means achieving
th ination of fit for purpose, quality, on time delivery, quantity and price.

ondent offers a price that s substantially lower than other Quotes (an abnormally low bid), the
yer may seek to verify with the Respondent that the Respondent is capable of fully delivering all of the
Reguirements and meeting all of the conditions of the Proposed Contract for the price quoted.

3.6 Optional evaluation process and due diligence

In addition to the above, we may undertake the following process and due diligence in relation to
shortlisted Respondents. The findings will be taken into account in the evaluation process. Should we
decide to undertake any of these we will give shortlisted Respondents reasonable notice.

a. reference checkthe Respondent organisation and named personnel
b. other checks against the Respondent e.g. Companies Office

c. interview Respondents
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SECTION 4: Pricing Information

1.1 Pricing information to be provided by respondents

In submitting the Price the Respondent must meet the following:

a.
b.

Respondents are to use the pricing schedule template provided.

The pricing schedule shows a breakdown of all costs, fees, expenses and charges associated with.
the full delivery of the Requirements over the whole-of-life of the Contract. It must also cIearI
state the total Contract price exclusive of GST.

Where the price, or part of the price, is based on fee rates, all rates crﬁed

hourly or daily or both as required. ‘

In preparing their Quote Respondents are to consider all risks; ingericies and ot
circumstances relating to the delivery of the Requiremen d inclirde adeq provision in the
Quote and pricing information to manage such risks an i nc:es

Respondents are to document in their Quote all as
delivery of the Requirements, including in the fi
the Buyer or a third party will incur any cos
stated, and the cost estimated if possibl

Prices should be tendered in NZS$. U
payments in NZS.

@9.

Where a Respondent has a .
to the pricing schedule) , d-as i ici ) 4
Respondent must also ita pricin s that conforms.

Where two or mo ents w@o odge a joint or consortium Quote the pricing schedule

is to include a% pen%j\%\:\n‘i harges chargeable by all Respondents.

%
@@ O

Q@

Minictrv far the Fnvirnnmant Tandar N777-N1-REN - Cnda nf Prartica far l anderana

Paca 12 Anf24



- SECTION 5: Our Proposed Contract

5.1 Proposed Contract

See attached to this RFQ the Proposed Contract that we intend to use for the purchase and delivery of the
Requirements.



Note to suppliers and Respondents

e In managing this procurement the Buyer will endeavour to act fairly and reasonably in all of its dealings
with interested suppliers and Respondents, and to follow due process Wthh is ope transparent

o This section contains the government’s standard RFQ Process, Terms and Condi ened t
Terms) which apply to this procurement. Any variation to the RFQ-Terms w1% ed in Sectio

paragraph 1.6. Check to see if any changes have been made for this RFQ
o Words and phrases that have a special meaning are shown by the use fcapl e.g. Respondent,

which means ‘a person, organisation, business or other entity tha a Quote i e to the

RFQ. The term Respondent includes its officers, employees, con consulta and
representatives. The term Respondent differs from a supplier, hisany ot 5 in the market
place that does not submit a Quote.’ Definitions are at t 4 a o this sec
o If you have any questions about the RFQ-Terms get<m<&u\ our P ontact
Standard RFQ process @ <§
Preparing an itting @ Quote
6.1 Preparing a
a. Respondents 3 use th se Form provided and include all information
requested by the Buyer n to the RFQ.
itting a Quote pondent accepts that it is bound by the RFQ Process, Terms
itions (RFQ-Ter contained in Section 6 (as varied by Section 1, paragraph 1.6,
fa cable

y the Buyer
er all risks, contingencies and other circumstances relating to the delivery of the
Lurements and include adequate provision in its Quote to manage such risks and

ch Respo @n yill:
@ & RFQ and any documents referenced in the RFQ and any other information

¥ contingencies
iii. document in its Quote all assumptions and qualifications made about the delivery of
the Requirements, including any assumption that the Buyer or a third party will deliver
any aspect of the Requirements or incur any cost related to the delivery of the

Requirements
iv. ensure that pricing information is quoted in NZ$ exclusive of GST
v. if appropriate, obtain independent advice before submitting a Quote
vi. satisfy itself as to the correctness and sufficiency of its Quote, including the proposed
pricing and the sustainability of the pricing.
d. There is no expectation or obligation for Respondents to submit Quotes in response to the

RFQ solely to remain on any prequalified or registered supplier list. Any Respondent on
such a list will not be penalised for failure to submit a Quote.
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6.2 Offer Validity Period

a. Quotes are to remain valid and open for acceptance by the Buyer for the Offer Validity
Period.

