4 Aprit 2013 Ref: OI/13/00110

Ms Irene King

Aviation Industry Association of NZ (Inc)
Level 5, Agriculture House

12 Johnston Street

PO Box 2096

WELLINGTON 6140

Dear [rene

Thank you for your letter to the Tertiary Education Commission (TEC), received on
5 March 2013, regarding TEC's 2013 decision to “allocate funding to EFTS funded schools
undertaking pilot training”, requesting, under the Official Information Act (1982) (OIA):

1. The process of allocation including any requirements imposed on schools in the
process of bidding for EFTS funding

2. The decision to allocate EFTS funding

3. The criteria upon which the decision to allocate EFTS funding was based

4. Any communication with other parties on the allocation process and in particular the
decisions around funding certain providers and not others

5. Any requirements and time lines relating to the submission of investment plans

6. Confirmation that all applicants for EFTS funded training were required fo submit
Investment plans

7. Confirmation that investment plans were received from all applicants and if not the
proportion who submitted plans, the proportion who did not submit plans

8. Any data upon which the TEC relied to make its decisions in respect of the 450 cap

9. The process by which decisions were made to allocate the EFTS cap.

| understand that Janine McGruddy, Senior Advisor Government Services, contacted you on
6 March 2013, and you agreed to withdraw point nine from the request.

Where your request relates to information within a document held by TEC, the document
and the part of your request it relates to is set out in the Appendix, and the documents are
enclosed with this letter.

in regards to bullet points five to seven, | can confirm that, in accordance with the Gazette
notice: Education (Proposed Investment Plans: Requirements, Content, Submission and
Assessment), published on the TEC website on 23 March 2012 and pursuant to sections
159P, 159R, 159U and 159Y of the Education Act 1989:;

To be eligible to access TEC funding from 2013 onwards, all TEOs other than those
exempted by this notice are required to submit a proposed Plan. Previous alfocation
of TEC or Government funding does not create an entitlement to future funding at
any level from TEC.

Wellington Office Level 10, 44 The Terrace Phone +64-4-462 5200
P O Box 27048 Fax +64-4-462 5400
Wellington 6141 www.tec.govt.nz

New Zealand



The full text of this Gazetie notice is available at the following web page -
http://www tec.govt.nz/Funding/investment-plans/Gazette-Notices-for-Plans-
2012/#proposed.

All providers seeking aviation funding in 2013 submitted an Investment Plan to TEC.

Some sections of the enclosed documents have been removed as they are out of the scope
of your request. Names of TEC personnel below the leve! of Chief Advisor have been
withheld under section 9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act (1982).

Under sections 19 and 28(3) of the Official Information Act 1982 you have the right to ask an
Ombudsman to review this decision.

Dethy Chjief Executive
\
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1

Tertiary Education Coemmission

Te Amorvangi Matauranga Matua

File reference; A714987

Memorandum

To: Grant Klinkum, General Manager — Tertiary Investment
Via: Bob Carson, Chief Advisor — PTE and CE Investment &
. Leanne Smlth Chief Ad\nso_r__— [TP Investment @
; Lesley Middleton, Acting Chief Advisor — UmverSIty Inges
From . wu:hheld undar 59{2)(" . Senior Adwsor - @es’tme@
| ‘;Date | 10 September2012 o _
" Subject: 2013 SAC fundlng allocatlon approac ini

Ag’lf'e_einen't

Purpose

1. This memorandum provides you wi
consultation pro¢ess conducte

Background

2. A Government
goncermns:
2.1. partlcularly about the quality and relevance of thei..::.
2,

r employment outcomes for graduates; o el
igh | Wemdebt incurred; and )
value ontracting arrangements in aviation training, in particular, the S
o cting of private fraining establishments (PTEs) by institutes of

@ y and polytechnics (ITPs). _
% utcome of the review, Cabinet agreed a series of changes to pilot training
a

The most relevant for the TEC was the reduction of the pilot training
lent full-time student (EFTS) cap from 600 to 450 from 2012 [CAB Min (11)

2011, the TEC allocated SAC funding for pilot training to the following TEOs;

TEOQ | Qualification type A;(m) ’E;'?Ste
Ardmore Flying School Lid* Level 5 Diploma 25
Eastern Institute of Technology (EIT) Level 6 Diploma 28
Nelson Marlborough Institute of Technology (NMIT) Level:6 Diplomas 342
Southern Institute of Technology (SIT) Level 5 Diploma 38
Whitirela Community Polytechnic Level 4 and 5 Certificates 36

Page 10of 13




Level 7 Degrees and Level 13 0 o
8 Post-Graduate Diploma

Massey Univer_sify

Total 800 .

