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Key to sections of the Official Information Act 1982 under which information has been withheld. 

Certain information in this document has been withheld under one or more of the following sections of the Official 
Information Act, as applicable: 

 

[1] to prevent prejudice to the security or defence of New Zealand or the international relations of the 
government 

6(a) 

[2] to avoid 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 

6(b)(i) 

[4] to prevent prejudice to the maintenance of the law, including the prevention, investigation, and 
detection of offences, and the right to a fair trial 

6(c) 

[11] to damage seriously the economy of New Zealand by disclosing prematurely decisions to change 
or continue government economic or financial policies relating to the entering into of overseas trade 
agreements. 

6(e)(vi) 

[23] to protect the privacy of natural persons, including deceased people 9(2)(a) 

[25] to protect  the commercial position of the person who supplied the information or who is the subject 
of the information 

9(2)(b)(ii) 

[26] to prevent prejudice to the supply of similar information, or information from the same source, and 
it is in the public interest that such information should continue to be supplied 

9(2)(ba)(i) 

[27] to protect information which is subject to an obligation of confidence or which any person has been 
or could be compelled to provide under the authority of any enactment, where the making available 
of the information - would be likely otherwise to damage the public interest 

9(2)(ba)(ii) 

[29] to avoid prejudice to the substantial economic interests of New Zealand 9(2)(d) 

[31] to maintain the current constitutional conventions protecting collective and individual ministerial 
responsibility 

9(2)(f)(ii) 

[33] to maintain the current constitutional conventions protecting the confidentiality of advice tendered 
by ministers and officials 

9(2)(f)(iv) 

[34] to maintain the effective conduct of public affairs through the free and frank expression of opinions 9(2)(g)(i) 

[36] to maintain legal professional privilege 9(2)(h) 

[37] to enable the Crown to carry out commercial activities without disadvantages or prejudice 9(2)(i) 

[38] to enable the Crown to negotiate without disadvantage or prejudice 9(2)(j) 

[39] to prevent the disclosure of official information for improper gain or improper advantage 9(2)(k) 

[40] not in scope   

[41] that the making available of the information requested would be contrary to the provisions of a 
specified enactment 

18(c)(i) 

[42] information is already publicly available or will be publicly available soon 18(d) 

 

In preparing this Information Release, the Treasury has considered the public interest considerations in section 9(1) and 
section 18 of the Official Information Act. 
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Reference: T2018/273     SH-12-3-3 
 
 
Date: 12 February 2018 
 
 
To: Minister of Finance (Hon Grant Robertson) 
 
 
Deadline: 12 February 2018 
 
Aide Memoire: Advice regarding the Mycoplasma Bovis 
biosecurity response 

1. You are meeting with the Minister for Biosecurity at 8am on Tuesday 13 
February. The Minister will be discussing Cabinet decisions that are necessary 
for the Ministry for Primary Industries (“MPI”) to continue funding its response to 
Mycoplasma Bovis (“M Bovis”). This briefing draws out the key funding issues 
associated with these decisions, and their relationship to the Budget process.  

 
First Decision - 5 March: Continue or cease response 

2. Two options will be presented to Cabinet on March 5: 
a. Continue response – requiring at least $85m new funding. This 

comprises $35m operational costs and $50m compensation1. MPI 
anticipates that it may need to seek further funding to cover additional 
compensation liabilities incurred under this option.   

 
b. Cease response – requiring $62m new funding. This comprises $12m 

operational costs and $50m compensation resulting from the response to 
date MPI cannot meet these costs within its baseline. This option presents 
no further costs. 
 

3. For timing reasons, it is not practical to make this initial decision through the 
Budget process. MPI is already incurring response costs. A decision is necessary 
now as to whether or not it should continue to incur these expenses.  
 

Second Decision - 2 April: Long Term Management 

4. If Cabinet chooses to continue the response, the Minister intends to present a 
range of long-term management options for Cabinet consideration on 2 April. 
These options will include full eradication, which is estimated to cost at least 
$200m (note that this is an optimistic estimate). The possibility of industry led 
management will also be explored. 

 

                                                
1 Under the Biosecurity Act 1993, MPI is obligated to pay compensation to affected parties in certain circumstances. 
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5. The timing of MPI’s nation-wide milk test (expected to be completed in April) 
means that the decision on the long-term response to M Bovis (i.e. whether to 
proceed with full eradication) aligns poorly with the Budget process. Budget 
Ministers will have determined the Budget package before MPI have options 
prepared on 2 April. If there is a possibility that Cabinet will provide funding for full 
eradication when making decision on in this second paper, the Budget package 
will have to be shaped by Budget Ministers with this in mind.2  

 
Treasury Advice 

6. Additional funding provided in either of these two Cabinet papers will be funded 
against the Budget 2018 operating allowance.  

 
7. The Treasury notes that full eradication is a very costly option – and until the 

nation-wide milk testing has been completed it will not be clear whether it is even 
technically feasible. If Cabinet is not prepared to consider funding eradication at a 
future date, proceeding to long term management (ceasing response) is 
preferable. Cost sharing with the industry should also be explored given that it is 
the primary beneficiary of MPI’s response operations. 

 
 
 
 
 
Erwin Ricketts, Graduate Analyst, Natural Resources, 
Gwen Rashbrooke, Manager, Natural Resources, 

                                                
2 To facilitate this, a placeholder Budget initiative will be submitted providing Ministers with line of sight of the full 

eradication funding request. 
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