
DEPARTMENT OF THE 
PRIME MINISTER AND CABINET 
TE TARI O TE PIRIMIA ME TE KOMITI MATUA 

25 June 2021 

Dear -------------
Reference: OIA-2020/21-0620 

Official Information Act request relating to Appendices of the Arotake report 

Thank you for your request made under the Official Information Act 1982 (the Act) received 
as a transfer from the New Zealand Security Intelligence Se1Nice by the Department of the 
Prime Minister and Cabinet (DPMC) on 27 May 2021. You requested: 

" .. .[DPMC prepared] appendices associated with the Arotake report ... " 

Three of the appendices to the Arotake report were documents prepared by DPMC; 
appendix 16, 17, and 60. As you may be aware from the piUblicly released Arotake report 
(available online at: https://www.nzsis.govt.nz/assets/Uploads/Arotake-internal-review-public­
release-22-March-2021.pdf) , appendix 16 is titled New Zealand National Security and 
Intelligence Priorities: supporting organising framework (December 2018, ERS-18-SUB-
0026). 

I have decided to withhold appendix 16 under section 6(a) of the Act , as "the making 
available of that information would be likely to prejudice the security or defence of New 
Zealand or the international relations of the Government of New Zealand". However, if you 
are not already aware, some information relating to New Zealand's National Security and 
Intelligence Priorities is available online at: https://dpmc.govt.nz/our-programmes/national­
security-and-intelligence/national-security-and-intelligence-priorities. 

Similarly, it is necessary to withhold appendix 17 in full under both section 6(a) of the Act, as 
outlined above, and section 6(b) of the Act, as "the makin!;J available of that information 
would be likely to prejudice the entrusting of information to the Government of New Zealand 
on a basis of confidence by the Government of any other country or any agency of such a 
Government, or any international organisation". 

With regard to appendix 60, The Right Wing in New Zealc:md: Myth vs Reality, this is a 
National Assessments Committee document that was commenced by New Zealand Police 
and distributed by DPMC, hence the inclusion of the Police logo on the assessment. As you 
may be aware, this document has previously been released !through requests made via the 
fyi.org website (for example, https://fyi.org.nz/request/14293-two-police-assessments­
relating-to-right-wing-extremism). For convenience, please find a copy enclosed. Some 
material has been withheld under the following sections of the Act: 
• Section 6(a), as outlined above, 
• Section 6(c), as "the making available of that information would be likely to prejudice the 

maintenance of the law, including the prevention, investigation, and detection of offences, 
and the right to a fair trial", and 

• Section 9(2)(a), to protect the privacy of natural persons. 
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In making my decision , I have taken the public interest considerations in section 9(1) of the 
Act into account. 

You have the right to ask the Ombudsman to investigate and review my decision under 
section 28(3) of the Act. 

This response will be published on DPMC's website during our regular publication cycle. 
Typically, information is released monthly, or as otherwise determined. Your personal 
information including name and contact details will be removed for publication. 

Yours sincerely 

ony-'l eh 
Deputy Chief Executive, 
National Security Group 
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THE RIGHT WING IN NEW ZEALAND: MYTH VS REALITY 

17 April 2014 
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The Uncertainty Yardt,tick 

Intelligence assessments often deal not in statements of fact or precisie calculations, but in judgements based on 
the careful weighing of information that may be incomplete, opaque or uncertain in its credibility. 

Assessments issued by the National Assessments Committee, and by its constituent agencies, express this 
uncertainty by the deliberate and consistent use of language to convey probabilities . As used in assessment 
reporting, this language has precise meaning as defined by the following probability ranges. 

Qualitative Statement Associated Probability Range 

Remote/Highly Unlikely <10% 

Improbable/Unlikely 15-20% 

Realistic Possibility 25-50% 

Probable/Likely 55-70% 

Highly Nery Probable/Likely 75-85% 

Almost Certain >90% 

The gaps between one probability range and the next are intentional , as a means of encouraging precision in 
judgements about probability. 

