General Meeting &

Wednesday, 14 November 2012

9.30am - 4.20pm %v
N

The Terrace Conference Centre
114 The Terrace, Wellington

V
<
MINUTES 62-

L

Present: Kathryn Bicknell, Sue Brown, Ingrid Collins, Penng@er, Barbara Nicholas, Don Nicolson,
Karen Phillips (Acting Chair), David Scobie, Alan Sharr, Virginia Williams

In attendance: *°*®® \v~
S
e

Bt in attendance for agenda item O 6.

R (Manager, Animal Welf ctor Support) will join the meeting for agenda item O 7 to
give an update on the Safeguardii r Animals, Safeguarding our Reputation compliance and
enforcement programme.

et (Manager, Rez&y Reform and Animal Welfare Policy) will join the meeting for agenda
itemC7.

Apologies: John H@.

Welcome: K Phillips welcomed incoming members Ingrid Collins and Alan Sharr, whose appointments
officially starte November 2011.

Any Othe iness Part One (Public Excluded Agenda)
There wé?no additional items of business for discussion under Part One of the Agenda.

Any Other Business Part Two (Open to the Public)

l%s ion of guideline eight.



PART ONE

(PUBLIC EXCLUDED AGENDA)

RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987

(K Phillips/ K Bicknell):
| move that the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, namely:

Cl

C2

C3.

C4.

C5.

C6.

CT.

C8.

Confirmation of previous minutes

Status of actions arising from previous meetings

Codes of welfare update

Agree on code of welfare work plan for 2013

Discussion on draft equine code of welfare

Discussion on future reviews process for codes of welfare

Update on Animal Welfare Strategy and Act Review

Work planning for animals in the wild

K Phillips

K Phillips

59(2)(2)

s 9(2)(a) / Al |

K Phillips /**®®

s 9(2)(a) / Al |

s 9(2)(a)

P Fisher /**@®

THE GENERAL SUBJECT OF EACH MATTER TO'BE CONSIDERED WHILE THE PUBLIC IS EXCLUDED,
THE REASON FOR PASSING THIS RESOLUTION IN RELATION TO EACH MATTER, AND THE SPECIFIC
GROUNDS UNDER SECTION 48(1) OF THELOGAL GOVERNMENT OFFICIAL INFORMATION AND
MEETINGS ACT 1987 FOR THE PASSING OF THIS RESOLUTION ARE AS FOLLOWS:

General subject of each matter to be

considered

Reason for passing this
resolution in relation to each

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the
passing of this resolution

matter
CL Confirmation of previeus To protect the privacy of natural That the public conduct of the relevant
minutes persons. part of the proceedings of the meeting
would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
withholding would exist under section
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act
1982 (OIA).
C2. Status.of actions arising from As above. As above.
preyious,meetings
C3. Codes of welfare update To maintain the effective conduct | That the public conduct of the relevant
of public affairs through the part of the proceedings of the meeting
protection of Ministers, members | would be likely to result in the disclosure
of organisations, officers and of information for which good reason for
employees from improper withholding would exist under section
pressure or harassment. 9(2)(q)(ii) of the OIA.
C4. Agree on code of welfare work | As above. As above.

plan for 2013
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General subject of each matter to be

Reason for passing this

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the

considered resolution in relation to each passing of this resolution
matter
Cs. Discussion on draft equine code | As above. As above.
of welfare
Cé. Discussion on future reviews As above. As above.

process for codes of welfare

CrT. Update on Animal Welfare To maintain the constitutional That the public conduct™of the relevant
Strategy and Act Review conventions for the time being part of the proceedings of the meeting
which protect the confidentiality of | would be likelyeforésult in the disclosure
advice tendered by Ministers of of informatjon fer'which good reason for
the Crown and officials. withholding'wetld exist under section
9(2)(f)(iw).of the OIA.
C8. Work planning for animals in As above As aboye
the wild

[ also move that;
$9(2)(a)

be permitted to remain at this meeting aftef the public has been excluded, because of their knowledge
of meeting procedure and the subject matter under discussion. This knowledge is relevant background
information to assist the committee inJts(déliberations.

The motion was put: carried
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[Secretariat Note: the below agenda items were not covered in the order presented in these minutes.]
C1.  Confirmation of previous minutes

The draft minutes of the NAWAC general meeting held on 15 August 2012 (NAWAC 37/12) wete
reviewed. There were no amendments.

Moved (V Williams/ S Brown):

That the draft minutes of the NAWAC quarterly general meeting held on 15 August 2012 e adopted as
a true and accurate record of that meeting.

The motion was put: carried.

C2.  Status of actions arising from previous meetings

Actions from previous meetings (NAWAC 38/12) were reviewed anddtavas agreed to complete pending
actions when possible.

B Nicholas noted that the papers on fish welfare provided by@ confirm that fish feel pain, and
internationally there is policy and legislation being developed te.address the welfare of fish. Further
action on the welfare of fish is something to consider when the Committee review their strategic plan
and priorities in 2013.

It was raised that NAWAC and MPI's progress to amend the dairy cattle code of welfare to address
long-term housing of cows is taking a long time /There was concern that farmers are investing in off-
pasture systems without being aware of the animal welfare considerations. The current code of welfare
adequately covers cows housed for short perieds of time and the issue is one of awareness, rather than
imperfect minimum standards. Separate to,what NAWAC is doing, MPI is working with industry to
develop a short guidelines document eficompassing the welfare, environmental and food safety
outcomes that farmers need to take intg*account when designing off-pasture systems.

Action - P Timmer-Arends'to modify action list accordingly

C3. Codes of welfare update

Meat chickens — The Poultry’Industry Association of New Zealand have distributed posters to all their
members containing the.minimum standards and example indicators from the revised code.

Layer hens — the'revised code has been signed off by the Minister and will be issued on 6 December
2012.

Llamas and-Alpacas - this has been recommended to the Minister and it is anticipated he will issue it in
the first half of 2013.
Daify.cattle housing —**®®  informed the Committee that draft standards will be sent to the Dairy
Industry Technical Advisory Group at the end of November for targeted consultation. Further to the
diseussion held earlier in the meeting D Scobie and D Nicolson agreed to assist the dairy subcommittee
to'develop some key messages for farmers when they are designing off-pasture systems.
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Actions -
- D Scobie and D Nicolson to assist the dairy subcommittee to develop

messaging.

NAWAC to advise the Minister of the proposed communications plan by 14

December 2012.

Zoos and Circuses — to be discussed under agenda item C 6.

C4.  Agree on code of welfare work plan for 2013
P explained the draft code of welfare work plan for 2013 to the commiftee) The committee
agreed on priorities and confirmed which subcommittees they will sit on.

Subcommittees include:
= Housing of Dairy Cattle - J Hellstrém, K Phillips and D Nicolson
= Rodeos - V Williams, P Fisher, S Brown
= Equine - K Phillips, D Nicolson, K Bicknell,
= Temporary housing of companion animals — K Bicknell /, Williams, A Sharr
= Circuses and Zoos — J Hellstrdm, D Scobie, B Nicholas and S Brown
= Saleyards — K Phillips, D Nicolson, | Collins, V Williams
= Painful Hushandry Procedures - D Scobie, B Nicholas; V Williams, S Brown
Action -*7@®
meeting

to update the work planoréfinal agreement at the February 2013

C5. Discussion on the draft equines code‘of welfare

The draft code (47/12) and an overview ofithe/issues which the subcommittee felt would attract interest
during consultation (46/12) was circulated to the Committee prior to the meeting.

The Committee discussed:
- Pregnancy testing equipment, examples of which should be included in the general information;

Leaving halters on harsgs.which are grazing;
Ensure consistency/yithithe rodeos code regarding ropes;
Use of the whip ip-thewacing industry;
Exercise requirements for horses which are confined or tethered;
Pain relief for'higt branding;
Dentistry perfoimed by non-veterinarians; simple procedures such as tooth-rasping should be
permitteg-hut there needs to be a clear distinction between dentistry and orthodontics.

Moved (K Phillips! V Williams):

That, subjeCtto agreed amendments and final review by the subcommittee, the draft equines code of
welfarederreleased for public consultation.

The motion was put: carried.

Actions:

Committee members to send further comments to**®®

by 30 November.
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- @@ o update the document and agree changes with the chair of the subcommittee

prior to consultation.
- @@ toinclude a call for comments to seek the public’s view of whether hot
branding should be prohibited.

- MPI to undertake public consultation on behalf of NAWAC.

C6. Discussion on future reviews process for codes of welfare

The committee had received the document written by J Hellstrom (44/12) prior to the migeting. This
document is the outcome of discussion at the previous meeting of how the Committee_could approach
the review of the zoos and circuses codes of welfare, particularly in light of the propésal that codes be
replaced with regulations and guidelines.

B Nicholas explained that as codes of welfare are now likely to be kept when the Act is amended, the
proposed committee process could be reconsidered. However it was agreet(that the subcommittee
should continue to review the circuses and zoos code within the framewerk of an ethical discussion. It
was felt that using this approach would be helpful for future code reviews-i.e. high level thinking to
define the issues, prior to reviewing the code according to the prog€ss set out in the Act.

The definition of animals kept for entertainment is broad and is«Ctirently scoped as ‘an animal kept for
a non-production purpose’. While exotic animals could be kept.separate due to their specific needs,
some broad welfare issues affect both exotic and domestic animals. How this should be addressed
requires further thinking.

Actions:
- Subcommittee to further develop processand begin by defining the scope and agreeing
initial identification of issues by Febrdary 2013.

