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WAI3325 Hearing week 7 – written questions for Ministry for Primary Industries witnesses 

Witness Question Response 

Claimant counsel: Bennion Law 

Robyn Julie Collins 1. At paragraph [58], you discuss voluntary reporting of
agricultural processors emissions, which was
followed by mandatory reporting in 2012:

In 2011, agricultural processors (such as those who process 
meat from animals, pigs or poultry; and milk processors) 
started voluntary reporting of its emissions, followed by 
mandatory reporting in 2012.  

Can you provide reports or summary reports from 2011 
and 2012 of processors? 

Historic agricultural emissions reporting is available on 
the EPA website and can be accessed here:  ETS-
Participant-Emissions-Returns-2008-to-2019.xlsx. 

The first reporting for agriculture was in the 2012/2013 
year.  

At paragraph [169], you discuss AgriZeroNZ investment 
for a methane inhibiting bolus. While in hearing, the 
annual Agriculture and Climate Change conference was 
simultaneously taking place where the cost of these 
technologies was a topic of discussion.1 

2. Can you point to any estimates that have been
prepared, general and/or specific, of the estimated
cost of rollout of different methane reducing
technologies that are currently under
development? Are there any estimates of per

We can provide a high-level average abatement cost of 
around $90 per tonne of CO₂e, based on internal MPI 
modelling. This figure is indicative only and subject to 
significant uncertainty, as costs will vary by technology, 
farming system, funding approach, and individual 
company commercialisation strategy. 

More detailed cost estimates for specific technologies are 
based on confidential information from developers and 
AgriZeroNZ, and due to the commercial sensitivity of 
these products and ongoing competitive development 

1 Kate Newton “Farmers should be paid to use methane-busting tools – agritech leaders” (4 May 2026) Radio New Zealand <www.rnz.co.nz>. 
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Witness Question Response  

animal costs for technologies such as bolus 
treatments? 

 

processes, we are unable to provide estimates for 
individual tools. 

3. Given the high ambition and urgency for rollout of 
methane reducing technologies, have there been 
any discussions in government about how methane 
reducing technologies might be incentivised, 
whether by subsidies or other incentives? 

 

Yes, Ministers have considered incentives regarding 
mitigation technology uptake. Due to timing, we cannot 
provide any more information at this point.  

 
WAI3325 Hearing week 7 – Written clarifications by Ministry for Primary Industries witnesses 

Witness Questions Response  

Tribunal panel member: Emeritus Professor David Williams 

Robyn Julie Collins 
 

4. ...asked Ms Collins to provide a rationale for the 
government’s position on maintaining no additional 
warming from New Zealand’s biogenic methane 
emissions, specifically as relative to 2017. 

 

An assessment of no additional warming for biogenic 
methane emissions was a political commitment in the 
National and Act coalition agreement.   
 
The Government was concerned that the previous 
biogenic methane target could only be met by policies 
that drove land use away from pastural agriculture 
reducing production. This could generate emissions 
leakage where less emissions efficient competitors picked 
up the demand previously met by New Zealand 
producers. 
 
The decision to change our 2050 biogenic methane target 
responded to this concern and was made considering 
advice from an independent Methane Science and Target 
Review Panel and New Zealand’s Climate Change 



 

 

Witness Questions Response  

Commission. The target was set so that methane 
generated ‘no additional warming’ relative to 2017 levels. 
 
When the biogenic methane target was set in 2019, a 
2017 base year was used because it was the most recent 
National GHG Inventory data available. New Zealand’s 
biogenic methane emissions were also largely unchanged 
from 2010 to 2017 meaning it provided a stable baseline.   
 
The independent Methane Science and Targets Panel was 
accordingly asked to assess what a target aligned with no 
additional warming would look like against that same 
2017 base year.  
 
 

 