*Ardmore was also a subcontractor through NMIT

5. The reduction in the EFTS cap reduced associated SAC funding available for allocation
: by the TEC in 2012, Therefore, a contestable process was conducted in August 2011 to
determine allpcations in line with the cap. The process also aimed to '

. a way that would reduce sub-contracting, with the intention to e
“entirely, and ensure purchase of high-quality pilot training provisiol
assessment criteria used to assess applications are included in Agpe

6. Applications were received from 21 TEOs with varied &
; stated an intention to act as subcontractors, others were stand

further group were open to either subcontractin ing dire L
approaches were also considered in conjunction ribugi . enrolled
prior to and continuing into 2012, and EFTS @ r the f in 2012 (new

EFTS). . x
ﬁ; ommissioners (the
t

ions--are outlined in

7. Recommendations for funding® were
Board) at its November 2011 megtin
Appendix 3. The Board agreed th
sub-contracting arrangements for n
future. P

diploma and certificatefevé! qual
previous qualif  xire
qualification Alln TS from
PR, .
% X
ann d th

nee from 2013, the Government's tuition subsidy for pit‘é_t
pretision Wse by 19.9%. This increase will occur by moving. relevant

e
so agreed to discontinue
2012 for 2013 and into the

continue their studies until completion of the
hould be enrolled in the new diplomas. :

fee-borrowing limit per EFTS of $35,000 will be introduced for
ts. This limit wili apply to new enrolments from 1 January 2013 and
an repayment records of students. - :

ast enrolment information | g
y: 2012, the TEC sought information from directly funded organisations
ing their current and forecast enrolments in 2012 and forecast enrolments for

013." This information is outlined below, -

! This included fixed-wing (plane) and rotary wing (helicopter) piljot:t:rain]ng. _
? Allocations were made on an EFTS basis because of the EFTS cap. Funding was attached after
EFTS allocations were made.
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Proposed allocation approach

11. The proposed allocation approach for 2013 SAC funding for pilot training provision aims
to:

11.1. maintain and'fﬁr-ther promote a small yet effective, high quality network of ‘/

provision;
11.2. promote future stablllty, from a funding perspective, in a sector that has /
recently been subject to change in'a range of areas;
11.3. minimise the administration cost for the TEC by including

into the Investment Plan (Plan) process, ie. not
contestable round;

11.4. continue to reduce subcontracting arrangement
have the opportunity to provide for continuing EE \
11.5. ensure any approach is legally robust and mests
. obligations
12. The approach proposes to meet the above @wl ife
arrangements and providing initial allocations at &

EFTS enrolled in pilot training for the first tife
funded directly or subcontracied to dellv
see 10 TEOs (nine PTEs and Massey Unjve v

ted funding for -

EOs that were

‘I his approach would
in 2013,

Sector consultation

13. At its August 2012 mesting, th
It also agreed that the TE seek

ects of recent policy changes on the prlot training sector
ratlon mdustry TEOs forecast that there is Ilkely to be a

_ pltots This feedback relates fo the pohcy settings for pilot training andis
tS|de the TEC s control.:
E wrth a preference fora contestable process stated.it is likely that non-TEC funded
ganlsatlons would face financial difficulties which may lead to a reduction in the
number of pilot training organisations. They state that this is compounded by the attrition
of many pilot instructors moving into the domestic and international aviation industry. An
exampt_e provided states that 21 of 24 B- Category flight instructors from one TEO have
moved: into the -aviation industry as pilots in 2012. If was also stated that greater
diversity in pilot training TEOs would ensure sharmg”bf'know[edge and experience and
. that the potentlal loss of some TEOs cou_l_d impact on this in the short term. However, it

® In addition, NMIT would also receive funding for students that still need to complete their studies in
2013 through sub-contracting arrangements. -
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was further st'ated that this would be mitigated over the long term.

