
 

   

 

______________________________________________________________ 

MINUTE 4 OF THE EXPERT PANEL  
Request for Information  

Green Steel [FTAA-2506-1074] 

(28 November 2025) 

_______________________________________________________________ 

Applicant’s responses to Minute 2 and Panel’s review of Minute 3 

[1] When Panel members accessed the information provided by the EPA of the 

applicant’s response to the RFI in Minute 2, the only documents provided were 

the Castalia Addendum and the letter from Mr Carmichael.  Minute 3 was prepared 

and issued on this basis.  The Panel was unaware that there were two additional 

response documents, being detailed legal submissions dated 14 November 2025 

and a statement from Mr Garg on behalf of the applicant, dated 13 November 

2025.  The Panel understands that due to a clerical error these two documents were 

not loaded to the portal and so had not been seen and considered. 

[2] The Panel has therefore revisited that part of Minute 3 which requested 

further information in relation to economic and other benefits of the project, being 

paragraphs [7] to [18], as many of these matters had been addressed in the two 

response documents referred to above.   These paragraphs do not now need to be 

responded to, except to the extent identified below. 

[3] The Panel considers that there is still a lack of clarity around the claimed 

emissions benefits, particularly to New Zealand, of the reductions in overall (ie 

global) emissions and the increase in emissions within this country.  

[4] In light of the further information provided in the applicant’s responses, the 

Panel wishes to provide the opportunity for the applicant to undertake a revised 

assessment of the “emissions benefits” in the original Castalia Report.   While the 

applicant acknowledges that the project will result in increased emissions, it has 

not provided an assessment of the likely increase from all aspects, including the 
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operation of the plant itself and additional electricity demand. 

[5] In its Addendum report, Castalia notes that up to 27% of global steel 

production is EAF scrap recycling, which is what the project involves.  The 

response to the Minute 2 RFI appears to have misunderstood the question raised.  

If scrap steel currently exported from New Zealand is recycled by this method 

overseas, then its recycling in New Zealand would appear to be displacing some 

or all of this.  The response focused on the fact that the steel imported into New 

Zealand is from other sources (not from EAF scrap recycling).  What the Panel 

seeks is to better understand the basis for the applicant’s claim as to the overall 

reduction in emissions in light of this information.  

[6] In the applicant’s responses there is reference to the higher reliance on (and 

availability of) renewable electricity.  The applicant plans to purchase 100% of its 

electricity from renewable developers, and to adopt practices to reduce load during 

periods of high demand.  However, the Panel understands that the plant is 

intended to operate 24/7. The Panel requests further information to understand 

how this reliance on 100% renewable electricity will be achieved and in particular, 

how this will be managed during periods of high demand to reduce load. 

[7] The responses are to be provided to the EPA no  later than 11.59pm on 

Friday 5th December 2025  via:  

by email info@fastrack.govt.nz;   

(a) by post to Private Bag 63002, Wellington 6140 

New Zealand; or 

(b) in person to Stewart Dawson's Corner, 366 Lambton Quay,     
Wellington 6011. 

 

 

Matthew Casey KC  
Green Steel Expert Panel Chair  

mailto:info@fastrack.goovt.nz