C8.  Update on Animal Welfare Strategy)and Act Review

$9(2)(a) $9(2)(a)

K Phillips welcomed to thedmeeting at 10.15am. gave an overview of the issues
that were raised during public constitation, and how this has shaped the final proposal that will be
presented to Cabinet. This informatien was provided in confidence as the Minister and Cabinet are yet
to agree to the recommendatiofTs,

Strateqy
Most submitters were supportive of the strategy and only minor amendments will be made. This will

include recognising animatsentience.

Legislation
Following consditation, MPI has put two options to the Minister regarding the core proposal to replace

codes of welfaré with enforceable regulations and guidelines with no legal effect.

Option Ofe~Retain the codes of welfare and the NAWAC led development process and create a limited
set of fegulations from those minimum standards which need a firm regulatory backing.

Option“Two: Replace codes of welfare with a comprehensive set of regulations developed by MPI,
which will be packaged with best practice guidelines in a single publication.
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It was clear from the feedback received during consultation that industry valued codes of welfare and
the collaborative approach taken by NAWAC during development. One member commented it was an
improvement over the original proposal and MPI had done well to listen to stakeholders. **®

noted that option one will leave the role of NAWAC largely unchanged, and will likely increase their
workload as it will now have to consider regulations when developing the codes.

Proposed changes to the code development process will take some pressure off NAWAC byemoving
the obligation to review codes every 10 years and allowing NAWAC to consider whether & code is the
appropriate way to manage animal welfare risks.

The creation of new compliance tools e.g. infringement offences and compliance orgers which can be
more easily enforced will help to improve the overall enforceability of the system(without making
significant changes to the current system.

Live animal exports — unchanged from the proposal that was consulted an.
Wild animals — unchanged from the proposal that was consulted on.

Exemptions to replace exceptional circumstances — only a minoy Change to the proposal that was
consulted on.

Surgical procedures - the classification system is confusing and proposal is to replace this with a single
set of regulations which will also include the minimum standards in the painful husbandry procedures
code of welfare.

RTT - the proposal to record the number of animalSilled for research will go ahead. MPI is
undertaking additional targeted consultation apbeut AEC oversight for breeding animals with adverse
phenotypes.

$9(2)()

The Committee thanked for his préSentation and he departed the meeting at 11.20am

C.8  Work planning for animals.in the wild

P Fisher and**®  led a discussion regarding issues in wild animal management. A document (41/12)
had been circulated to NAWACrior to the meeting

MPI commissioned research)A review of best practice management for humane and effective
vertebrate pest control-which has made a number of recommendations. There is an opportunity for
NAWAC to act upon reedmmendations in the report. Australia is ahead of NZ and has developed codes
of practice for humane“pest control for various species.

Glueboards ate’due to be phased out by 2015. As part of the phase out discussion is needed with
stakeholdefsto ensure they are going to meet this deadline. NAWAC fully support the phase out of
glueboards,and nominated P Fisher to represent the committee at a workshop to be organised by MPI.
The_cofmittee agreed that**®®  and P Fisher should progress the glueboards workshop and review
ofthe" NAWAC traps guideline. A subcommittee to address animals in the wild as a strategic issue will
alsosncorporate the other issues in the document 41/12 as discrete pieces of work within the overall
project.
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Actions -
- PFisheran to progress the glueboards workshop and review the

quideline for testing traps (\/
. sh0e to include ‘animals in a wild state’ on the NAWAC work plan. q(t)
N

@@t circulate link to research about humane best practice

d: 9(2)@

PART TWO v
(OPEN TO THE PUBLIC) %
STRATEGY AND PLANNING ,Q

01 Contribution for Welfare Pulse \}z

Dairy housing — D Scobie and the dairy cattle subcommittee will w@u.article for the March 2013

issue. ((

Glueboards article — P Fisher and™®®  will write an articl se awareness of the phase out.

N
Actions - N/

- D Scobie and the dairy cattle subc@mttee will prepare an article for the March
2013 issue.
- PFisher and™®®®  will writeoaga)ricle on the phase out of glueboard traps.

02.  Agree meeting dates for 2013: ((

The Committee had no objections to the dates which had been proposed prior to the meeting. The
following dates were agreed: &/

= 13-14 February - a twwﬁ&?eeting to discuss NAWAC's strategy. Potentially to be held in

Christchurch
= 15 May Q-
= 14 August Q/

= 13 November Q

03. Review Strategic Plan 2011-2015 (2013 update)
Deferred until ﬂ@bruary 2013 meeting.

0.4 Gné(e8

K Bickne iznd J Hellstrom amended guideline eight to include information on the multi-criteria decision
analysis.ool. This was circulated to the committee prior to the meeting and subject to minor wording
c@eé, the committee agreed to formally accept this as its new guideline.

%T/ed (S Brown/ D Nicolson):
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That, subject to minor amendments, guideline eight ‘balancing animal welfare needs’ be accepted as a
NAWAC guideline.

The motion was put: carried.

Action — MPI to have the new guideline placed on the web for the public to view.
OTHER REPORTS AND DISCUSSION

05  Discussion of information circulated by MPI
The MPI update was circulated prior to the meeting (12) and was taken as reatk

V Williams commented in relation to point 5 that the NZVA is writing guidancéfor vets who suspect
non-accidental injury of animals, which has a strong link to domestic viglence.

Correspondence

PR advised the committee that Tegel had invited mentbérs to attend a day in Wellington to

discuss a new hatchery system which they are considering installing. The SPCA and MPI have also
been invited to discuss the welfare implications of this systemsAttendees from NAWAC and preferred
dates to be decided by email after the meeting.

There is an opportunity for NAWAC to invite **®® =S to the February or May general meeting
as he will be in New Zealand on sabbatical in the«firsthalf of 2013. The Committee agreed this would
be an excellent opportunity, and agreed that MRl/should extend the invite on its behalf.

Action @@ o invite ¥ ("\¥ to attend the NAWAC general meeting.

06. Committee members’ reportsOnrrecent presentations and attendance at conferences
P@@ " and D Scobie attended tHeNZ Dairy Goat Breeders Association field day and spoke to the
attendees about the goats codg-0of welfare.

e and D Scobie présented to a class of Lincoln University students to inform them of the
requirements in the sheep and beef cattle code, and the painful hushandry procedures code.
PR attended“a.seminar held by Carne Technology who, in conjunction with a UK training
provider, has set up Animal Welfare Training NZ to provide animal welfare training courses at slaughter
processors.

V@O rarefided the Road Transport Forum Livestock Transport and Safety Subcommittee
meeting.gkhere was considerable discussion at the meeting around promotion of the transport code of
welfarg’and crate design.

B m}/ met with MPI's Australian counterpart, the Department of Agriculture,
Fls!{eries and Forestry (DAFF). The DAFF Animal Welfare group are currently reviewing their live
dnimal export for slaughter processes following recent high-profile incidents.
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O 7. Mini-tutorial - Bull Riding Association

$9(2)(a) $9(2)(a)

K Phillips welcomed to the meeting at 11.20am. r gave a brief overview of the
history of Bull Riding NZ, and answered questions the committee members had about rodeos.

Feeding prior to the event needs to be carefully managed as animals can develop colic if they arefed to
close prior to performing. Large animals such as bulls will be kept off feed; however young &teck will be
fed. Water is always available for the animals, particularly as they are performing in summer:

All of the bulls used in the bull riding events are individually owned and contracted by thevevent
organiser.

The reason for having a bell on the riders’ rope is to provide weight to pull the.ropg off once the rider
has left the bull. The reason for having a bell is traditional; it is the weight of theé-bell that is of
importance, not the ability for it to produce sound. However a hollow structue s preferred should the
bull stand on it.

The use of the flank strap is required to make the bulls buck, however'they should be applied lightly to
‘tickle’ the animal. If it is applied too tightly they will not buck so jt is.net in the event organiser’s interest
to have tightly strapped animals.

The animals are trained to work in the yards and understand the layout of the arena so they can easily
find the exit race.

K Phillips thanked **®®  and he departed the megting'at 12.00pm

08. Update on the Safeguarding our Animals, Safeguarding our Reputation programme
K Phillips welcomed **@ to the méefing at 12.30pm to update the committee on the
Safeguarding our Animals, Safeguarding ourReputation programme.
2@ gave an overview of the workAfat has been undertaken so far this year
e Completion of the researchwWhat drives primary sector compliance with animal welfare
legislation?’
e The Farmer Representatives Toolkit developed in collaboration with Federated Farmers and
industry was launched by the Minister in June 2012 at the Federated Farmers Conference.
e Publication of the.VetPak, a document designed for veterinarians MPI engage to assist with
large scale animabwelfare issues was completed in November.
P@@ - hriefly presefited the results from the operational research project ‘What drives primary sector
compliance withkanimal welfare legislation?’ undertaken by Prime Consulting Limited. The results of the
research suggestthat animal welfare awareness in the New Zealand farming industries is relatively
high, and tifat-farmers consider animal welfare compliance to be very important.

Externél factors such as weather, availability and quality of labour, and market prices seem to have an
importantbearing on farm management and therefore a farmer’s ability to meet their animal welfare
obfigations.

B.Nicholas outlined the committee’s concerns around dairy farmers installing housing for cows without
fully considering the animal welfare outcomes and asked that**®®  act with urgency in the

Page 10 of 11

10



development of off-pasture guidance for farmers. This is a project which is being done in collaboration
with industry under the Safeguarding our Animals, Safeguarding our Reputation programme and will
inform farmers of the food safety, environmental and animal welfare outcomes they need to consider
during the design phase.