18. Two TEOs ra|sed concerns wrth the contestable process conducted for 2012 funding
and the basis by which funding allocations were made. In particular, they state that the
TEC was.unable to determine what constituted “high-quality” pilot training provision.
They also state their concern with the TEC’s proposed approach of building on — what
they considered — a “flawed” process for 2012 funding.

17. Most TEOs. acknowledged that the TEC’s ‘approach would provide stabifit and certain

for the sector in 2013 and would provide confidence and security, ret@

staff (such as experienced instructors} and physical resources It stated {that
this would contribute to improving student outcomes. v

Discussion

18. 1t is recommended that the TEC proceeds with the osed allocation s ch for
2013 funding outlined above. Feedback from T 8 cates stromds for the
TEC's proposed approach with most TEOs agkjx mg the/ TEC'e\ Bn to provide

stability in the sector and certainty for 2013 furderg

2 jallocations fo a
small, high-quality network of TEOs, -

wded the opportunity o

process for 2012 funding. During fh _ 3
a result the scores of some

subm:t additional mformatlon to u 9

; :' unicértainty for TEOs funded in 2012 and would
rangements, depending on the cutcome of any

it galned from the process. As the TEC is currently
(Plan) round for all sectors, there s insufficient time

y srgmﬂcant delays in communicating allocatlons to TEOs and
3 prowsaon

approach is agreed it is likely that some TEOQs, that would not receive

“may challenge the approach. One PTE (Mainland Aviation College®) has
the outcome  of the contestable process throughout 2012 and has recently
e ed legal assrstance

~Fhe TEC has already recelved proposed Plans from two PTEs that would not receive an
@ allocation under the -proposed . approach® (Mainland Aviation College and Air New
Plymouth). The TEC is required to assess the proposed Plans under section 159YA of

the Education Act 1989 (the Act). These Plans will be assessed simultaneously with the

other proposed Plans and funding recommendations presented to the Delegated
Authority in late-October / early-November. This approach would mitigate any risk with

* Mainland Aviation College was not directly funded in 2012 and would not receive an allocation
under the proposed approachfor 2013.
% These were submitted by & September 2012, the communicated due date for Plans.
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not providing those TEQs an allocation.

Application of approach _ ]

23. It is recommended that initial allocations for the ten TEOs considered under th
approach be based on forecast 2012 and 2013 enrolment information provided by the
TEOs and 2012 direct or sub-contracted allocations. Allocations will also need to take
account of the 450 EFTS cap for pilot training in effect for 2013.

24. As most of the TEOs recommended for initial allocations are new to
will be in 2013 (except Ardmore Flying School and Massey Uniye
possible to use prior performance to inform or formulaically dete

Plans to meet the Plan assessment criteria. Based on the e_'ssrne
Plans, allocations may be subject to change during Pl gagerrtent with

25. The TEC will continue to reduce sub-contracti
NMIT, SIT and Whitireia are stilt sub-contragtng.a
{(approximately 273 EFTS). SIT and Whtir
from pilet training provision from 20135,

26. NMIT has confirmed it will have a

e subcontracted PTEs. In some cases
these PTEs would _ ion under the proposed approach which
would require sjgni ! jith/these PTEs to manage the transition for
these students, 7 eam will continue to monitor the number of EFTS
required to 8 n 2013 alNMN and make amendments as required. NMIT have

agreed tg ¢

be withdrawn from N

27. Due t6 AR : . sub-cortracted to multiple PTEs by NMIT in 2013, it is

TS remain unallocated to manage any potential

ons " frck : _______ o _ _ .

