
 

 

NEW ZEALAND FLAG CONSIDERATION PANEL 
 

DATE 17 June 2015 (FCP Min Ref: 170615) 11am until 4:00pm 

VENUE Wellington – MOJ 19 Aitken St, level 3, meeting room 3:14  

PANEL 
ATTENDEES 

Professor John Burrows (Chair), Kate de Goldi (Deputy Chair), Nicky Bell, Peter Chin,  Sir Brian 
Lochore, Malcolm Mulholland, Hana O’Regan, Rhys Jones, Stephen Jones and Rod Drury 

APOLOGIES Beatrice Faumuina and Julie Christie 

PRESENT 
Kylie Archer (Director), Jo Crawford (Executive Assistant), Martin Rodgers (Project Manager), Ian 
Thompson (Senior Advisor), Suzanne Stephenson (Communications Specialist), Georgie Wiles 

  AGENDA    
ITEM TIME TOPIC PRESENTED BY 

1.  11:00am 
Welcome from the Chair (tea and coffee on arrival)  

 5 May Meeting notes and actions (for approval) 

Chair Prof John Burrows 

2.  11.15am 

Flag suggestions update (oral item) 

 Key themes  

 Flag tool – Panel feedback 

Ian Thompson 

3.  11.45am 

Design selection process  (Secretariat Report appendix 2) 

 Background and legal position well-known designs  

 Preliminarily list publication (up to 75 designs) 

 Paris Convention for the protection of Industrial Property 

Ian Thompson 

 12.30pm Lunch  

4.  1.00pm Research Update (oral item) Martin Rodgers 

5.  1.45pm 

Communication/Engagement update (oral item) 

 Summary of coverage to date 

 Preparation for next phases 

 Message update 

Suzanne Stephenson 

6.  2.30pm 

Flag Selection Advisory Group (Secretariat Report appendix 3) 

 Update to the Minister 

 Composition update 

Ian Thompson 

7.  3.00pm 

Secretariat Report 

 Reporting update 

 Roadshow update (Secretariat Report appendix 4) 

Kylie Archer 

8.  3.20pm Budget Update (oral item) Kylie Archer 

9.  3.40pm 

General Business 

 Correspondence – update (oral item) 

 Conflict of Interest Register update 

All 

 
Next meeting:  23 July 2015, 11am – 4.00pm, (Auckland - Venue tbc)  
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NEW ZEALAND FLAG CONSIDERATION PANEL 
 

DATE 5 May 2015 (FCP Min Ref: 150505) 1.00pm until 2:30pm 

VENUE Te Papa, Jellicoe St, Wellington 

PANEL ATTENDEES John Burrows (Chair), Kate De Goldi (Deputy Chair), Nicky Bell, Peter Chin, Rhys Jones, Sir Brian Lochore, Malcolm Mulholland, Hana 
O’Regan, Stephen Jones, Rod Drury, Julie Christie, Beatrice Faumuina 

PRESENT 
Kylie Archer (Director), Jo Crawford (Executive Assistant), Martin Rodgers (Project Manager), Ian Thompson (Senior Advisor) and Robin 
Paratene (Senior Advisor) and Suzanne Stephenson (Comms Advisor) 

MEETING NOTES AND ACTIONS 

ITEM TOPIC DECISIONS & NOTES DEADLINES 

4. Welcome from the Chair 

Launch Review  

 29 April Meeting notes and actions approved 

 Discussion regarding the launch activity. 

 A significant number of media requests.   

 Cross Party Group – Feedback following the meeting with John and Kate.   

 

 

 

 

5. Community Meeting, Hui 
and Roadshow update 

 Roadshow timetable and programme discussion.  It was agreed to add two extra workshops 
to the programme and the Hui were moved to Sunday afternoons.     

 
 

6. Risk Register  s9(2)(g)(i)
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7. The Designers Institute 
Presentation 

 Arch MacDonnell a member of the Designers Institute provided an update regarding the 5 
Universal Principals of Design. 

 The Panel agreed to work with the Institute to communicate this information to the public 
(ideally as video content). 