K Phillips thanked **®®  and she departed the meeting at 1.05pm

[Secretariat Note: the above agenda items were not covered in the order presented in thése minutes.]

There being no further items of business to discuss, the Chair thanked the committee members for their
attendance and declared the meeting closed at 4:20pm.
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NAWAC 29/13

General Meeting Q()\/
13 February 2013 '\03
10.00 am - 4.30 pm &
The Lawrence Room C)
Lincoln Research Centre V‘

Corner Springs Road and Gerald Street, Christchum}

N

£
S

Committee members: John Hellstrém (Chairperson), Kathryn Bicknell, Brown, Ingrid Collins, Penny Fisher,
\éﬁo

MINUTES

Barbara Nicholas, David Scobie, Alan Sharr, Virginia Williams, Don n.

In attendance: °@®@

~
X
&

Apologies Q
Apologies from A Sharr and K Phillips. O
K Phillips was able to attend items C3 an ia online videoconferencing between 10am and 12pm.

Welcome /Qz\

J Hellstrom welcomed the new %@@ - and D Scobie welcomed members to AgResearch. The
meeting was opened at 10am (University of British Columbia) was welcomed to the
meeting at 12.30pm for ite 0 C9and 02 to O8.

Any Other Business P%e (Public Excluded Agenda)
No other items of busiﬁ were identified for discussion under Part One of the agenda.
Any Other Bu@ Part Two (Open to the Public)

009. NAWQ@respondence

&
N
&
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PART ONE

(PUBLIC EXCLUDED AGENDA)

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987

There being no other introductory items of business, it was moved (J Hellstrom/V Williams):

That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, namely:

Cl

C2

Confirmation of previous minutes

Status of actions arising from previous meetings

C3. Layer hens code of welfare update

C4. Code of welfare work plan for 2013

Ch. Codes of welfare update

Cé. Update on Tegel Foods meeting

CT. Calf feeding requirements

C8. Update on Animal Welfare Strategy and ActReview

Cco. MPI Update

(J Hellstrom)
(JHellstrém)

(J Hellstrém)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

(V Williams)

(J Hellstrém)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

THE GENERAL SUBJECT OF EACH MATTER TO/BE CONSIDERED WHILE THE PUBLIC IS EXCLUDED,
THE REASON FOR PASSING THIS RESOLUTTON'YN RELATION TO EACH MATTER, AND THE SPECIFIC
GROUNDS UNDER SECTION 48(1) OF THE LO€AL GOVERNMENT OFFICIAL INFORMATION AND
MEETINGS ACT 1987 FOR THE PASSING ,OF THIS RESOLUTION ARE AS FOLLOWS:

General subject of each matter to he
considered

Reason for passing this
resolution in relation to each
matter

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the
passing of this resolution

CL Confirmation of previgus
minutes

To protect the privacy of natural
persons.

That the public conduct of the relevant
part of the proceedings of the meeting
would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
withholding would exist under section
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act
1982 (OIA).

Cc2 Status’ofractions arising from
previgus meetings

As above.

As above.

C3. Layer hens code of welfare To maintain the effective conduct | That the public conduct of the relevant
update of public affairs through the part of the proceedings of the meeting

protection of Ministers, members | would be likely to result in the disclosure
of organisations, officers and of information for which good reason for
employees from improper withholding would exist under section
pressure or harassment. 9(2) (g)(ii) of the OIA.

C4. Codes of welfare update As above. As above.

-2-
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General subject of each matter to be

Reason for passing this

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the

considered resolution in relation to each passing of this resolution
matter
D
C5. Code of welfare work plan for | As above. As above. q’)v
2013 C)\
Cé. Update on Tegal Foods To protect the privacy of natural That the public conduct of thwevfant
meeting persons and, or: part of the proceedings of;the meeting
would be likely to resultAb@ disclosure
To maintain the effective conduct | of information for whi@d reason for
of public affairs through the withholding would existwurder section
protection of Ministers, members | 9(2)(a) and 9(2)(9)%7%6 OIA.
of organisations, officers and
employees from improper %
pressure or harassment. O
L
C7. Calf feeding requirements As above. As abg@
C8. Update on Animal Welfare To maintain the constitutional Thav-public conduct of the relevant
Strategy and Act Review conventions for the time being p he proceedings of the meeting
which protect the confidentiality of be likely to result in the disclosure
advice tendered by Ministers of formation for which good reason for
the Crown and officials. ithholding would exist under section
/ C’ 9(2)(A)(iv) of the OIA.
y 2
Co. MPI Update As above. As above.

| also move that:
$9(2)(a)

be permitted to remain at this meetin
bjéc

a

of meeting procedure and the su

\/\%\
Ky

Q\
o

r the public has been excluded, because of their knowledge

information to assist the committee irrits deliberations.

atter under discussion. This knowledge is relevant background

The motion was put: cam'e&/

01 Electio eputy Chair
K Phillips joined@meeting via videoconference at 10am.

The Anim%e Act 1999 (section 67 and Schedule 1, clause 3(1)) requires the committee to elect

one of its ers as its deputy chairperson at its first meeting each year.
Move ellstrom/V Williams):
Ti hillips be elected deputy chairperson of the committee for 2013, pursuant to the Animal Welfare

99 (section 67 and Schedule 1, clause 3)).

The motion was put: carried.
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CL Confirmation of previous minutes

The draft minutes of the NAWAC general meeting on 14 November 2012 were reviewed and accepted
with two minor amendments:

e Adding D Nicolson as an attendee
¢ Noting the correct order of proceedings, which will not necessarily follow the agenda. Future
minutes should be recorded this way.

Moved (B Nicholas/D Nicolson)

That, subject to the amendments agreed, the draft minutes of the NAWAC general meeting held on 14
November 2012 be adopted as a true and accurate record of that meeting.

The motion was put: carried.
C2 Status of actions arising from previous meetings

Actions from previous meetings were reviewed and it was agreed to complete pending actions where
possible with the following exceptions:

e Update item 3, noting it is complete

It was noted that most other actions are already on meeting.agendas, to be discussed.

s 9(2)(a)

Action: to update item 3 as complete

C3. Layer hens code of welfare update

A document circulated prior to the meeting detailed torrespondence between the Egg Producers
Federation and the Minister on transition perigds fer cages [NAWAC 13/13].

J Hellstrom outlined the background to thisstem, noting that NAWAC had recommended the Minister
release the draft code to the Egg Prodycers Federation (EPF) in July last year, to ensure a smooth
transition away from current systems. He'told the committee that the EPF received the code two days
before the Minister issued the codg and it was not what the industry was expecting. EPF do not
disagree with the 10 year deadline but do think it's impractical to meet some of the transition times
within it.

J Hellstrom reported on a/meeting the EPF had on 23 January 2013 with the then Minister, Hon David
Carter, and then AssociateMinister Nathan Guy on the issue. [See NAWAC13/13 for industry briefing
for that meeting]. J HellSirom suggested to the Ministers that he seek the Committee’s advice on how to
respond to the concerng the industry raised.

He reminded mempers of the analyses behind the transition times written into the code of welfare, was
based on data~grevided by the EPF. It appeared that it differed from current information that the EPF
had provided1o the Minister to support its concerns.

J Hellstrgnrsuggested three options to take the issue forward:

1."YRetain existing decision on transition and deadline, based on evidence used at the time, noting
risk of judicial review or other measures;

2. Retain existing decision as above, but note that regulations could be developed to revise the
situation after the amendment to the Animal Welfare Act;

-4 -
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3. Reopen discussion on minimum standard 12b, ¢ and d to address the transition times. This
would include developing a recommended approach, taking it through public consultation, and
then the further code process. The prescribed final deadline would not be revisited.

The Committee discussed the above options, noting that current and accurate data would be needéd
from the industry if it went with option 3. New data would need to be provided quickly in order for a.quick
review so that it did not impinge on producers’ ability to transition under current requirements. Mémbers
were reminded of the time taken to produce the code already, including the time taken to soéice data,
both of which should have already allowed relevant analysis to be undertaken. K Bicknell f/oted the
committee was aware of the large margins of error around the figures derived from the data;“arising for
both mathematical and economic reasons, and the resulting unpredictability was recognised when
NAWAC made its original decision.

Members discussed industry’s concern that it was not feasible for producers to-change from cages
installed prior to December 1999 by 2016, as prescribed in minimum standard<12 (b). The Committee
considered that this timeframe would support transition, on the basis of timg tequired to secure resource
consent and financing. However, they noted that actual timeframes for respurce consent may vary
around the country.

The Committee also considered whether this constituted undue pressure and whether other lobby
groups’ views should be considered. J Hellstrom reminded mendbers that this was about the
Committees statutory responsibility to consider feasibility, undersection 73(4) of the Animal Welfare Act
1999.

Members discussed options other than changing the cede of welfare, such as allowing leeway for
producers to meet the minimum standards, if they could prove that they had tried everything to build in
time. J Hellstrom reported that this was not consideredjfavourably by the Ministry, which is responsible
for ensuring compliance with the minimum standarthas it is written. However, it was an option for
industry and could be agreeable to the Committee, For instance, the Committee could re-frame the
minimum standard to allow some flexibility jnMeeting the transition dates.

The Committee also discussed the logistics of revisiting the minimum standards. It was reminded that it
could review new data and did not theq have to propose an amendment, with the ensuing statutory
requirements for major amendmentS+Q codes of welfare.

D. Scobie recommended that NAWC should also respond to the point raised in the Minister’s briefing by
EPF [attached to NAWAC 13/13}.that that their transition plan based on stocking density received no
feedback from NAWAC.