. The Aeks ded initial allocations are outlined in the table in Appendix 1 with
. pporting the level of EFTS for each TEO. |t is likely that in some cases it will

pfgHbcations-and prolonging the allocation process.

pazsible to allocate the level of EFTS TEOs have forecast for enrolment in. 2013.
s because the TEC will need to balance allocations across the ten TEOs to ensure
locstions are viable for all TEOs and within the 450 EFTS cap. :

tinuing and new EFTS o .

. TEOs will be required to manage their continuing EFTS from 2012 and new EFTS for

2013 within their allocation l.e. the TEC will not dictate the number of new and
continuing EFTS enrolments for individual TEOs as was done for 2012 funding.

® New EFTS enrolled at the ITPs in 2012 will nieed fo be withdrawn from the ITP and re-efirolled at the
refevant PTE. The PTE would need to recognise the student’s prior learning at the ITP.

Page 5 of 13
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Management of allocations

30. TEOs have indicated that it is likely the introduction of the Student Loan fee borrowmg
limit from 2013 will reduce demand for pilot training. The extent of this impact is not yet
knownh. The TEGC will need to regularly menitor TEQ enrolments to ensure that they are
on track to consume their 2013 funding. Where TEQ enrolments are below their
allocation the TEC may consider negotiating in-year reductions to allocations and

monitor enrolments to ensure TEOs are not over-delivering on their aljgcation and tha

Available funding - distribution of funding betwee

32. There is $5.209 million of SAC funding availab
This includes additional funding made available

funding category for pilot training provisio _ 3

Cati i A@'- i_I'ot training.
et 2 heougly changes to the

e _:ihdividu_al_ sub-sector
s the majority of funding

33, 2012 SAC funding for pilot training

SAC appropriations once final fun
prior to 2012 was allocated to [ associated with pilot training
has remained within the ITP- 1 . Even though there was a
decrease in total allocatl Q. inchease in total allecations to PTEs for
2012, funding was not ¥z ed. are, 2032 funding aliocations for PTEs were

: 10% of level 3 and above SAC funding can
-sector. [CAB Min-(12) 13/5 - Tertiary Education
aining provision is at level 5 and above, at this
ansfer funding between -sub-sector appropriations.

besn bassd on an average rate for each sub-sector. The
et based on the course classifications of the relevant pilot training
1 2012. The rate also takes info account the increase in the funding

2013 average suh-sector rates for pilot training
PTEs - ' $11,177.60
ITPs _$10,834.35
. Universities $11,717.66

@{t steps

36. If the allocation. approach and inifiat allocations recommended in this memorandum are
agreed, all TEOs involved in the consultation process will be notified of the outcome. In
addition, those TEOs that have ah .initial allocation agreed will also have this
communicated to enable them o prepare and submit a proposed Plan to the TEC for
2013 funding. =
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reallocate if demand exists at other TEOs (within the EFTS cap). The TEC will also&

31. As_pllot training is funded through SAC, all 2013 funded TEOs will_ jact to the@

~ funding rules and conditions, performance expectations (in pz _ /
. pérformance indicators and performance-linked fundin d overy pr S,
subject to the EFTS cap. B i :




Recommendations
37. Itis recommended that you:

37.1. -

37.2.

37.3.

37.4.

- 37.5.

Nﬁhkum Date:

note the feedback received from pilot training TEOs on the TEC's proposed

~approach for 2013 funding allocations;

agree to the 2013 allocation approach for pilot fraining TEQs which provides

initial allocations to TEOs that were allocated funding for ERTS enrolled fo

the first time in 2012. This approach would see 10 TE ine PTEs a

Massey University) funded directly in 2013;

I =
o

i~

el

p

o

>

-_—

agree _fhe 2013 initial allocations for pilot
which total $4,956,913 million in SAC fund

: t agree

' @836 for 36 continuing
ui cting for 201 3; and

% I Not agree -

agree t§ ;@S {gmaily allocated to manage any potential

g/t;e

agree that NMIT receive
EFTS and that this will g

A / th agree

B

05‘//0; (=2

nager — Tertié'ry Investment

(5]
o
&
=
o
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osed 2013 initial allocatlons for pilot tramlng TEOs