6.3 Respondents’ Deadline for Questions

a. Each Respondent should satisfy itself as to the interpretation of the RFQ. If there is any
perceived ambiguity or uncertainty in the RFQ documents Respondents should seek
clarification before the Deadline for Questions.

b. All requests for clarification must be made by email to the Buyer’s Point of Contact. The
Buyer will endeavour to respond to requests in a timely manner,buat not later than
deadline for the Buyer to answer Respondents’ questions in > aragra
applicable.

c. If the Buyer considers a request to be of sufficient importance to all Res ay
provide details of the question and answer to other Respendents. In doin 58 Buyer
may summarise the Respondent’s question an not disclose the Respo ent’s
identity. The question and answer may be
Respondents. A Respondent may withdr,

information that is commerciall ) The Buy tpublish such commercially

sensitive information. Howev etfuest to eliminate such

commercially sensitive inf d publis t@ the answer where the Buyer
fEni

considers it of general oallR erfts, In this case, however, the
Respondent will be given portunity {o-W aw the request or remove the
commercially sensiti informatio O
6.4 Submittin
a. Each is responsi @ nsuring that its Quote is received by the Buyer at the
sg’on or beforét 4adline for Quotes. The Buyer will acknowledge receipt

> The Blyer inteqels n the Respondent’s Quote and all information provided by the
sondent (e.g: pondence and negotiations). In submitting a Quote and
émmunicating with the Buyer each Respondent should check that all information it
v provid e?@uyer is: ;
i t curate and complete and not misleading in any material respect
@\/ N s not contain Intellectual Property that will breach a third party’s rights.
- ere the Buyer requires the Quote to be delivered in hard and soft copies the
% espondent is responsible for ensuring that both the hard and soft copies are identical.

d. Where the Buyer stipulates a two envelope process the following applies:

eqguest atan .
d. In submitting a request for clarificatic denti i te, in its request, any
i
T

Q i. each Respondent must ensure that all financial information and pricing components of
their Quote are provided separately from the remainder of their Quote
ii. financial information and pricing must be contained eitherina separate sealed
envelope orasa separate soft copy file (whichever option has be requested by the
Buyer)

iii. the pricing information must be clearly marked ‘Financial and Pricing Information’ This
is to ensure that the pricing information cannot be viewed when the package
containing the other elements of the Quote is opened.

Assessing Quotes

6.5 Evaluation panel

a. The Buyer will convene an evaluation panel comprising members chosen for their relevant
expertise and experience. In addition, the Buyer may invite independent advisors to
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evaluate any Quote, or any aspect of any Quote.

6.6 Third party information
a. Each Respondent authorises the Buyer to collect additional information, except
commercially sensitive pricing information, from any relevant third party (such as a
referee or a previous or existing client) and to use that information as part of its
evaluation of the Respondent’s Quote.
b. Each Respondent is to ensure that all referees provided in support of its Quote agree to
provide a reference.

c. To facilitate discussions between the Buyer and third parties each ondent wawe
confidentiality obligations that would otherwise apply to informa Idhby a thi art

with the exception of commercially sensitive pricing informatio
6.7 Buyer’s clarification

a. The Buyer may, at any time, request from any Respondent frcatlon f its Quate as well

b. The Respondent must provide the clarificatic
requested. Respondents will endeavour 0

Buyer may take such clarification or addi
Quote.

c. Where a Respondent fails to re
for clarification or additional tign, the
Respondent’s Quote and may eljmihate the