The terms used here, and their associated probability ranges, are also used by some of New Zealand's overseas 
intelligence partners, and have been adopted here in order to promote consistency internationally. 
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NAC 24/2013-14 17 April 2014 

THE RIGHT WING IN NEW ZEALAND: MYTH VS REALITY 

Although a fringe element of New Zealand society, right wing groups 
garner media attention and a degree of notoriety through provocative 
actions. This paper examines the right wing phenomenon in New Zealand 
in order to inform decision-makers about the ext«imt to which they pose, or 
not, a threat to domestic security. 

Key Judgements 

What's happening? 

• Far-right groups will continue to actively court media attention to 
promote their agendas, attract members, and raise funds. 
Provocative actions will occasionally focus public attention on 
far-right groups. (R) 

Why is this important? 

• Far-right groups and extreme right-wing individuals will continue 
to feature in the margins of New Zealand's socio-policitical 
landscape for the foreseeable future, although their numbers will 
likely remain low. (R) 

What it means for New Zealand 

• Overt far-right groups have to date posed 110 threat to domestic 
security. Extremists acting outside the sa1nction of established 
organisations are the key vector for harm associated with the 
far-right environment. (R) 

• Sporadic acts of racially motivated violence will continue to occur 
in small numbers, but the rejection by wider society of extremist 
ideology means far-right groups will continue to be of minimal 
significance to security over the next threE! to five years. (R) 
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Introduction 

From origins in the late 1960s New Zealand's far right-wing has remained a fringe 

element within society, never wielding more than minimal influence based on infrequent 

yet provocative actions. But the persistent presence of the far-right, however minimal, 

demonstrates that perceptions of disenfranchisement and social isolation continue to 

attract small numbers of New Zealanders to far-right ideology. The spectrum of beliefs 

amongst the far-right ranges from anti-immigration activism to violent race hate and 

ideological affinity with aspects of Nazi Germany. Consequently, activities by far right­

wing groups or individuals have varied in type and impact. The extreme right-wing 

(XRW) is a term referring to those prepared to use or support violence in furthering their 

ideology. Instances of racially motivated violence, though rare in New Zealand, have 

resulted in at least one homicide. Several instances of racially motivated violence have 

featured in media, to the likely detriment of New Zealand's international reputation. But 

the majority of far right-wing actions are non-violent and designed to draw attention to 

white supremacist messaging, typically through provocative yet lawful means such as 

street marches and leaflet drops. While it presents a confronting and sometimes 

intimidating image, the domestic far-right is characterised by discord and disorganisation. 

Despite the presence of a chaotic fringe element prone to criminality and extreme 

violence, there is no indication the far-right poses a significant risk to domestic security 

in the next three to five years. (R) 

Background 

2. The far-right environment currently centres upon two cohesive groups: the 

New Zealand National Front (NZNF) and Right Wing Resistance (RWR). While these 

two entities differ slightly in their objectives and modus operandi, both seek to 

influence policy through lawful channels including protests and self-produced media. 

The NZNF purports to be a 'political party seeking fundamental changes', and has 

historically made few public appearances beyond the annual Flag Day held at 

Parliament grounds. RWR portrays itself as a more active 'boots on the ground' 

alternative, and since its inception in 2009 has made use of more overt and 

provocative methods in attempts to influence public opinion. Mindful of public 

sentiment, both organisations have been careful to avoid explicit support for extreme 

viewpoints like ethnic cleansing, instead portraying themselves as supportive of the 

white working class through 'white pride' advocacy. Intertwined with the organised 

aspects of the far-right spectrum is the extreme right - a dynamic milieu of ex-prison 

inmates, anti-immigration activists, and extreme racists with a range of neo-Nazi 

beliefs. Membership and association across the far-right environment fluctuate and 

are difficult to assess; relationships between groups and individuals change regularly 

and are at times antagonistic. (R) 

3. Many who consider themselves 'real skinheads' operate alone or in small, 

unaffiliated groups. These elements, which typically comprise extremist racists, often 
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racism' by emphasising conspiracy theorem, anti-establishment messaging, and 

ethnic solidarity. But wider society has not accepted the far-right viewpoint, and the 

groups will remain of marginal significance over the next three to five years. Despite 

its outwardly threatening appearance, the far-right is characterised by 

disorganisation, infighting, and bravado. (R) 

* * * * * 
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