Appendix 1 — Pro

7 o Proposed |  Proposed .
Edumis | Organisation Name ii{i]t'ggl L zg::disrgc ' _ Rationale fQi' initial allocation
' | allocation | allocation - | . - .
' Southern Wings was originally allocated 4.5 EFTS
directly for 2012 and has a.current Plan in place. This
was increased in August 2012
of 7 EFTS from SIT, its su
Southern Wings is subcontracted by SIT
Région: [nvercargill,
Southland
7256 o 30 $335,328.00
Alr New Zealand
Flight Training
Organisation
tudents during the year).
5 13" equal in the application
ng) Southern Wings was recently
entin both Educational
”Assessment by NZQA in its EER.
o i ated 22 EFTS directly for 2012 and has
Eé:;n:rgoze;lﬁgﬁuon sipin place. IAANZ is the only funded TEO
Zealan d%l AANZ) prbury region. It is also subcontracted by
' TRAMIT 2012 for 33 EFTS. IAANZ has forecast that an
Reaion: \eff6cation of 75.5 EFTS is required to cover 2012
8589 Ch!rgistchurch tiglents conlinuing into 2013 and new enrolments.
Canterbur ! AANZ has received approximately 55 EFTS in 2012
y ~l/directly or through subcontract. To ensure viable
. '| -allocations for other TEOs, within the cap, it will not be
?Illrg i:te_}vgr;ﬁ?r:gnd < possible to allocate IAANZ the rIevel of EFTS they have
Lo 3 : forecast. IAANZ was ranked K equa[ inthe appllcahon
Organlsatlonﬂ v» N process for 2012 funding. -
M S

50

$558,880.00

AFS was allocated 15 EFTS directly for continuing and
new students for 2012 and has a current Plan in place.
It is also sub-contracted by NMIT in 2012 for 42 EFTS.
AFS was the only PTE funded direclly prior to the pilot
training review. It was previously funded directly for 25
EFTS. The total number of EFTS AFS receives through
sub-contracting and directly indicates that there is
capacity for it to manage a greatet allocation. it is also
the only funded pilot training TEQ in the Auckland and
Nerthland region delivering fixed wing provision.
Ardmore has forecast that it would require 77 EFTS in
the future to provide a viable allocation and enable AFS
to frain a sufficient number of instructors. AFS has also
indicated to the TEG that due to some issues with
managing enrolments it has a number of students that
have not been included in otiginal estimates. Due to the
cap it will not be possibie to allocate the required
number of EFTS and AFS will be requiredto manage
these enrolments within thair future allocations. AFS
ranked 4" in the application process for 2012 funding.
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" Proposed .

subcontracted. It is:expected that they will be completed
in 2013 and that NMIT will withdraw from pilot fraining

) - Proposed - _ |
Edumis | Orgamsatlon N'a'me :ii?t':gl 21?:: d?:é’cf _Rationale for initial allocation
“allocation | allocation -
. D 1t AHB was allocated 25 EFTS directly for 2012 and has a
?&rl-{%?Wke s Bay Ld current Plan in place. AHB was previously sub-
contracted by EIT. AHB has forecast that an allocation
\ . of 40.2 EFTS is reguired to coyer 2012 students
Region: Hastings, et P
- 5 continuing into 2013 and negenrolments. AH e
8594 | Hawke's Bay 38 $424,748.80 only pilot training TEO in# _ ’s Bay o
; and part of the Bay of Ple Sgibris. AHB fanked 3
I/i\lllrg ﬁf.‘{."r ;ﬁ?{igﬂd equal in the application pfecesyior 2012 \ALiB was
oo recently rated as fidént i
Crganisation Performance a@%&/—\ ssment%m its EER.
2 y for 2012 and has a
@ subcontracted by
.CTC has requested a
nd new stude__n_ts_ _|n
CTC Aviation (CTC) _ 2 P[an indicates that it has
7661 Region: Hamilton, 40 $447’10_4’
| Waikato A
E 2842 ¥unding. CTC was recently rated as H|ghly
/ E _ - t'in both Educational Performance and Self-
: ( - ment by NZQA in its EER. 3
' a IT has indicated that It reguires approximately 36
= “TS to complete continuing students at its sub-
g ' contracted TEOs ‘around the country, NMIT's allocation
6011 | NMIT 1% _ -will be the only remamlng EFTS in 2013 to be
NS —
N