6.8 Evaluation and shos
Quotes submitted in response to the RFQ.
uote following consideration of additional

The Buyer m
information
h. In decr espo hortlist the Buyer will take into account the results of
of ea d the following additional information:
ondent su tanding of the Requirements, capability to fully deliver the

irements and meet the conditions of the Proposed Contract
cept : rice is the only criteria, the best value-for-money over the whole-of-
ich Respondent, or Respondents, to shortlist the Buyer may take into

account gny of the following additional information:
Sults from reference checks, site visits, product testing and any other due

iigence
ii2 the ease of contracting with a Respondent based on that Respondent’s feedback on the
Proposed Contract (where these do not form part of the weighted criteria)

@ iii. any matter that materially impacts on the Buyer’s trust and confidence in the

Respondent
iv. any relevant information that the Buyer may have in its possession.

d. The Buyer will advise Respondents if they have been shortlisted or not. Being shortlisted
does not constitute acceptance by the Buyer of the Respondent’s Quote, or imply or
create any obligation on the Buyer to enter into negotiations with, or award a Contract for
delivery of the Requirements to any shortlisted Respondent/s. At this stage in the process
the Buyer does not intend to make public the names of the shortlisted Respondents.

6.9 Negotiations

a. The Buyer may invite a Respondent to enter into negotiations with a view to contract.
Where the outcome is unsatisfactory the Buyer may discontinue negotiations with a
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Respondent and may then initiate negotiations with another Respondent.

b. The Buyer may initiate concurrent negotiations with more than one Respondent. In
concurrent negotiations the Buyer will treat each Respondent fairly, and:

i. preparea negotiation plan for each negotiation

ii. advise each Respondent, that it wishes to negotiate with, that concurrent negotiations
will be carried out

jii. hold separate negotiation meetings with each Respondent.

c. Each Respondent agrees that any legally binding contract entered into between the
successful Respondent and the Buyer will be essentially in the form set outin Sectigé,

the Proposed Contract. %

6.10 Respondent’s debrief | ((D ,

a. At any time after shortlisting Respondents the Buyer will 0 e@ﬂ espo S w;h%/lwave
not been shortlisted a debrief. Each Respondent wi 30 gusiness Da the date
of offer, to request a debrief. When a Respon ﬁ equests a debr the er will
provide the debrief within 30 Business Day of the r of the date the

Contractis signed, whichever is later.

b. The debrief may be provided by le

t one o< ng. The debrief will:
s or wa@ sful
e.—

Jgai ditions (if applicable) and the

i. provide the reasons why th

ii. explain how the Quote
evaluation criteria

iii. indicate the Quote’s ive streng

ntage/s of the successful Quote

v. addres C ns or frofn the Respondent
vi. se romt ent on the RFQ and the RFQ, process.
6.11 Notificati

iv. explain, in Merms, the v

of ou

A moint aft ioh of negotiations, but no later than 20 Business Days after the

a iened, the Buyer will inform all unsuccessful Respondents of the

& the Contr%
me of the Succ ful Respondent, if any. The Buyer may make public the name of the

v Successful.Respondent and any unsuccessful Respondent. Where applicable, the Buyer will
@ pu i% “ct Award Notice on GETS.
A2 1 g% complaints
2. K'Respondent may, in good faith, raise with the Buyer any issue of complaint about the
%b Q, or the RFQ_process atany time.

_The Buyer will consider and respond promptly and impartially to the Respondent’s issue OF
complaint.
c. Both the Buyer and Respondent agree 10 act in good faith and use their best endeavours
to resolve any issue of complaint that may arise in relation to the RFQ.
d. The factthata Respondent has raised an issue or complaint is not to be used by the Buyer
to unfairly prejudice the Respondent’s ongoing participation in the REQ process or future
contract opportunities. ' .