The nature of the datathe*Committee would need was also discussed, compared to the nature of the
data that had already beéen considered. It was proposed that an economic analysis was not needed, but
instead the committee-required information on the feasibility of the change — resource consent times,
financials, farm faanagement, public opposition to new buildings, etc.

The Committee agreed to respond to the Minister suggesting that it gather information on particular
points, which+t'would specify in the correspondence, and analyse the information over the two months
to determine whether the code should be reviewed or not. The Committee would make a decision at its
GeneralNMeeting in May as to whether the code should be amended or not. The Committee noted that it
dig'notwvant to amend its previous decision if there was no new data supporting EPF’s concerns raised
in itsletter.
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Resolution: NAWAC advise the Minister that in light of EPF concerns, we review new information on
feasibility and practicality to determine whether concerns by EPF are valid. Then NAWAC can advise
the Minister on whether sections 12b, ¢ and d need to be revisited or not.

The motion was passed unanimously. q()\/
Action: J Hellstrom to progress letter to Minister. '\q
Members then discussed possible consultants to collect and analyse the data. &

Action: All to provide suggestions to*°®® by Monday 18 February 2013. v*

C4.  Code of welfare work plan for 2013 %

8 introduced the work plan [NAWAC 05/13]. She noted the previoy{%:greed priorities, layer
hens and dairy cattle housmg owing to importance, followed by rodeos to e statutory deadline
for review, then zoos and circuses to meet ten-year review deadlines. Others'were listed in decreasing
priority order in the document. &

s 9(2)®)

They agreed th @rlortles for this year were layer
hens, dairy cattle housing, and rodeos and noted that deadllng remaining codes and issues would

Members agreed to retain the top priorities,

need to be flexible to meet committee and support staff avai
Action:$7®® N
Action:¥°*@® o re-send 05/13 due to misprint C}v

C5. Codes of welfare update Q\

e addressed codes of welfare ué‘as in NAWAC 07/13.
Layer Hens — discussed under Agendadtem C3.

Llamas and Alpacas - Briefing for ter has been drafted and expected to him in March.

s92)@

Dairy cattle housing - reported on the amendment, including the best way to work with industry
moving forward. A proposal ending the code had been circulated to representatives of those likely
to be affected, as require Act. One submission had been received and one was expected by 21

February. The Committ eed to call a writing group by inviting submitters to provide a
representative and alséut from engineering firms in the industry.

Action:$*®@  to jnvite’submitters to nominate contributors to a writing group.

Rodeos - #*® pdated the Committee that following public consultation there were 30 unique
submissio SAFE form letters, and 8 rodeo supporter form letters. The rodeo subcommittee will
meet in 0 go over submissions.

Eguingjﬁe equine code is out for consultation and so far there has been one submission.

nd Circuses - A literature scan has been completed and the subcommittee will meet in March.
mporary housing for companion animals - ] noted that it tends to attract a “why bother”
response from many people. It has been on the table for a long time and the writing group has been
looking at it periodically, but have been sympathetic to the time that NAWAC has while dairy housing,

-6-
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layer hens and pigs have been on the table. It is suggested that we ask ourselves whether it should be
a code at all, and to consider another option such as a sign of quality assurance (like the “blue tick” for
eggs, run by the SPCA) that NAWAC is not directly involved in. It was noted that there is an
AsureQuality scheme for the boarding establishments, but as lot of businesses are not involved,
perhaps the public is not being discriminatory based upon it.

Y@@ noted the animal welfare risks driving the development of this code were the number of boarding
kennels and catteries in New Zealand which were not required to subscribe to the current cgramercially
available auditing scheme, but that private assessment is not compulsory. Also, this standard also
applies to SPCA, who is asking when it will be available to support consistency within and between
SPCA and local authority animal shelters. The Committee agreed it could revisit whethera code of
welfare is the best way of assisting regulation in this sector, or not.

Saleyards - Members noted the work on saleyards being undertaken under thesSafeguarding our
Animals, Safeguarding our Reputations programme to support consistent andelevant guidance on
animal welfare requirements and rules at saleyards.

Painful Husbandry procedures — Active work will begin again iffiwhen Regufations are to be developed.

s 9(2)(a)

Wild Animals - The workshop on replacing glueboards is still to beforganised. and P. Fisher are

reviewing the guideline on trap testing.
C6. Update on Tegel Foods meeting

V Williams reported on a workshop to discuss a new “Hatchsbrood system”. Instead of handling and
moving day-old chicks straight onto farm, they are put.into an incubation system, where the environment
is very strictly controlled, and moved to rearer/proddction units at four days of age.

CT. Calf feeding requirements

J Hellstrom received and circulated an emgil prior to the meeting [NAWAC 11/13] on a possible
exception to the rule that bobby calves mustie fed in the time up to two hours prior to transportation. A
processor in the South Island had requested exception for some suppliers because they were very
close to the premises, and processing/soe shortly after feeding was resulting in regurgitation with
consequential carcase contaminatien and welfare implications. A trial under a specific QA Programme
resulted in much fewer deaths among those calves involved in the trial and better overall animal welfare
outcomes.

The Committee noted that the Act's requirements to meet physical, health and behavioural needs
supersede requirements i, the code of welfare and that it was not an offence to breach minimum
standards. It agreed tofespond to the email recommending that for suppliers where welfare was
improved by not feeding calves within two hours of transport, a QA programme could provide special
conditions that did not require this feeding, with a number of specific requirements put in place and
close ongoing/monitoring to ensure calves’ welfare needs are met.

Action: J Hellstrém to reply to AWOC as outlined above.
C8. Update on Animal Welfare Strategy and Act Review

59@7 updated the committee on the Animal Welfare Strategy and Act Review [NAWAC17/13], noting
that-a Bill was being drafted to allow regulations for live animal export and surgical and painful
procedures, regulations to complement codes of welfare, amendments to make the codes process more
efficient and to make it possible to amend only part of a code, and clarification to the provisions relating

-7-
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to cruelty towards animals in a wild state. She noted that the position of the new Minister, Nathan Guy,
on the Act amendment had not yet been canvassed by the Ministry.

Action: J Hellstrom to write to Minister regarding NAWAC'S priorities (in particular dairy housing) and(\/
supporting amendment of the Act to create efficiencies. Q)

N

This was gratefully received by the Committee. The Chair also reminded members of the /s%hg of
family members of past NAWAC members. Committee members expressed their sympatca}ud agreed
to pass on condolences.

co. MPI Update

Action: J Hellstrom to write to **®® . Oe
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PART TWO
(OPEN TO THE PUBLIC)

STRATEGY AND PLANNING

02 Results of 2012 review of committee performance

P@@ - had compiled the 2012 surveys on performance into a summary document for NAWAC to

discuss. Key points raised were that the Committee could spend less time on developing Codgs and
more on strategic priority issues.

03. Contribution for Welfare Pulse

Members suggested items as follows, due 15 April for publication in the 1 JungnSsué:

o NAWAC strategic planning (J Hellstrom/"®® )

e Hatch-brood systems for chick rearing (V Williams/S Brown)
e Canadian Animal Welfare Strategy (*“  /J Hellstrom)

Action: MPI to follow up with identified authors for the above suggestions by 11 March 2013
04. Identification of mini-tutorial topics for 2013

Members suggested the following, to be considered for 2013:

A zoo visit (Wellington zoo)
Horse racing (including stable visit?)
Aquaculture facility
Greyhound racing
s 9(2)(a)

Action: to coordinate a selected topic,for at least one meeting in 2013

05. Discussion on ‘over treatment.of companion animals’ and draft letter to the Minister

The Committee discussed K Phillips’ agtielé on the over treatment of companion animals in Welfare
Pulse in March 2012 and whether jt céuld be adapted into a letter to the New Zealand Veterinary
Association and the Veterinarians Council of New Zealand.**®®  reported on a Canadian study that
found that there were three gr@ups-of veterinarians — those who act according to clients’ wishes without
exception, those who outlingd alfthe options to owners and those who advocate for the animals. He
also noted that veterinarians\wére expected to act in isolation from each other, rather than with human
medics who could act ing*eollegial environment.

The Committee agreedthis issue could be raised with the VCNZ and NZVA, and also to highlight it as
an emerging aninal welfare issue to Minister Guy.

Action: J HellstrOm to draft letter to NZVA and VCNZ as described, for Committee comment prior to
sending

Action#J,Hellstrom to send a letter highlighting the overtreatment of companion animals as an emerging
issue to'Minister Guy

OTHER REPORTS AND DISCUSSION

06. Discussion of information circulated by MPI
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The Committee noted that it appreciated the information that had been circulated.
0. Committee members’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at conferences

D Nicolson reported on a visit to a free stall dairy unit constructed by Rakaia Engineering Limited in
Southland.

V Williams reported on the previous day’s meeting of the National Animal Ethics Advisory Cammittee,
with the key item being regulatory animal testing of recreational synthetic drugs.

s reported on the Farm to Processor Forum workshop which was held to progess work,
including projects on disease, defective and injured animals and bobby calves, underthe Safeguarding
our Animals, Safeguarding our Reputations programme.

009. NAWAC Correspondence

J Hellstrom added a late agenda item on the topic of racing greyhounds. f%v of the Greyhound
Protection League had sought information on whether NAWAC would be advising Ministers of the
animal welfare concerns in the greyhound industry. He noted that * "}

contacted NAWAC in November last year seeking advice.as, to whether NAWAC had ever
investigated, or carried out research into the greyhound racing industry.