y@

entlrely from 2014,

700<

108

N

ﬁ{

'Massey is the only TEQ delivering degree and

postgraduate level pilot training qualifications. Massey
was allocated 104 EFTS for-2012 and has forecast that
an allocation of 118 EFTS is required to cover 2012

g -students continuing into 2013 and new enrolments. It is
| $1,265,507.03

proposed that Massey's allocation is increased to 108
because of the level of its pilot training provision and
based on demonstrated demand in the Aprll 2012°SDR.
However to ensure viable allocations for all TEOs,

| within the cap, it is not possible to allocate the

requested 118 EFTS. Massey was ranked 2" in the

application process for 2012 funding.
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_ . _ Proposed Proposed . |
Edumis | Organisation Name | 2013 | 208 SAC Rationale for initial allocation
. | allocation .| allocation | . o . L
NAC is subcontracied by NMIT in 2012 and was
allocated 47 EFTS for continuing students and a portion |
of 8 EFTS for new students, Data from NMIT shows that -
Nelson Aviation 8 new EFTS have been enrolled for 2012, NAC igfhe
College (NAC) only funded TEO north of C,
. island. NAC also caters tp j o)
. pilot training currently e
gsos | [Reglon: Nelson 42 $469,459.20 | levels of enro]mentsy 0
Air New Zealand P::kgipjc'ltg :i? rt
g'rggagft'lg'gg NAG was rated [May012) 48
Educatio rformance a _
Assess QAInits : is also the only
fund n th So at delivers helicopter
pl] - S well a flxed ing pilot training).
\j:m&nﬁ in2012 and was
tmu[ng students and a
) o ew students. NMIT data shows
ﬂfﬁ;‘;vr;?&n('ggm) e heen provided to FTM. This has
7540 | 14 anagement of EFTS by NMIT. Based
Region: Fielding llocation through NMIT and to ensure a
Manawstu-Wan lanui i n it is proposed that 14 EFTS are
i 9 - Vi r2013. FTM ranked 5" in‘the application
g <<§ NoF or 2012 funding. FTM will also be able to cater
e Mdthe Wellington region. .
&/ WHEC is sub-contracted by NMIT in 2012 and was
allocated 11.5 EFTS for continuing students and a
{¢ portion of 8 EFTS for new students. Data from NMIT
Walkato Aéro Clu — shows that 6.7 new EFTS have beén enrolled for 2012.
(WAC) b _ ¢ WAQC has forecast that an allocation of 18 EFTS is
7413 ~ 15 % 67,664.00 reguired to cover 2012 students contmumg into 2013
| Redion: Ha . % and new enrolments. WAC ranked 3™ equal in the
W aﬁ’k at : application process for2012 funding. In addition, CTC
' ' is also located in Hamilton (at the same airfield). WAC
V was rated {June 2010) as Highly Confident in both
% Educational Performance and Self- Assessment by
N ﬁ ‘| NZQA inits EER.
\/ \ HFT is sub-gontracted by Wh:tlrela Polytechnié-and was
. allocated 27 EFTS (18 continuing and 9 new EFTS) in
NS 2012, HFT is based at Ardmore Airfield (Auckland) and
Trair S| , ‘|.is the onty funded TEQ in the North Istand that delivers
7984 | 7 27 $301,795.20 | helicopter pilot training. HFT has forecast that an
Avdkland allocation of at least 27 EFTS s reyuired to cover 2012
’ an students contlnumg into 2013 and new enrclments.
HFT ranked 8" in the application process for 2012
- funding.
3 gg;)se‘ﬂ] on the Due to the small number of EFTS sub-contracted to
| Unatlocated EFTS 10 sub-sactor to multiple PTEs by NMIT in 2013, it is recommended that
which these 10 EFTS remain uhaliocated ta manage sny potential
are allocated underestimation of the 2013 pipeline.
Total 450 $4,956,913.17
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Appendix 2 — Criteria used o assess applications for 2012 funding