 

 

Deadline 15 June 

 
 

s9(2)(g)(i)
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New Zealand Flag Consideration Panel 

 
Design selection process – 17 June update 

Recommendations 

 

It is recommended that the Flag Consideration Panel: 

1 

2 Agree in principle to publish the preliminary long-list of up to 
75 designs 

AGREE / DISAGREE / DISCUSS 

3 Note the information provided regarding the Paris Convention 
for the Protection of Industrial Property  

 
Kylie Archer 
Director, New Zealand Flag Consideration Project Secretariat 

s9(2)(h)
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Introduction 

1 This report presents the Flag Consideration Panel (the Panel) with:  

 

 Further comment on the option to publish a preliminary long-list of designs; 
and,  

 information regarding the Paris Convention for the Protection of Industrial 
Property and its applicability to the Flag Consideration Project. 

Further comment – option to publish the preliminary long-list of designs 

5 After the design suggestion process closes on 16 July 2015, the Panel will complete 
their final preliminary assessments before 22 July. Then the Secretariat will collate all 
Panel members’ responses and compile a draft preliminary long-list of designs to be 
agreed at the Panel meeting of 23 July. This will be based on the highest percentage 
agreement for each of the designs, for example a flag would likely be included if 80% 
of the Panel selected ‘Yes’. This preliminary long-list will also include all Panel 
members’ ‘favourite’ designs (up to two designs per Panellist; a total of up to 24 
designs). 

6 Following approval by the Panel at the meeting on 23 July, the preliminary long-list 
will be provided to an Advisory Group to review and give comment on each design 
from a technical, not subjective perspective, specifically focusing on any potential 
issues.  

7 As previously discussed, consideration could be given to publishing the preliminary 
long-list in late-July/early-August as a ‘preliminary long list selected for additional 
due diligence’. It is the Secretariat’s recommendation that the preliminary long-list 
should be a maximum of 75 designs but no less than 50 as there will be significant 
time pressures to get the appropriate checks done before designs can be published. 

 

 

s9(2)(h)
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8 The benefit of publishing the preliminary long-list of designs are: 

 

 the public would continue to be involved in the process and it would provide a 
large degree of immediate transparency;  

 it may shift public focus away from less serious, unselected designs, enhancing 
the project’s sense of gravitas; 

 flag designers whose design makes it through to the preliminary long-list stage 
will better understand the importance of the need to meet all the necessary 
criteria required for final consideration; 

 it  increases the transparency of the Panel's selection process; and, 

 it provides the Electoral Commission with the opportunity to test how potential 
‘referendum one’ designs can be best depicted on voting papers, including 
colour testing. 

9 However, publishing the preliminary long-list does carry an element of risk, namely: 

  if a specific design that is publicly ‘supported’ is not included. This risk can be 
mitigated to some extent by identifying supported designs that are not included 
and clearly explaining why not. It is highly likely that there will be a reason for a 
supported design’s exclusion; 

 preliminary checks only will be able to be completed prior to publishing the 
designs. Checks at this stage would not include legal due-diligence (which comes 
later and would benefit from releasing the preliminary long-list). The Panel 
should note that the criminal checks would be for convictions, not charges1; and, 

 the Panel could be put in a position where there is a need to defend decisions 
early in the overall process of selecting the four referendum designs. 

10 Weighing the benefits against the risks, it is the Secretariat’s recommendation that 
the preliminary long-list is published.  

11 If the Panel decides to publish the preliminary long-list, the Responsible Minister will 
be briefed appropriately. The briefing would provide an overview of the preliminary 
long-list, Panel decisions to that point, and comment on any potential issues with 
publicising the designs.  

                                                 
1
 Criminal checks through the Ministry of Justice will only bring up convictions. The Police provide a vetting 

service which checks for charges as well, however it is limited for organisations that provide care to children, 
older people and vulnerable members of society in New Zealand. 

s9(2)(h)
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12 The likely timing for publicising the designs will be confirmed at a later date, 
however it is estimated to be around 5 August. 

The Paris Convention for the Protection of Industrial Property (the Convention) 

13 For the Panel’s information, AJ Park has also provided some comment regarding 
Article 6 the Convention and its applicability to the New Zealand flag and the Flag 
Consideration Project.  

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

 

Appendices 

Appendix 1 – Letter and report from AJ Park 
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