Members discussed some key welfare issues in greyhound racing, and J Hellstrom reported that he had
replied to**®®  on behalf of the Committee saying that itmay consider the issues when developing
advice on animals in entertainment. The Committee agreed that some general principles relating to
greyhound racing may be developed at that time, howéVers-Specific greyhound racing issues and some
wider ethical issues such as euthanasia of surplus andfar underperforming animals would be unlikely to
be investigated this year given other priorities in NAWAC's work plan.

s 9(2)(a)

Action: J Hellstrom to reply to as desCribed above

s also reported on further correspenidence on colony cages and meat chicken cleanliness as
an animal welfare indicator, which will Be/circulated to the Committee.

J Hellstrom noted that NAWAC shéuld“be aware of what he was saying on their behalf, and the
Committee moved to accept correspondence being sent to all NAWAC members [S Brown/D Scobie].
Action: **®@  to ensuredhét,correspondence sent on behalf of NAWAC is copied to the Committee
for information as ongoing mailouts.

There being no furtheritems of business to discuss, the Chair thanked the committee members for their
attendance and declared the meeting closed at 3.15.

08. Ministutorial — Site visit to LandCare Research animal facility

wew - ) guided the Committee through the Landcare Research animal facility
and outlined its key research programmes. The Committee’s tour of the live animal facility at Landcare
Researeh,ended at 4:30.

-10 -
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NAWAC 30/13

Strategy Meeting

Thursday, 14 February 2013
9.30am - 3.00pm

The Lawrence Room
Lincoln Research Centre
Corner Springs Road and Gerald Street, Christchureh

Committee members: John Hellstrém (Chairperson), Kathryn Bicknell, Sue Br@wny Ingrid Collins, Penny

Fisher, Barbara Nicholas, David Scobie, Alan Sharr, Virginia Williams,eh Nicolson.

In attendance: **®® N/

="

N\

OBJECTIVE
To determine NAWAC priorities for the nextdecade and what actions should be planned to achieve
them.
MINUTES

Welcome
59(2)(a)
Apologies

K Phillips would be ‘attending intermittently, via online videoconferencing.

Any Other Business Part One (Public Excluded Agenda)

No other items,of business were identified for discussion under Part One of the agenda.
Any OthiepBusiness Part Two (Open to the Public)

Ne.other items of business were identified for discussion under Part Two of the agenda.



PART ONE

NAWAC 30/13

(PUBLIC EXCLUDED AGENDA)

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987

It was moved (J Hellstrom/K Bicknell) that the public be excluded from the following parts of the

proceedings of this meeting, namely:

CL International Animal Welfare Issues and Update

C2 New Zealand Animal Welfare Strategy

(S 9(2)(a) t )

(J Helistrom / All)

C3. Identify the key issues for animal welfare in New Zealand now (All)
and over the next decade in terms of husbandry and ownership

practices

C4. Discuss what the best processes are for NAWAC to clarify and (All)

address those issues
C5. Summary and close

(All)

THE GENERAL SUBJECT OF EACH MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED&VHILE THE PUBLIC IS EXCLUDED,
THE REASON FOR PASSING THIS RESOLUTION IN RELATION FO EACH MATTER, AND THE SPECIFIC
GROUNDS UNDER SECTION 48(1) OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT OFFICIAL INFORMATION AND
MEETINGS ACT 1987 FOR THE PASSING OF THIS RESOKUTION ARE AS FOLLOWS:

General subject of each matter to be

Reasonfer passing this

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the

considered resolutian in relation to each passing of this resolution
matter

CL International Animal Welfare To maintain the effective conduct | That the public conduct of the relevant
of public affairs through the part of the proceedings of the meeting
protection of Ministers, members | would be likely to result in the disclosure
of organisations, officers and of information for which good reason for
employees from improper withholding would exist under section
pressure or harassment. 9(2) (g)(ii) of the Official Information Act

1982.

C2. NZ Animal Welfare Strategy As Above. As Above.

C3. Key issues As Above. As Above.

C4. NAWAC proc@sSes As Above. As Above.

C5. Summary As Above. As Above.




| also move that;
$9(2)(a)

be permitted to remain at this meeting after the public has been excluded, because of theirkhowledge
of meeting procedure and the subject matter under discussion. This knowledge is relevant background
information to assist the committee in its deliberations.

The motion was put: carried.

CL International Animal Welfare Issues and Update

PR was invited to the NAWAC meeting to address the.eomittee on international animal
welfare issues. He thanked the Committee and MPI for their hospitality.

2@ noted that NAWAC is an internationally well-known group, and that New Zealand is well-known
for its progressive policies in animal welfare. He believed thatCahadians are generally less concerned
about animal welfare than New Zealanders, and their equivalent of NAWAC is still trying to get many
different industries to pull together in the same direction.

The main points of the presentation were:
e The relation between conservation and,animal welfare
e Addressing public concern about intensive animal production

He discussed the idea that “conservation” issues (such as dead zones, birds being hit by cars, and birds
flying into office towers) are equally animalivelfare issues. A survey by **@@ his PhD student,
found that welfare-orientated and congervation-orientated people rank the same activities as being
harmful to animals, and so ideas thatwere traditionally considered as ‘conservation issues’ may be the
next big thing for animal welfare:

The second part of the preSentation discussed the concern in the modern day about intensive farming.
P@@ - considered three'models of animal production: agrarian, industrial and professional. He noted
that there is some opinieq that replacing farms with cities and factories causes something close to
spiritual impoverishment in people. It was then suggested that to be a farmer is becoming a profession
rather than a jobrithas standards; it has a high hurdle of competence; and the farmers provide an
important servicg™~As the role of the farmer changes, this will have implications on the standards that
they hold themselves to.

Note: £opy of - presentation sent as NAWAC 25/13.
The/Committee discussed the trust and professionalism of the modern intensive farmer.

C2 New Zealand Animal Welfare Strategy

The draft Animal Welfare Strategy was circulated by ****

prior to the meeting.



C3.

Identify the key issues for animal welfare in New Zealand now and over the next decade

in terms of husbandry and ownership practices
General discussion by all members included:

There will be an increase in the awareness of animals well-being and sentience;

There will be an increased desire to extend the lifetime of animals by whatever means avaifable
and this may not always be in the best interests of the animals;

Sentience - definition, recognition of sentience, coverage of sentience in legislatio;

Changes in veterinary clients attitudes (animals have a value themselves, rather than a purely
instrumental value);

Assessing positive welfare (and difficulties in assessing positive welfare);
How to express features of positive welfare.

Specific issues of current or future priority raised were:

Inherited defects;

Breeding standards that demand harmful traits, both in companion animals, and for production
that results in welfare issues;

Shelter for farm animals;

Housing for production/recreational animals;
Welfare issues in free range farming;

Live export of animals;

Cats in our society and regulations that may be imposed on cat households e.g. curfews and
confinement;

Overweight companion animals, including livestock;
Issues in keeping horses (e.g. kept alone, small paddocks, minimal exercise);

Issues around intensification, e.g. Stockmanship and staffing (such as professionalisation
leading to increased staff costs/and less staff to do routine and repetitive tasks);

Z00s, including what animals‘atg-appropriate animals to keep in zoos;

Social needs of animals, path*social and solo-living animals (e.g. single dogs in working
families, camelids, horses, elephants);

Despatch of animals—10th unwanted, bred animals (e.g. bobby calves, racing animals, male
chicks) and animalS+at the end of their productive lives, including many issues around it such
as:

0 Needimgmvolvement of all relevant players to make change

o0 Impactjof despatching animals in front of other animals

0 Jeshnologies to avoid the unwanted animals in the first place e.g. sexing germplasm
Self-rggulation in compliance (applying the VADE compliance model);

Intfodlicing farmed animals into natural environments where they have not been kept
previeusly, with consequent impacts on the animals and the environment;

Fish farming including meeting behavioural needs on fish farms;

Dog tail docking and surgical procedures on animals;

Drivers for animal cruelty and abuse;

Having better conservations or working more closely with the judiciary;
Climate change impacts (e.g. in the nature and spread of disease); and



e Selecting animals for positive welfare features or features that have positive implications e.g.
polled cattle, sexing germplasm.

Discussion of these points included:
e Driving change beyond relying upon codes of welfare;
e Models for interaction/getting all necessary people ‘around the table’ e.g. workshops;
e The reasons for people keeping single companion animals, and a suggested workshep on‘the
keeping of single companion animals (e.g. dogs);
e The implications for NAWAC's workload of increasing the number of regulatory toels/available
(i.e. regulations in addition to codes, plus potentially other forms of intervention)

The following actions were agreed:

Action: **®@" /P Fisher to add cats to the list of issues in the paper being developed by P Fisher on
potential NAWAC work on animals in the wild.

P@@ - Jisted some summary points, comparing the situation with the Sanadian equivalent of NAWAC.
He noted:

e The relative advantage of time spent providing high leve} advice on codes, rather than
developing codes;

e Working within a remit to advise Ministers; this can ff&aken more broadly or narrowly. A
broader interpretation can have positive results.

He also noted that housing and invasive procedures.are’well-researched and often identified animal
welfare issues; and handling is becoming better developed. Underdeveloped areas include:

e Breeding. This is the “forgotten” area. These include breeding for broader production indices,
breeding out undesirable traits, or breedingfor desirable traits;

e Feeding to match genetic potential (‘feeding to match breeding’); and

e Providing good lives for animals —(animals do things for two reasons: they are driven to by an
unpleasant sensation e.g. hunger, thirst, pain to meet an urgent need, or they are enticed to by
a pleasurable sensation e.g. play,Avhich may be non-essential in the immediate term but that
has long-term benefits and,animals are strongly driven to achieve.