Assessment process

Organisations must meet'the following requirements in order to have their prbposals

assessed: _
. be a tertiary education institution or registered private training establistment; &
. ‘meet all relevant Civil Aviation Authority requirements to deliver 1,: IninY;
o deliver the industry-agreed New Zealand Diplomas in Aviatioph\(4lels u
degree level); N &' _
° deliver training that meets audited safety and competency stangards f the
Civil Aviation Authority rules or equivalent); and :
® “ensure students meet robust industry-agreed sgjéch procedurg ch.as those
being developed alongside the New Zealand 41 20f Avigtio @- uivalent).

~ Organisations will be required to outling their suit
training and provide evidence where appropria{ens
assessed against the following:

ith decisions based on the |

o the process will be neutral with r ) _
that achieve this;

best value for money, including.co

also be considered,

. students will not be based on previous years' allocations and wil
) a_tions for 2012 will include provision for continuing students

ing allogat %}5 012', and future investment rounds, will be finked to industry
Q%%ing plits between sub-degree and degree level, and fixed wing and rotary
| '

odale will be assessed against how they meet any mandatory requirements and will also
Saégesyid for their suitability to deliver government fundéd pilot training relative to other .
als.received. Any information submiited as part of a proposal, as well as any
oriation the TEC currently holds about the applicant organisation, will be used to make
biding decisions for 2012 SAC funding for pilot training. 1 -

Due to likely decreased student demand, it is unlikely that all applicant'S'Will N .
~ acquiring SAC funding for pilot training for 2012. _ |
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Appendlx 3 — Recommended 2012 allocations presented at November 2011

Board meefing

: Provider 2012 EFTS Continuing | 2012 EFTS New Total 2012
NMIT Subcontractors: 3
| Air New Plymouth 9.6887 | 0 5.6887
| Ardmore Flying Schoo! 41.763 = 0 24063
Bay Flight Aviation 28.9816 o0 89346
| crew Training Centre 16,131 QO o0l (7 wad

Mainland Aviation College

17.9363

NN s \\17,363

Garden City Helicopters 1.0165/1S YO 1.0166

| Helipro Paraparaumu 25119 | N\ o 04§ 25119
Helipro Christchurch 42817 0| 32617
International Aviation Academy of NZ N N AN 32,9444

| Flight Training Manawatu#f

Lo ams

Nelson Aviation College# N\5874
Waikato Aero Club# ‘ <\\\ ) ) 11448 _
NMIT Subtotal* | N 2224882 O 7.8886 230 | -
Independent Providers from NMIT from 20120\ (\“
Ardmore Flying School - N NN7.895 7.105 | 15
Crew Training Centre - N RSN 5. 5.
International Aviation Academy of)ﬁ \// N N/A 22| 22
Mainland Aviation College \\ )) N/A o/ "0
Independent Providers fron@\wﬁm ? : - _
Subtotal 7.895 34.105 |. - .42
Whitireia Pn[ytechn%Su\bmtors A | :
KapltlAercaderr{(/) \S N j :‘:18 0 - 27
Helicopter Flight Trdnﬁné) ' N T
Whitirela ,S@b\cq\s(crac}ors Su,bt\t}kw 18 : 9| 27
EIT/ Alr fswkss By’ o\ 12.8783 124717 | 25
Ma Ry~ 0N\ 59 45| 104
,Pa\ﬁ/mptem(aﬁmnmvv N/A ol 0
SIT/Sotsthern Yahgsho—/ - 17.5 45 22
WanakaHel(fQ/ % R N/A _ 0| -0
Single itz fyoviders subtotal 89.3283 61,6717 | 51
é 337.3347 112.6653 | 450

Totals. >

ANote that this 18 EFTS allocation Is intended to be shared hetween the two. prowders su bcontracted to: Whltirem Polvtechnlc
' for cohtinuing EFTS and just Hellcopter Fllght Trainmg for new EFTS : .

