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MAY IT PLEASE THE TRIBUNAL: 

 

1. This memorandum is filed on behalf of: 

a. Wai 3262, a claim on behalf of Climate Justice Taranaki; 

b. Wai 2139, claim on behalf of the Muaūpoko Tribal Authority; and  

c. Wai 507, a claim on behalf of Ngā Ariki Kaipūtahi.  

2. Written questions in writing for witnesses from hearing week seven were due to 

be filed by 7 May 2026.1 Counsel apologise for the delay in filing, having been 

involved in several fixtures, and seek leave to do so.  

3. Written questions for the following Crown witnesses are recorded below.  

Julie Collins (#A121) 

4. At paragraph [58], you discuss voluntary reporting of agricultural processors 

emissions, which was followed by mandatory reporting in 2012:  

In 2011, agricultural processors (such as those who process meat from animals, 
pigs or poultry; and milk processors) started voluntary reporting of its emissions, 
followed by mandatory reporting in 2012. 

Q: 1. Can you provide reports or summary reports from 2011 and 2012 of 

processors? 

5. At paragraph [169], you discuss AgriZeroNZ investment for a methane inhibiting 

bolus. While in hearing, the annual Agriculture and Climate Change conference 

was simultaneously taking place where the cost of these technologies was a topic 

of discussion.2  

Q: 2. Can you point to any estimates that have been prepared, general and/or 

specific, of the estimated cost of rollout of different methane reducing 

technologies that are currently under development? Are there any estimates of 

per animal costs for technologies such as bolus treatments? 

 
1  Wai 3325, #2.6.27(a).  
2  RNZ, Farmers should be paid to use methane-busting tools – agritech leaders, 4 May 2026. Available online: 

https://www.rnz.co.nz/news/environment/594132/farmers-should-be-paid-to-use-methane-busting-tools-agritech-
leaders  

https://www.rnz.co.nz/news/environment/594132/farmers-should-be-paid-to-use-methane-busting-tools-agritech-leaders
https://www.rnz.co.nz/news/environment/594132/farmers-should-be-paid-to-use-methane-busting-tools-agritech-leaders
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Q: 3. Given the high ambition and urgency for rollout of methane reducing 

technologies, have there been any discussions in government about how 

methane reducing technologies might be incentivised, whether by subsidies or 

other incentives? 

Helen Plume (#A128) 

6. At paragraphs [20] – [21] you say that the Kyoto Protocol was adopted on 11 

December 1997, ratified by New Zealand in December 2002, and entered into 

force in February 2005: 

The delay between adoption and entry-into-force occurred because most 
developed countries (including New Zealand) waited until the reporting and 
accounting rules, including for land use, land-use change and forestry (LULUCF) 
were finalised. 

Q: 4. What inventories / reports and/or summaries of afforestation and any 

expected deforestation in New Zealand were prepared or relied on in this waiting 

period? 

Q: 5. What did they state about forests on Māori freehold land, and in particular 

expected deforestation rates? 

7. In June 2021, the Minister for the Environment signed a detailed briefing paper 

“Ministry for the Environment | Manatū Mō Te Taiao ‘Consistency of NDC1 with 

efforts to limit global warming to 1.5°C’ (10 June 2021).”3 (It is referred to in 

Lawyers for Climate Action NZ v Climate Change Commission [2025] NZCA 80, 

paragraphs [80]-[82]). The briefing paper set out ranges of updated NDC budgets 

and 2030 reduction targets that would be consistent with the 1.5°C goal based 

on different equity principles: 

(a) equal rate of reductions (gross-net);  

(b) equal rate of reductions (net-net);  

(c) equal emissions per capita (2021–2030); 

(d) equal emissions per capita in 2030;  

(e) equal emissions per capita in 2050;  

 
3  https://environment.govt.nz/what-government-is-doing/cabinet-papers-and-regulatory-impact-statements/consistency-

of-ndc1-with-efforts-to-limit-global-warming-to-1-5-degrees/  

https://environment.govt.nz/what-government-is-doing/cabinet-papers-and-regulatory-impact-statements/consistency-of-ndc1-with-efforts-to-limit-global-warming-to-1-5-degrees/
https://environment.govt.nz/what-government-is-doing/cabinet-papers-and-regulatory-impact-statements/consistency-of-ndc1-with-efforts-to-limit-global-warming-to-1-5-degrees/
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(f) equal share of global mitigation cost (current share of GDP);  

(g) equal responsibility for warming (from emissions since 1850); and  

(h) equal responsibility for warming (from emissions since 1990). 