He closed by noting there is a role forcodes and a role for initiatives through better-developed
relationships with constituents/Such as the kennel club.

Members then broke intogwoyworking groups to identify areas where the greatest animal welfare gain
can be made in the nextten‘years:

Working group one (JHellstrém (facilitator), =" , K Phillips, A Sharr, B Nicholas, V Williams, K
Bicknell, P Fishér, 3§ (rapporteur)) identified:

e Euthanasia — including avoiding production of unwanted animals, as well as denial of
euthanhasia to prevent suffering;

¢ / Breeding - to avoid unwanted animals, to select for welfare gains, and the possibility to use new
technology available (e.g. polled cattle gene);

o " Wildlife issues — welfare for pests and natives.

Waorking group two (S Brown (facilitator), D Nicolson*®® | S Brown, | Collins, D Scobie, ! *®®
identified:



The changes that the Act amendment will bring about, including providing additional compliance
tools and allowing regulations, both in general terms (e.g. in raising prominence of animal
welfare via public communications) and specific terms (e.g. mulesing)

Working in the V & A areas of the compliance (extension activities such as communications,
workshops etc)

Specific issues where gains could be made:

C4.

Layer hens

Fish farming/commercial slaughter of fish
Genetic improvements

Avoiding welfare issues in dairy housing
Housing for pigs

Meeting social needs of animals, and
Use of animals for recreational purposes

Discuss what the best processes are for NAWAC to clarify.and address those issues

Although this agenda item was not discussed specifically, relevant’points raised throughout the day
included:

Deciding when codes are necessary versus other forms«of intervention. The Committee agreed
it would need to consider how to make this decisiormin'the future;

Developing positive tools for handling immediatesissues as opposed to negative ‘knee jerk’
responses;

Framing or considering animal welfare isSu€s as part of holistic assessments or considerations,
not in isolation (e.g. as animal welfare vgrsgs-economics);

How to convey advice to the Minister /neluding in the letter discussed at the previous day’s
meeting as an action [item C 5];

How to identify, keep abreast of, and-prepare for in advance, emerging issues such as new
technologies;

What having a new Ministermeans for NAWAC;
Resourcing/staffing to suppett NAWAC;

How the focus for thedVlikistry for Primary Industries aligns with the breadth of NAWAC's scope
(e.g. companion animals); and

Whether the attention paid to particular sectors fairly reflects the animal welfare issues in that
sector.

Suggestions on how t6 approach the issues included:

Action: J Hellstrom|

e Workshops with all relevant participants
o Jpdating NAWAC's Communications Strategy
e E0rmalising a process for identifying and preparing for emerging issues;

¢ ,' Proactive release of educational or informative material, e.g. dehorning pamphlets, as
opposed to reactive release only by request, and

e Having a running agenda item on progress on strategic issues

Y@@ 9 add an hour in the agenda for each NAWAC meeting to discuss what

the best processes are for NAWAC to clarify and address the strategic priorities developed today



C5. Summary and close
There being no further items of business to discuss, the Chair thanked the committee members and the
visiting speaker for their contributions, thanked D Scobie for organising the venue and declared the

meeting closed at 3.00pm. (\/
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9:30 am - 4:00 pm

Room 3.2 %v
N

Pastoral House
The Terrace, Wellington

V
MINUTES Q%
O

Committee members: John Hellstrém (Chairperson), Karen Phillips, Kathryn Bicknell, Sue Brown,
Ingrid Collins, Penny Fisher, Barbara Nicholas, Don Nicolso vid Scobie, Alan Sharr, Virginia
Williams.

N
In attendance: **®® §
AN

Hon Nathan Guy (Minister for Primary Indtﬁ) attended item C8.

5902 (Manager, Animal Welfare P attended items C4, C7 and C8.
Matthew Stone (Director, Animal and Afjmal Products) attended items C4 to C8.

Apologies ,Qz\
Ingrid Collins had to leave at me to attend to other business matters.
A Sharr arrived at 12:45 to a cancelled flight.

Absent Q%

Deborah Roche@G Policy), who was to attend item C8.

Any Othergj(ess Part One (Public Excluded Agenda)

No oth ws of business were identified for discussion under Part One of the agenda.

A r Business Part Two (Open to the Public)

Q‘.“Ideas for mini-tutorials in 2013
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PART ONE

(PUBLIC EXCLUDED AGENDA)

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987

There being no other introductory items of business, it was moved (J Hellstrom / V Williams);

That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, namely:

Cl
C2
C3.
C4.
C5.
C6.
CT.
C8.
Co.

Confirmation of previous minutes

Status of actions arising from previous meetings

Codes of Welfare update
Layer hens code of welfare
Animals in entertainment

Rodeos Code of Welfare

Update on animal welfare strategy and Act review

Discussion with Hon Nathan Guy, Minister far-Primary Industries

MPI update

(J Hellstrom)

(3.Hellstrom)

$9(2)(a)

v

(J Hellstrém)
(J Hellstrém)
(V Williams/* @@

s 9(2)(a)

(Hon N Guy/ J Hellstrom)

s 9(2)(a)

THE GENERAL SUBJECT OF EACH MATTER TO/BE'CONSIDERED WHILE THE PUBLIC IS EXCLUDED,
THE REASON FOR PASSING THIS RESOLUTTONYIN RELATION TO EACH MATTER, AND THE SPECIFIC
GROUNDS UNDER SECTION 48(1) OF THE PO€AL GOVERNMENT OFFICIAL INFORMATION AND
MEETINGS ACT 1987 FOR THE PASSING OF THIS RESOLUTION ARE AS FOLLOWS:

General subject of each matter to be

considered

Reason for passing this
resolution in relation to each

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the
passing of this resolution

matter
C1l. Confirmation of previgys To protect the privacy of natural That the public conduct of the relevant
minutes persons. part of the proceedings of the meeting
would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
withholding would exist under section
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act
1982 (OIA).
C2. Status’ofractions arising from As above. As above.
previgUs meetings
C3. Codes of Welfare update To maintain the effective conduct | That the public conduct of the relevant
of public affairs through the part of the proceedings of the meeting
protection of Ministers, members | would be likely to result in the disclosure
of organisations, officers and of information for which good reason for
employees from improper withholding would exist under section
pressure or harassment. 9(2) (9)(ii) of the OIA.
C4. Layer hens code of welfare As above. As above.
update
-2
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General subject of each matter to be

Reason for passing this

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the

considered resolution in relation to each passing of this resolution
matter
D

Ch. Animals in Entertainment As above. As above. \ V

subcommittee update AQ)

Cé. Rodeos code of welfare As above. As above. 't{)

Cc7. Update on Animal Welfare To maintain the constitutional That the public conduct ofthe relevant

Strategy and Act Review conventions for the time being part of the proceedings & meeting
which protect the confidentiality of | would be likely to res@he disclosure
advice tendered by Ministers of of information for which~g6od reason for
the Crown and officials. withholding wouldv%.under section

9(2)(f)(iv) of the"GIA.

C8. Discussion with Hon Nathan To maintain the effective conduct | That the p duct of the relevant

Guy, Minister for Primary of public affairs through the part of t edings of the meeting

Industries protection of Ministers, members | would &m y to result in the disclosure
of organisations, officers and of information for which good reason for
employees from improper Wi %g would exist under section
pressure or harassment. é@ (ii) of the OIA.

Co. MPI Update To maintain the constitutional aat the public conduct of the relevant
conventions for the time being art of the proceedings of the meeting
which protect the confidentialityof J would be likely to result in the disclosure
advice tendered by Ministe& of information for which good reason for
the Crown and officials. withholding would exist under section

\ 9(2)(f)(iv) of the OIA.

| also move that:
$9(2)(@)

9. Matt Stone (Director, Qﬁ’mal

be permitted to remain at t

N

and Animal Products)

=
Q\

&
&

eting after the public has been excluded, because of their knowledge

of meeting procedure an ubject matter under discussion. This knowledge is relevant background
information to assist the cemmittee in its deliberations.

The motion was @ried.

‘%%
%
Q>/
%

31




C1. Confirmation of previous minutes

The draft minutes of the NAWAC general and strategy meetings on 13 and 14 February 2013 were
reviewed and accepted, with the following amendments: ('\/

e Change the year in which K Phillips was elected as deputy chair from 2012 to 2013 (refe@_)
item O1, 13 February); N

¢ Clarify the sentence that named birds striking office buildings as a conservation iss@efer to

item C1, 14 February); Q
e Delete the mention of methane release (refer to item C1, 14 February). v
Moved (V Williams / P Fisher) %
That, subject to the amendments agreed, the draft minutes of the NAWAC gene@eeting held on 14

November 2012 be adopted as a true and accurate record of that meeting. &

The motion was put: carried. \&2

c2 Status of actions arising from previous meetings

Actions from previous meetings were reviewed and it was agre@mplete pending actions where

possible, with the following exceptions: E
e Update item 11, noting it is complete; N
e Change item 17 from ‘pending’ to ‘ongoing’. N4
Eed) then updated the Committee on progr de on item 11,*°®®
. It was explaine nder the Animal Welfare Act 1999, NAWAC is
required to have recommended a review to th ister within 10 years of the last release.

Due to a lack of precedent, it is not known @what would occur if this requirement was not met. It was
noted however that the main risk would JikelyCome in retrospect, for example if a Judicial Review was
ever called, or if there was a complai d based on NAWAC's process. It was pointed out that if
required, NAWAC can advise the M@k{u to recommend an Order in Council to get an extension.