Standard RFQ conditions

6.13 Buyer’s point of contact

a. Allenquiries regarding the RFQ must be directed by email to the Buyer’s Point of Contact.
Respondents must not directly or indirectly approach any representative of the Buyer, or
any other person, to solicit information concerning any aspect of the RFQ.

b. Only the Point of Contact, and any quthorised person of by the Buyer, are authorised to
communicate with Respondents regarding any aspect of the RFQ. The Buyer will not be
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bound by any statement made by any other person.
c. The Buyer may change the Point of Contact at any time. The Buyer will notify Respondents
of any such change. This notification may be posted on GETS or sent by email.

d. Where a Respondent has an existing contract with the Buyer then business as usual
communications, for the purpose of managing delivery of that contract, will continue using
the usual contacts. Respondents must not use business as usual contacts to lobby the Buyer,

solicit information or discuss aspects of the RFQ.
6.14 Conflict of interest
a. Each Respondent must complete the Conflict of Interest declaratio he Response%
and must immediately inform the Buyer should a Conflict of Int isexduring FQ
t

process. A material Conflict of Interest may result in the Respon g disqualifie
from participating further in the RFQ. :
6.15 Ethics &

a. Respondents must not attempt to influence or pr
reward or benefit to any representative of the

b. A Respondent who attempts to do anything
6.15.a. may be disqualified from participa

c. The Buyer reserves the right to requite.ad
Respondent, or any other person, out the R

RFQ process.
6.16 Anti-collusion and bid ri

the Buyer. Such
participating
that its Quo d in collusion with a Competitor.

iscretion, to report suspected collusive or anti-
ents to the appropriate authority and to give that
ion including a Respondent’s Quote.

inducement,

.13.a.and d. and

cess to ensure probity of the

; Subject to paragraph 6.17.c.and without limiting any confidentiality
und eed between them, will not disclose Confidential Information to a third -

i
party\without the other’s prior written consent.

% rand Respondent may each disclose Confidential Information to any person who
directly involved in the RFQ process on its behalf, such as officers, employees,

%nsultants, contractors, professional advisors, evaluation panel members, partners,
principals or directors, but only for the purpose of participating in the RFQ.

@ ¢. Respondents acknowledge that the Buyer’s obligations under paragraph 6.17.a. are
subject to requirements imposed by the Official Information Act 1982 (OIA), the Privacy

Act 1993, parliamentary and constitutional convention and any other obligations imposed
by the law. The Buyer will not be in breach of its obligations if Confidential Information is
disclosed by the Buyer to the appropriate authority because of suspected collusive or anti-
competitive tendering behaviour. Where the Buyer receives an OIA request that relates to
a Respondent’s Confidential Information the Buyer will consult with the Respondent and
may ask the Respondent to explain why the information is considered by the Respondent

to be confidential or commercially sensitive.

6.18 Confidentiality of RFQ information
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a. For the duration of the RFQ, to the date of the announcement of the Successful
E_a Respondent, of the end of the RFQ process, the Respondent agrees to keep the RFQ,
strictly confidential and not make any public statement to any third party in relation 1o
any aspect of the RFQ, the RFQ process or the award of any Contract without the Buyer’s
prior written consent.

b. A Respondent may disclose RFQ, information to any person described in paragraph 6.17.b.
but only for the purpose of participating in the RFQ. The Respondent must take
reasonable steps to ensure that such recipients do not disclose Confidential Information to

any other person or use Confidential Information for any purpose other than responding
o the RFQ.

6.19 Costs of partmpatmg in the process

a. Each Respondent will meet its own costs assocuated wnth ion and resentation
of its Quote and any negotiations
6.20 Ownership of documents %
a. The RFQ and its contents remain the property 4 ual Property rights

ay request the
any coples Respondents

in the RFQ remain the property of the Buy
immediate return of destruction 0
must comply with any such reque

en deli Buyer, become the property
at the end of the process.

b. All documents forming the Quo
of the Buyer. Quotes wnH usned to Res

c. Ownership of lnte!lectg@ rights i &té remain the property of the
Respondent of its hcensor wever, dent grants to the Buyera non-exclusive,
non—transferab & perpetual llcens se, copy and disclose information contained
in the Quot rpose rela RFQ process.

relati @
i nor t% ess, creates a process contract or any legal relationship
Respondent, except in respect of:
%&aratlon in its Quote
the Offer Vah eriod

jil. the sopdent’s statements, representat1ons and/or warranties in its Quote and in its
0Q dence and negotiations with the Buyer
/ valuation Approach to be used by the Buyer to assess Quotes as set out in Section

e RFQ-Terms (as varied by Section 1, paragraph 1.6, if applicable)
x the standard RFQ conditions set out in paragraphs 6.13 10 6.26
% vi. any other matters expressly described as binding o.bhgatlons in Section 1, paragraph

b. Each exception in paragraph 6.21.a. is subject only to the Buyer’s reserved rights in
paragraph 6. 23.

c. Except for the Jegal obligations set out in paragraph 6. 21.a. no legal relationship is formed
between the Buyer and any Respondent unless and until a Contract is entered into
between those parties.

