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Dear
 
Thank you for your Official Information Act request, received on 11 June 2019.  You 
requested the following: 
 
 

At 8.02 pm on Tuesday 28 May, the Treasury issued a media statement entitled 
‘Further statement from Gabriel Makhlouf’….I therefore ask for the following 
documents: 

 
1) All drafts of the media statement referred to above, whether electronic or on 
paper, including all amendments and comments made on them by any individual 
or organisation whatsoever, including the identification of that individual and 
organisation and when those amendments and comments were made 

2) Any other draft media statements, talking points or internal Q&As prepared by 
the Treasury on this matter on Tuesday 28 May or Wednesday 29 May for use by 
the Treasury, the Prime Minister or Ministers 

3) All formal written advice provided by the Treasury on the alleged IT breach to 
the Prime Minister or Ministers on Tuesday 28 May or Wednesday 29 May 

In addition, I seek the following non-documentary information: 

4) When and buy whom was it first proposed that a media statement should be 
issued on this matter at or around 8.02pm on Tuesday 28 May? 

5) With whom and when was this proposal discussed? 

6) What was the objective of issuing such a media statement? 

7) Which individuals and organisations were given prior notice of the intention to 
issue the media statement at or around 8.02pm on Tuesday 28 May, and when? 

8) Which individuals and organisations were given a draft or final version of the 
media statement, and when? 

9) What opportunity were Treasury IT staff given to check the accuracy of and 
provide feedback on the statement prior to release? 
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10) What opportunity were those named in the media statement – namely the 
Police and the GCSB and its National Cyber Security Centre – given to check the 
accuracy of and provide feedback on the statement prior to release? 

11) What opportunity were those publicly known to be potentially associated with 
matters discussed in the media statement – namely the Opposition – given to 
check the accuracy of and provide feedback on the statement prior to release? 

12) Prior to release, what consideration was given to the impact of an 
announcement that the Treasury had been “deliberately and systematically 
hacked” on external stakeholders such as the financial markets and foreign 
governments, and what measures were taken to manage these impacts? 

13) If Treasury did not know what information may have been obtained by the 
Opposition or the “hacker”, what consideration was given to publicly issuing 
market-sensitive information held by the Treasury, and why was it decided not to 
take this step?  

14) If Treasury did know what information may have been obtained by the 
Opposition or the “hacker”, how did it not know how the information had been 
obtained?  

As you are aware, on 9 July 2019 I extended the timeframe for a decision on your 
request by an additional 10 working days.  A response to your request is due by 23 
July 2019. 
 
Information to be released 

Responses to a number of your questions are below. 
 
2. No other draft media statements, talking points, or internal Q&As were prepared by 

the Treasury on this matter on the Tuesday. The media statement prepared by the 
Treasury on Wednesday, and released on Thursday morning (at 5.00 am), was the 
only version. 

3. No formal written advice on the alleged IT breach was provided by the Treasury to 
the Prime Minister or Ministers.  

9. The Treasury Chief Information Officer attended a meeting at which the wording of 
the media statement was discussed, in advance of the statement’s release. 

11. The Opposition was not given the opportunity to check the accuracy or provide 
feedback on the media statement. The Opposition was not referenced in the media 
release.  

12. Consideration was given to the impact of the announcement, and it was decided to 
deal with any concerns as they arose.  

13. The information that had been released at that point was not market sensitive, so 
although this was considered, there was nothing to suggest market sensitive 
information would be released. Therefore, it was not considered necessary to 
release market-sensitive information ahead of the scheduled Budget release. 

14. It was established that the Treasury website was the likely source of the information 
that had been released. However, it was unclear at that stage whether there may 
have been other sources for the information that had been released. 
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Information to be withheld 

The Investigation into the actions and statements of Mr Makhlouf released on 27 June 
2019 includes some information relevant to the request. The investigation report can be 
accessed from the State Services Commission website: www.ssc.govt.nz. 
 
Although the information contained in the investigation report is now publicly available, 
the additional information requested in your questions 1), 4) to 8), and 10) above is 
within the scope of the wider inquiry still under way. This additional information is likely 
to form part of the information considered by the State Services Commission through 
its inquiry into the unauthorised release of Budget information, which is being carried 
out under the State Sector Act.  
 
Release of the information at this point, before the inquiry has reported, would be likely 
to prejudice its ability to carry out the inquiry. This includes prejudicing its ability to 
make non-publication orders in relation to evidence provided to it.  
 
Therefore, I am withholding the information requested in 1), 4) to 8), and 10) above 
under section 6(c) of the Official Information Act – the making available of that 
information would be likely to prejudice the maintenance of the law.  
 
Please note that this letter (with your personal details removed) and enclosed 
documents may be published on the Treasury website. 
 
This reply addresses the information you requested.  You have the right to ask the 
Ombudsman to investigate and review my decision.  
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
David Bowden 
Chief of Staff 
 
 