It was agreed that NAWAC an %nister clearly don’t want to not meet the Act requirements,

whether the Amendment Bill ed by the end of the year or not, and NAWAC will continue to keep
the Minister informed of proé;a and provide advice on process needs.

c3. Codes of W@pdate
) addres@he codes of welfare update as in NAWAC 36/13.

Animal Welfar eqy and Act Review — Discussed in item C7.

Layer Hen iscussed in item C4

LIamg éSAlgacas — The code was released on 26 April.

D%%\Géttle Housing Amendment — A pre-consultation has been conducted with Fonterra, the Dairy

ical Advisory Group (DTAG), and DairyNZ. Some good feedback was received, although some of
%/ery detailed and prescriptive so it will be difficult to use, especially as the Dairy Cattle Code has no
example indicators. It was noted that there has been some discussion over a very principle-based Code
for pastoral species, which would be a long-term solution for these issues.
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For now, it was explained that the subcommittee will be discussing whether they would like to put
together a more immediate fix, for example to produce a separate document that is more technical than
the Codes. DairyNZ are already producing a document like this (Minimising Muck, Maximising Money).

Action; *@® to make a recommendation to the Committee on how to progress the development

of some general pastoral farming indicators.
Rodeos - Discussed in item C6

Equine — The subcommittee held their meeting to consider the public submissions on 8 May./The code
report still needs to be written. It was noted that the Racing Board is keeping an eye on the progress of
this Code, as it will cover the welfare of all horses including those used in racing.

Animals in Entertainment — Discussed in item C5

Temporary Housing of Companion Animals — The current timeline is that the.draft could be out for public
consultation in September, however it was suggested that the draft copy «eduires some more editing,
perhaps to be carried out in June. It was also noted that temporary hodsing has some crossover with
the upcoming animals in entertainment code, and so more discussioq is<equired on whether this
specific code is still needed or whether these animals are already cOvered by other codes.

Saleyards —*"®®  and other members of the animal welfare teaf met with the Stock and Station

Agent Association to discuss the proposed code of welfare fofSaleyards. While the code continues to
progress slowly, it is definitely on the radar. It was further noted that the stakeholders involved in this
code are very keen to develop standards, as not having them is a risk to their reputation (although
currently they do follow the old guideline, which is out.ofdate).

It was suggested that a saleyard visit by NAWACwould be a good idea. **®®  noted that the next
meetings held by the Stock and Station Agent Association will be held in Franklin and Fielding. Some
Committee members expressed interest in coming to the next meeting themselves even if the timing
isn't right for the full committee, although itwas cautioned that Animal Welfare is generally a small part
of these meetings.

s 9(2)(a)

Action: to inform the Committee of Stock and Station Agent Association meeting dates.

Painful Husbandry Procedures = This code is very suited to having regulations, and so is generally
considered by the Committee @apd™™MPI to be on hold until the Amendment Bill is passed. It was however
noted that the code is up forits 20 year deadline in 2015 so also can't be delayed indefinitely.

One committee membefthen brought up the fact that the vet council has been consulting on the
surgical conduct of vetSun training and overseas vets, and whether they may be able to obtain a
temporary license. Otherwise they must be dealt with under the Act, i.e. must be under supervision at all
times. This ideaarose after the council wanted to make changes to the Animal Welfare Act as part of
the Amendment, but they have not been included. This idea may affect the code or the regulations
down the traek;

Wild Animals™ MPI is organising a workshop on glueboard traps. P Fisher noted that she is going to a
pest contral / biosecurity conference in July, and will do a presentation on glueboard traps.

C4, Layer hens code of welfare

JHellstrom summarised the most recent correspondence from the Egg Producer’s Federation (EPF)
[NAWAC 45/13] and outlined some of the main findings of the review on feasibility of transition times by
consultant®"®® [NAWAC 40/13].
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It was agreed that while possibly feasible, it will be very challenging for many operators to make the
transition away from cages on time. Some members of the Committee agreed that the review brought
up some good points, and there are some clear grounds for accepting that the industry are not just
being obstructive and have some genuine concerns about price and supply of eggs, especially if
NAWAC does not allow the transition to work within the laying cycle to avoid the worst bottlenecks,
was noted that predictions about volatility are well supported in cases overseas - a UK example, Was
quoted where the transition from cage eggs was not smooth, and prices quadrupled in some areas.

The review questionnaire in the report went out to 75 cage producers, of which 12 control80% of the
industry, and interestingly none indicated that they were going to shift to barn production. Thé two
responses to the transition from cages were to invest in colony cages or exit the market.

It was then noted that the total revenue impact could possibly still be quite positivefgrsome producers —
as the supply drops and demand and price goes up. This benefit may particularly~oe'felt by barn and
free-range producers. It was further noted that there will be some small proddeers 'who may simply be
casualties of the transition, and NAWAC has acknowledged and accepts this;seenario.

[Secretariat note: M Stone and **®®  arrived at this point (10:40am~JHellstrom welcomed them to
the discussion.]

The Committee considered the EPF’s concerns that the first tramsition steps are too soon. Some
Committee members acknowledged that the main problem is the. 2016 date, especially due to resource
consent process, and that this date is the only compelling ong'to change.

It was generally agreed that the ideal transition steps woulde smooth, and penalise operators who lag
behind, although concerns were raised that this carrot:stick approach may be hard to regulate. The
Committee then discussed their concerns surrounding current and future compliance of welfare in the
egg industry, especially how late adopters will be dealt with. It is agreed that there must be public
confidence that NAWAC will put in place a system to deal with latecomers, especially since NAWAC has
already been seen to have deferred.

It was noted that the Amendment Bill wjll potentially bring in regulations, directly enforceable with fines
and penalties, which will work well with'thig'transition, although concern is still expressed that late
compliance may still be an attractivesgption and there are welfare issues with simply shutting down a
non-complying egg farm mid cyclé. s likely that an increasing series of deterrents and punishments
will be needed. Further concerprs were raised that the regulations are ‘not a done deal’, and in the worst
case, MPI will only be able tor déal with non-compliance in the way it always has (Minimum Standards),
which may not be ideal.

It is then noted that, as-stated in the 2 letters by the EPF, there are some farms that are already not
complying. **®® \Jioted that MPI compliance has already visited some of these farms and
followed up to try an\d change on-farm practice, they have not brought any prosecutions. Therefore it is
noted that thereds already an issue where some egg farmers think that they could ‘get away with’ late
compliance, and further regulations would be a good tool.

It was ageeed-that NAWAC must make a decision now on which option should go out for public
consultation, although it was noted that the submission process may turn up more options to consider.
The Jayet hen subcommittee teleconference, with reviewer * @@ ,was held on 8 May. The
subcommittee settled on 2 practical options: pushing the 2016 date two years back (it was noted that
this option is still not ideal and could result in up to three million extra hen cage years), or introducing
managed incentives to change. Such a scheme could involve setting up a governing body that manages
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individual changeover plans; however the industry may be too competitive to carry out such a plan
amongst themselves.

It was confirmed that the communications message that NAWAC will release is that NAWAC is not
moving that final phase-out date, but is trying to get a smoother transition to keep the price and supply
of eggs as stable as possible for consumers in NZ. It was suggested that a message be added that
NAWAC wants to encourage farmers to make the move early. The discussion document should aiso
include an appropriate summary of the report by **®®  in order to explain exactly why NAWAC is
proposing to push these dates back.

Moved (J Hellstrom / K Phillips):

That, having considered the **®® report and the discussion of previous meetings SNAWAC will revisit
the transition times in a public discussion document.

The motion was put: Carried unanimously.

Moved (J Hellstrom / S Brown):

That the basis of the public consultation document will be a change tg-thestransition timeline that shifts
the 2016, 2018 and 2020 transitions each back by two years.

The motion was put: Carried unanimously.

In recognition of the urgency, it was agreed that there will be“ai Out-of-session agreement on the
wording of the public discussion document.

It was confirmed that NAWAC would be recommending\that layer hens regulation to be the highest
priority once the Amendment Bill is passed.

It was further confirmed that the carryover requitement to reduce the stocking density (so that each bird
has 550cm2for all cages by 2014 (Minimum Standard 6 (b) (iii)) would not be removed or changed.

Further discussion on matters other than-eage transition times:

Claw shortening devices — Minimum Stagdard 4 (i) (iii) is essentially asking the industry to retroactively
install claw shortening devices in all cages, although this requirement wasn't in the draft of the 2012
Code or the 2005 Code. However, it Was noted that the use of claw-shortening devices was discussed
extensively in the development gfthe 2005 Code.

Stocking density in barnsavith“eutdoor access — The 2005 Code allowed a Minimum Standard of 10
birds per square metre (afddt is noted that a producer can get an SPCA ‘blue tick’ at this density). The
consultation code proposed 10 birds per square metre. It was noted that all of the barn operators are
currently operating at.7 birds per square metre or less, and that the EU requirement is 9 birds,
regardless of aceess to outdoors or not. It was noted that there is very little science on the welfare
effects of stockingwates in barns. NAWAC decided to go with EU standard, as it is the only widely
accepted intermational standard. There were few submissions on density; however, it was noted there
may have been more if NAWAC had consulted on 9 in the first place.

It wastated that most of the industry is already complying with a 9-bird limit, but there are a number
whoare unhappy with the change. J Hellstrom stated that he has asked the EPF for data — on how
many operators are actually at the10 bird stocking density now?

