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Purpose 

1. The purpose of this briefing is to provide you with an update on the Exceptional Systems Support 
(ESS) Fund and the final amounts awarded. The figures provided in the tables below will be 
proactively released on Thursday 23 July 2020. 

Short-term relief package 

2. On 7 May 2020 Sport NZ announced a $25 million package to provide short-term relief to the 
play, active recreation and sport sector which had been adversely impacted during the COVID-
19 pandemic. The package was made available through savings achieved from the 
reprioritisation of Sport NZ’s work programme in the wake of COVID-19, as well as from drawing 
down on cash reserves. 

3. The short-term relief package was made up of three funds – the ESS Fund, the Community 
Resilience Fund (Phase One), and Partner Support Fund.  Details of the Community Resilience 
Fund have been proactively released and are available at this web address: 
https://sportnz.org.nz/about-us/our-publications/measuring-our-performance/official-
information-releases/. 

Exceptional System Support Fund 

Exceptional System Support Fund 

4. The ESS Fund closed for applications on 28 June 2020. The fund provided support for 
organisations that have been negatively impacted by COVID-19 and was designed for national 
play, active recreation and sport organisations who did not already receive investment directly 
from Sport NZ.  

5. The fund attracted a number of applicants into which Sport NZ hasnot previously invested. Only 
two applicants have received funding from Sport NZ in the past (Dance Aotearoa NZ and the 
International Play Association).  

6. Sport NZ received 52 applications in total – 38 of which were successful: 

• 43 of these met our eligibility criteria of being a national organisation with the primary purpose 
of play, active recreation and sport. However, five of these applications were declined as their 
costs did not meet the criteria for this fund. 

• Nine applications were declined because they did not meet the national reach criteria.  

• The remaining 38 applications were assessed, and Sport NZ provided funding to all of them. 
 

7. Although the original maximum amount proposed for successful organisations was $40,000, the 
Sport NZ Board had discretion to approve more than $40,000. As a result, almost half (18) of the 
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• Camp Bentzon (Kawau Island) Trust ($40,000) 
• Hillary Outdoors ($81,174) 
• Kokako Lodge ($54,907) 
• Motutapu Outdoor Education Trust ($60,291) 
• NZ Sailing Trust Board ($122,798) 
• Outward Bound Trust of NZ ($160,000) 
• Sir Peter Blake Marine Education and Recreation Centre ($66,209) 
• Spirit of Adventure Trust ($118,063) 
• Youthtown Inc ($160,000). 

Unsuccessful Applicants 

Ineligible organisations that did not meet the requirement of having national reach 
 

• Bruce Pulman Park 
• Bucklands Beach BJJ 
• Fraser Park Sportsville Incorporated 
• Hamilton Rowing Club Incorporated 
• Pop Up Play Limited 
• Second Nature Charitable Trust 
• Sulphur City Steam Rollers 
• Te Puru Community Centre 
• Masterton A&P Association.  

 
Ineligible organisations – did not meet the organisation type requirement 
 

• IRONMAN New Zealand - Unsuccessful as organisation is a ‘for profit’ company – not 
covered by ESS. 

• New Zealand Māori Hockey - Organisation has been removed from the Charities office 
website and costs applied for related to programme delivery – not covered by ESS. 

 
Unsuccessful applicants – costs not covered  
 

• Hammertron Ultimate Incorporated - Requested costs relate to programme delivery – not 
covered by ESS. 

• Indoor Cricket New Zealand Incorporated - Requested costs relate to representative teams’ 
overseas tours and uniform – not covered by ESS. 

• Weet-Bix TRYathlon Foundation – No costs incurred in the period funding; their application 
was for lost revenue – not covered by ESS. 
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