Q: 6. Are you aware of any similar briefing paper or papers prepared and 

presented before June 2021 which compare a number of reduction targets for 

New Zealand based on different equity principles? 

Kieran Murray (#A127) 

8. In oral questions you were asked if there is a wide range of estimates among 

economists of the GDP losses at increased global warming levels. The following 

chart was shown to you on the overhead screen: 

  

9. The chart comes from a paper entitled “Damage functions, NGFS scenarios, and 

the economic commitment of climate change. An explanatory note” November 

2024.4  

 
4  Network for Greening Financial System: Technical document, Damage functions, NGFS scenarios, and the economic 

commitment of climate change: An explanatory note (November 2024).  
https://www.ngfs.net/system/files/import/ngfs/media/2024/11/05/ngfs_scenarios_explanatory_note_on_damage_functio
ns.pdf 

https://www.ngfs.net/system/files/import/ngfs/media/2024/11/05/ngfs_scenarios_explanatory_note_on_damage_functions.pdf
https://www.ngfs.net/system/files/import/ngfs/media/2024/11/05/ngfs_scenarios_explanatory_note_on_damage_functions.pdf
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Q: 7. Do you agree that there is currently a wide range of estimates of GDP 

losses at increased global warming levels among reputable economists? 

Q: 8. If you agree, do you have any general comment on these studies, in 

particular why there is a wide range? 

Katrina Casey (#A130) 
 

10. At paragraph [63] you say: 

Twenty-four residential whenua properties were assessed by Councils as 
Category 3 and met the criteria for voluntary grants which meant they retained 
ownership of the whenua but had to agree that no-one could reside on the 
property given the assessed risk to life.  

Q: 9. How is the 'no residence' requirement for the 24 properties relocated under 

Whenua Māori and Marae Relocation Programme secured? Is it only in the 

agreement to relocate? Is it noted anywhere else (for example council records, 

on land titles, something else)? 

Q: 10. Can you confirm that the total for Whenua Māori and Marae Relocation 

Programme was $136 million as noted at DPMC.002.0613 (Wai 3325, 130(a))?  

Q: 11. Was all of that sum expended?  

Q: 12. Are you able to disclose the average, mean and minimum payout for the 

24 properties? 

 
Paul Stocks (#A122) 
 
 

Q: 13. Is it part of the Government policy that there is a climate emergency? Is 

there any statement confirming or resiling from the climate emergency label? 

11. At paragraphs [25] – [33] you discuss this Government’s ‘priority’ to repeal the 

ban on offshore oil and gas exploration and over five thousand submissions 

received on the amending legislation (most in opposition to the proposal). 
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12. In May 2021, an International Energy Agency (IEA) report concluded that in order 

to reach net zero by 2050 and limit the rise in global temperatures to 1.5 °C “no 

new oil and natural gas fields are required beyond those that have already been

 approved for development.”5 

13. In April 2022, the Secretary-General of the United Nations, launching the third 

IPCC report said: “the truly dangerous radicals are the countries that are 

increasing the production of fossil fuels. Investing in new fossil infrastructure is 

moral and economic madness ...”6 

Q: 14. In discussion of the repeal of the ban, can you point to any advice of 

officials to Government that the reversal of the exploration ban on its face directly 

contradicted the international intention of keep warming to no more than 1.5 

degrees by 2050? 

 
 
 
Dated at Wellington this 8th day of May 2026 
 

   
_______________________________________________ 

Tom Bennion / Emma Whiley / Kudrat 
Counsel for the claimants 

 
5  International Energy Agency, Net Zero by 2050 - A Roadmap for the Global Energy Sector (4th revision, October 2021), 

at p 99. Available online: https://iea.blob.core.windows.net/assets/deebef5d-0c34-4539-9d0c-
10b13d840027/NetZeroby2050-ARoadmapfortheGlobalEnergySector_CORR.pdf 

6  https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=FN2KlgXMfTc  

https://iea.blob.core.windows.net/assets/deebef5d-0c34-4539-9d0c-10b13d840027/NetZeroby2050-ARoadmapfortheGlobalEnergySector_CORR.pdf
https://iea.blob.core.windows.net/assets/deebef5d-0c34-4539-9d0c-10b13d840027/NetZeroby2050-ARoadmapfortheGlobalEnergySector_CORR.pdf
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=FN2KlgXMfTc