6.22 Elimination

a. The Buyer may exclude a Respondent from participating in the RFQ if the Buyer has
evidence of any of the following, and is considered by the Buyer to be material to the RFQ:

i the Respondent has failed to provide all information requested, or in the correct
format, or materially breached a condition of the RFQ

ii. theQuote contains a material error, omission or inaccuracy

iii. the Respondent is in hankruptcy, receivership or liguidation
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iv. the Respondent has made a false declaration

v. there is a serious performance issue in a historic or current contract delivered by the
Respondent

vi. the Respondent has been convicted of a serious crime or offence

vii. there is professional misconduct or an act or omission on the part of the Respondent
which adversely reflects on the integrity of the Respondent

viii. the Respondent has failed to pay taxes, duties or other levies

ix. the Respondent represents a threat to national security or the confidentiality of
sensitive government information

X.  the Respondent is a person or organisaﬁon designéted as E@y New@d

Police.

6.23 Buyer’s additional rights

a. Despite any other provision in the RFQ the Buyer may, on gi due ngtice to
Respondents:
i.  amend, suspend, cancel and/or re-issue Q,or any p FQ

e timeline,

ii. make any material change to the RFQ.{i anyc
t Respondents are given a

Requirements or Evaluation Appr thé condjtigh

reasonable time within which to(pes o the d&
b. Despite any other provision in the Buyer ma
i.  accept a late Quote if itds.th r's fault it\sreceived late

ccept a-la € where it considers that there is no

ii. inexceptional circumstan

material prejudi er Respond Buyer will not accept a late Quote if it
considers tha risk of collusio e part of a Respondent, or the
Responden knowl content of any other Quote

iii. inexce msta iswer a question submitted after the Deadline for
Questions;iflapplicabl

iv. acceptaryeject an or part of a Quote

v epbor reject a compliant, non-conforming or alternative Quote

Vi. de not-to accept the lowest priced conforming Quote unless this is stated as the

vvalua ion ch ,

de 'denter into a Contract with any Respondent

iai egotiate with any Respondent without disclosing this to, or doing the same
¥ other Respondent , ;

ide or withhold from any Respondent information in relation to any question

rising in relation to the RFQ. Information will usually only be withheld if it is deemed

unnecessary, is commercially sensitive to a Respondent, is ina ppropriate to supply at
the time of the request or cannot be released for legal reasons '

@ x. amend the Proposed Contract at any time, including during negotiations with the

viii.

<

shortlisted Respondent
xi.  waive irregularities or requirements in the RFQ process where it considers it
appropriate and reasonable to do so. '
c. The Buyer may request that a Respondent/s agrees to the Buyer:

i.  selecting any individual element/s of the Requirements that is offered in a Quote and
capable of being delivered separately, unless the Quote specifically states that the
Quote, or elements of the Quote, are to be taken collectively

ii.  selecting two or more Respondents to deliver the Requirements as a joint venture or

consortium.
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6.24 New Zealand law

a. The laws of New Zealand shall govern the RFQ and each Respondent agrees 10 submit 1o
the exclusive jurisdiction of the New Zealand courts in respect of any dispute concerning
the RFQ or the RFQ process.

6.25 Disclaimer

a. The Buyer will not be liable in contract, tort, equity, or inany other way whatsoever for
any direct or indirect damage, loss or cost incurred by any Respondent or any other
personin respect of the RFQ. process.

b. Nothing contained or implied in the REQ, or RFQ process, or any er communicati y
the Buyer to any Respondent shall be construed as legal, finan Pother advice: hi
sno

Buyer has endeavoured to ensure the integrity of such informationrlowever,

been independently verified and may not be updated.

c. To the extent that liability cannot be excluded, the u gregate |
Buyer, its agents and advisors is $1.