ém\k expected that- NMIT will be able to manage new students as part of the eohtinuing EFTS allocation during 2012

Bay and East Coast Aero Club with funding approved on 13 February 2012,
®n August 2012 SIT transferred 7 EFTS to Southern Wings.
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ABOREAS 2

‘ m Tertiary Edubation Commission

Te Amorangi Matauranga Matua |

File reference: A708598

15 August 2012

Richard Lyders '

Kapiti Air Academy (Kapiti Districts Aero Club)
POBOX92 p - |
PARAPARAUMU 5254 :
Dear Richard Xz | |

Pilot tralning funding approach for

The reduction of the EFTS cap fo@ : :

- required the Tertiary Educatiop Comniigsion alocate funding aimed at
achieving an effective, hig -fﬁi\ and stale of provision, while providing’
funded organisations wit %ﬁ) seafion. This has meant that fewer

fuftdedthan. R :

of consolidating provision with current

ng not conducting a contestable process for
nosa-approach the TEC will only fund organisations
SFTS that enrolled in pilot training provision for the
His provision directly except in exceptional :

ote future stability, from a funding perspective, in a sector
subject to change in a range of areas. An annual contestable

QL-\l(t
cals funding would create further complexity and funding instability for
ofganjgatiohe;rdustry and students.

Qfgfami jons not allocated funding for EFTS enrolled for the first timefi'n 2012 may
& teaching students that enrolled prior to 2012. The TEC will continue to fund

@S tudents until they complete.

Wellington Office Level 10, 44 The Terrace  Phone +84-4-462 5200
P O Box 27048 - Fax+64+4-462 5400
Wellington 6141 . www.tec.govt.nz

New Zealand




li_The TEC would like your organisation’s feedback on t'h_is- proposed approac_ﬁ.
Please submit this feedback by 29 August 2012. Organisations will be notified of the

approach two weeks after the submission date. You can submit your feedback to
' ' - votsheldunders3(2){8) T orsenditto

the TEC’s Weliington Office. | @ |

[f you have any uestioﬁé.re arding th matters in this letter, pleas @ "

y Wkl an e sy as moee P % @ |
Yours sincerely /\;& ;\é ‘ ;; '

2
O

Dr Grant Klinkum | _
General Manager — Tertiary Investm

&
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Im Tertiary Education Commission 1
N Te Amorangi Matauranga Matua

15 August 2012

Gordon Malcolm and Richard Small
Waikato Aero Club

Steele Road

RD2 .

HAMILTON 3200

Dear Gordon and Richard

Pilot iraining fundiﬁg approach for

»f consolidating provision with current
ing not conducting a contestable process for

g therefo
jor the pm% pproach the TEC will only fund organisations
ve funding for£FTS that enrolled in pilot training provision for the
C g\»\eﬁﬁ this provision direct_ly except in exceptional

organisations
2013 fundigg A

that currenthcre
first u{e\\gﬁ -
Cirgdl 10€S.
from a funding perspective, in a sector

S TEC wafistgplemote future stabllity,

t has 1 en subject to change in a range of areas. An annual contestable
procesgoaiigeate funding would create further complexity and funding instability for
ionavindustry and students. _

orga g
- satlons' not allocated funding for EFTS enrolled for the first ime in 2012 may-
HiNDeteaching students that enrolled prior t0 2012. The TEC wili continue to fund

dde students until they complete.’

' Wellington Office Level 10, 44 The Terace Phone +64-4-462 5200
g P O Box 27048 - Fax +64-4-462 5400
Wellington 6141 www.tec.govt.nz

New Zealand




R -‘?‘lv e

The TEC would like your organisaﬁbh’é feedback on ’[Hi‘;s”prdﬁ‘ii‘sed approach.
Please submit this feedback by 29 August 2012. Organisations will be notified of the
approach.two weeks: afier the submission date. You can submit your feedback to

- C yihheld under s3{2){a) - orsenditto
the TEC's Wellington Office. .-~ | |

@

If you have any questions regardih'g the matters in this Iettef, p!

‘\withheld under s8(2)(#)

Yours sincerely