6.26 Precedence < =
a. Any conflict or inconsistency in the RFQ@ olved cedence in the
following descending order:
i. Sectionl, paragraph 1.6 @ @
ii. Section® (RFQ-Terms) >

iii. all other sections of{his cumen

iv. any additional iptorma or docume \ svided by the Buyer to Respondents
G

through thed 4@ Point of C GETS.
b. Ifthereis or incopsistericy-pe ween information or documents having the
same | r den " formation or document will prevail.

Deflmtl@ A
In relatio this the follewing words and expressions have the meanings described below.

Adva cg tj %ﬂ e lished by the buyer on GETS in advance of publishing the RFQ. An
Al Notice alerts the market to a contract opportunity. Where used, an Advance
gg%g ice forms part of the RFQ.
_ _// any week day in New 7ealand, excluding Sathrda_yé, Sundays, New Zealand j{na'tion_al')
A ~ public holidays and all days from Boxing Day up to and including the day after New ;
Year’s Day. % Tedid G e e :

The Buyer is the government agency that has issued the RFQ with the intent of
purchasing the goods or services described in the Requirements. The term Buyer
includes its officers, employees, contractors, consultants, agents and representatives.

Closing Date . The deadlin_e_for.O.uotes to be received by th'e'Buyg_,r.gs’étate,d in Section .31','jpéragfaph ‘
Competitors Any other business that is in competition with a Respondent either in relation to the

goods or services sought under the RFQor in general.

E‘Conf"it_:l_éh_il:ia_i"".; '_lnf'oi"méti‘dn__tha‘t': i

?--_':“-f?‘-','“‘?"‘.‘-‘“,‘ ._: P daeshy It nature confidential

b, is marked by either the _Buyer'di'-a_R_eSpbh_deht:as ‘confidential’, ’C’o_m_rh&r;i_é!ly_f_
~ sensitive’, ‘sensitive’, ‘in confidence’, ‘top secret’, ‘secret’, classified’ and/or . -

S
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restrrcted’ # i
C. s prowded by the Buyer, a Respondent or a third party in confidence
d. the Buyer or a Respondent knows, or ought to know, is confldentlal

Conﬁdentlal mformation does not cover lnformatron thatisin the publlc domaln .
through no fault of either the Buyer ora Respondent

Conflict of Interest A Conflict of Interest arises if a Respondent’s personal or business interests or
obligations do, could, or be perceived to, conflict with its obligations to the Buyer

under the RFQ or in the provision of the goods or services. It means that the
Respondent’s independence, objectivity or impartiality can be into questlo
Conflict of Interest may be:

a. actual: where the conflict currently exists
b. potential: where the conflict is about to happen o pen, or
c. perceived: where other people may reasonably think that a person i

compromised.

. Contract “ ‘The written Contract/s entered into by th “and Succes 0

delivery of the Requirements.

ndent/s for the

lish a Contract Award

Contract Award Government Rules of Sourcing, Ru

Notice Notice on GETS when it has aw ct to the Rules.
Deadline for The deadli_ne for suppliers’ to esti 5t e Buyer as stated in Section 1
Questions paragraph 1.2, if applicab : i '
Deadline for Quotes The deadline that are to be de P submitted to the Buyer as stated in

Section 1, para

Evaluation Approach The approach
Section

GETS

GST
Intellectual Pr

Offer V, @4@ d T

Point of Contact uyer and each Respondent are required to appoint a Point of Contact This is the
m thod to be used for all communications during the RFQ process. The Buyer’s Point
of Contact is identified in Section 1, paragraph 1.3. The Respondent’s Point of Contact

is identified in lts Quote _
_ Price The total amount, including all costs, fees, expenses and charges, to be charged by the
Successful Respondent for the full delivery of the Reqmrements Each Respondent’s

Quote must include its Price.

cep nce by the Buyer as stated in Sectlon 1, paragraph 1.6.

Proposed Contract The Contract terms and conditions proposed by the Buyer for the sale and delivery of
the Requirements as described in Section 5.

Quote The response a Respondent submits in reply to the RFQ. It compri_ses'the Response
Form, the Respondent’s bid, financial and pricing information and all other
information submitted by a Respondent.

RFQ Means the Request for Quote.
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:. 'Request for Quote

;iRFcu

RFQ-Terms

RFd Pr’oc'essj Terms

~and Conditions

(shortened 10 RFQ— ¢

Terms)

Requirements
_Respondent
Response Form

. SucceSSfuI -
‘ Respon:dent'_'

_ the REQ. The term Respondent mciudes it @: s,
i ,consultants, agents and representativ 8 tér
- which is any other busmess in the ma t

- The RFQ compnses the Advance Notice (where used) the RFQ document (inciuding
 theF RFQ-Terms) and any other schedule, appen i
.'."to this RFQ document, and’ any subsequent mfo

: "_"ReSpondents through the Buyer s Pomt of Contact '

or document attached by the. Buyer-_'-.
._ation' provnded by the Buver to.

Means the Request for Quote - Process, Terms and Conditions as described in Section

6.

The government s standard process terms and condltions that appiy to RFQs as

- descrlbed in Section 6. These may be varied at the time of the reiease of the RFQ by
""the Buyer in Section 1 paragraph 1.6. These may be varied su D
'~ of the RFQ by the Buyer on giving notice to Respondents

equent to the rel :

The goods and/or services descnbed in Section 2 whic th
purchase

”that
employe

A person organisation business or other enti

The form and declaration presc

respond to the RFQ, duly co y aRespondent as part of the

ey ful negotiations, the Respondent/s
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From: S 9 (1) (a
Sent: - ,) () :
To: b

Subject: p -

Attachments: L= L . . e 2

From: Justin Strang [mailto:Justin.Strang@mfe.qovt.nz]
Sent: Fridav, 24 March 2017 4:40 p.m.

C 8 4 (2)(a)
Subject: ONL project &
Hi
Following up our conversation... @ ©§§
t

1hold:/ Given project is at we think on
d re-initi enve are able. The Ministry
as go a the’'work to date and still shares the

nap andscape methodology.
This decision is based on: % _
e having to cut back on our current ¢ ents in ore@b deliver on other higher priority work
e anticipated financial support fro y not been forthcoming leaving a disproportionate

burden to be carried by MfE
e Anticipation that we may cope th
effectiveness review [not jate to
effectiveness review 1ot n sha foC]

We have discussed our about the p% ith MPI and DoC before taking this decision — they accept or

concur with this, ,
| realise that @Mdisap aloy ou personally. Let’s discuss further on Monday.
Justin @

Justin Strang — M g% a Moana — Nga Tai Moana

MfE has made the decision to put the ONL methodology proje

balance thatit is better to close the current procurement e
regrets having to take this decision as we recognise the
mo

view of those involved about the benefits of developi

Ministry for the Envi nt—Manati Mo Te Taiao
Mabile: +64 22 9669 Email: justin.strang@mfe.govt.nz: www.mfe.govi.nz
Nojg The Terr Box10362, Wellington 6143

e\ far the
ronment

@ Ta Mo Tr Taiso

Making Actearoa New Zealand
the most liveable place in the world
Aptesion - e whinas mand K nd o gy




000



Outstanding Natural Landscape note

File note: _2‘%/5//% :

Below is a file note outlining the decision making process for placing the work on a Code of Practice
for Landscapes - Outstanding Natural Landscapes on hold.

A Request for Proposals was put out on January 2017. Questions were raised by Deputy Secretaries
around the timing of this work considering the range of marine initiatives curren place.

Marine Directors discussed this and noted that the Department of Conservati t the ti
reviewing the effectiveness of the NZCPS. _

in the\NZCPS

sequencing of work, as some areas may be dependet; t 5. Minjster be briefed on the
v months.

outcomes of the effectiveness review over the ne 10
In addition there were pressures on budgets ime whi we prioritised funding into
other higher priority work.

Decisions on any work programm of the NZCPS effectiveness review will

be made following discussion

e &
2ot

@7