Aetion: Layer hens subcommittee to discuss matters raised by the EPF in their letter of 3 May 2103
(other than transition times) and whether they should be included in the public discussion document.
Report back to NAWAC.
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C5. Animals in entertainment

The NAWAC discussion document, NAWAC 41/13, was distributed before the meeting. It was agreed
that the main purpose of an eventual public discussion document is to get an opinion from stakeholdérs
and the public on how they regard animals in entertainment, as there are quite profound issues arouqd
over breeding, containment methods, and using animals for amusement.

It was noted that* @ and J Hellstrom will be attending the Zoo and Aquarium Assogiation New
Zealand Conference from 29 to 30 May in Dunedin. This will serve to take the discussion to a broader
group of stakeholders. It was noted that strong initial feedback so far was that zoos considerthemselves
to be educators, not entertainers.

The discussion moved to considering when an animal should be considered to bg-uSed for
entertainment and therefore in scope for this review. For example, many zoos in‘NZ/are actually aviaries
carrying native birds. These operators don't necessarily regard themselves as.zo0s at all. The Fieldays
event may be, in some cases, classified as education (and therefore RTT) utregulating these events
would be more efficiently served by a Code than an ethics committee. Horsg\jumping was identified as a
seemingly minor entertainment activity that is coming under the animal.weffare spotlight in some
countries.

Further grey areas identified by the Committee were mobile petiing Z0os, therapy animals, school ‘pet
days’, and dogs and cats in shows (and therefore, some animats.in temporary housing). It was further
suggested that if dogs and cats used in shows are consideredas ‘entertainment’ then potential values
and principles and how pain and distress are addressed need to be applied in a consistent way in the
temporary housing code. It was agreed that mobile petting:zoos should be covered by the Code.

It was also suggested that to see a return of exotic@nimals to circuses would be a disappointment, and
this could be addressed by way of regulation.

It was confirmed that recreational hunting anthfishing for food is out of scope, but that there is potential
for trophy hunting to be in scope.

Action: Animals in entertainment subcomimittee to convene before the next general meeting to consider
41/13 and any points raised here ordn/upcoming stakeholder meetings.

It was then noted that this issug-would lend itself to a public workshop very well, and this could be
carried out later in the year.

Action: Subcommittee to.asses the possibility for NAWAC to run a public workshop on animals in
entertainment.

C6. Rodeos Code of Welfare

V Williams supaniatised some of the main points from the recent meeting between the rodeos
subcommittee*and 2 representatives from the Rodeo Cowboys Association in Christchurch on 22 April.
The rodeosiSsues paper (NAWAC 42/13) had been circulated prior to the meeting and was taken as
read.

Thesmain issue was that some activities in the rodeo were considered better, in terms of animal welfare,
than’others. The subcommittee considered that certain activities should be banned.

There was consensus that the Rodeos Code could not be delayed to be included in the animals in
entertainment code (because the 10 year review deadline is December this year), although perhaps the
potential of it being included in the future could be mentioned in the code report.
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The subcommittee suggested that the calf roping event should be banned. The problem is that there is
very little science on stress and calf roping, apart from the absence of high cortisol levels, which is not a
very useful indicator. However, the injury rate is also very low (although it was pointed out that the event
is very short, so if compared to other longer activities, the rate may seem artificially low). The weight of
calves is also a problem. Simply raising it is not easy, as bigger calves may in fact be more prone 10
injury from the sudden jerking motion. It was suggested that the jerking motion alone could be hanagd
(and in some rodeos overseas it already is).

There were many public submissions calling for a calf roping ban; however, there were ngt'many
submissions overall (30 unique, 270 form letters) and so concerns were raised that thisds_net
necessarily a good indicator of societal values, especially given the rising admission numbers to rodeos
in New Zealand.

Concern was raised that in some areas on New Zealand, calf roping is in fact asiusbandry technique.
On farm, it could be considered ‘necessary’. This raised the question as to whether the practice itself is
wrong, or the use of the practice in entertainment.

A committee member asked: how far do we let absence of evidence he evitdence of absence? It was
suggested that when animals in entertainment are in question, we may have to use our common sense
and be more cautious than in other situations, as using animals fof entertainment could be seen as less
necessary than using animals in other cases. It was noted that there are precedents for NAWAC issuing
minimum standards that are not solely science-based (as scientific knowledge is not the only matter
NAWAC must consider).

It was then suggested that permitting the use of only trainggfcontract animals could take care of the
problem: but how can a calf be trained? This methodegtild work in the South Island, where such
measures are already largely in place, but not in the North Island. Breed could also be regulated: beef
breeds are stockier than dairy breeds and may gope.better.

[Secretariat Note: Hon Nathan Guy arrived atthis point, so item C8 interrupted here]

The Rodeo Cowboys Association is very aware of the research that shows that the calf roping is not
stressful and is very defensive of the weight (100kg) issue.

It was suggested a note be includedhin the Code or the report that society does not view the rope and tie
event favourably, and that othercountries have banned it. This could serve as a kind of warning that
regulations may come in the futdre. Some Committee members agreed that this would be a pragmatic
approach. It was suggestedthat'there may be more research in the future that supports regulations
against calf roping.

Some Committee members indicated they would prefer a stronger approach while NAWAC has the
opportunity.

Moved (V WilliamsY S Brown) that NAWAC recommends the ban of the rope and tie event at rodeos in
New Zealand:;

The motior/was put: 4 in favour. Not carried.

The'issue of sheep riding was then brought to the Committee. It was explained by the subcommittee
that'many submissions were against the practice, and many of those submitters justified a ban by
argeing that it taught children the wrong way to handle and respect animals. There was some
discussion over whether sheep riding may be physically bad for the animal. It was agreed that sheep
riding should be removed from the Code.
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It was then agreed that the use of fireworks at a rodeo should be banned.

The subcommittee then brought forward the issue of spurs and flank straps. It was noted that fully
locked spurs are already banned by the industry from rodeo and partially locked are only allowed to be
used on bulls. It was also noted that the riders in the events are also judged on use of spurs. The ohly
concern with flank straps was the thicker straps on horses vs. bulls, which did not seem to be well
justified. However the subcommittee tended to agree with the Rodeo Cowboys Association on thewse
of flank straps in general (especially as a training device).

The committee agreed that it should be recommended that all animals should be contract'animals, but
not a minimum standard.

It was then suggested that there should be a veterinarian on site whether another-emergency is called
or not (currently a vet must attend but can be called away for an emergency). CGoncerns were raised on
the feasibility of this requirement.

Moved (V Williams / S Brown) that requiring rodeos to have a vet on site @t.all times should become a
minimum standard.

The motion was put: carried.

The issue of calf riding was then raised. It was argued in submisSions that the event is good for children
to learn about animals — but some others argued that it taughtchildren the wrong things about animal
handling. There was discussion that if NAWAC deems sheep fiding to be bad for animal welfare, then
calf riding should also be banned (especially given that jtSshahe structure may not be developed).
However there are differences when comparing adult.shéep to calves.

It was suggested the calf weight should go up to,2Q0kg (from 150kg) however that would also
essentially stop calf riding, and the Rodeo Cowbays Association considered it would be too dangerous
for the kids.

C8. Discussion with Hon Nathan, Guy;Minister for Primary Industries

The Minister thanked the Committee farthe opportunity to attend the meeting and for the work that they
do. He mentioned the Strategy, how wide ranging and important animal welfare is (68% households
have a pet and there are currently $20 billion in animal based exports) and that it is generally well
supported by stakeholders. Héwoted that he anticipates that animal welfare issues will only heighten
over time, and that he considgrs:the Committee very important to him and MPI in maintaining New
Zealand's reputation.

The Animal Welfare Amendment Bill may be read after Budget and recess. The Minister noted the
overwhelming support.the Codes received in the submissions, and the Committee, and added that the
regulations will b€ a,good tool and it will be very important to get them right. The key message will be
around having/the'tools available for all sections of the compliance triangle (VADE model).

J Hellstrom*summarised the layer hens’ discussion and actions for Hon N Guy. The Minister agreed that
the option\taken is pragmatic. He acknowledged that New Zealand society welcomes a change in terms
of battery hens, but it is important not to cause economic difficulties and volatility (especially in low-
socieecenomic groups).

J Hellstrom then summarised the animals in entertainment discussion, as an emerging issue that may
draw the Minister’s attention later in the year. Hon N Guy mentioned that he receives 1 or 2 letters a
week on the jumping of horses (as the Minister of Racing). It was also noted that greyhound racing is

-10 -
38



also an issue in Australia at the moment, and it will be good to see what they do there - the current
review in New Zealand will be very interesting too. The two countries can learn from each other.

Hon N Guy then asked the Committee about their current priorities (apart from the Amendment Bill ad
layer hens). J Hellstrom summarised the status of the Dairy Housing Amendment and expressed the,
wish to get this resolved for the Minister. The 10 year cycle was also mentioned — for example, the
Rodeos Code must be finished by the end of the year. It was then noted that the next code likely te be
recommended to the Minister is the Equines Code.

It was noted that the Amendment Bill will hopefully address the 10 year deadline and means-that
NAWAC can concentrate their time on animal welfare issues that affect larger numbers of animals, not
just those that are near a deadline - for example, the rodeos code was being debated-alongside the
layer hens code while there are far fewer rodeo animals than hens.

Hon N Guy then mentioned that fact that NAWAC is now boasting a portfolio/ef nearly 20 codes, and
suggested that this could be reduced in the future. J Hellstrom acknowledged,that the Committee will
soon sit down and discuss the ideal number of codes that could be more ‘generic (for example, a
Pastoral Species Code).

Hon N Guy stated that the big debate to do with the Amendment Bill i§ the level of regulations - too
many and we suffocate our industry — too little and we risk our gputation.

New Zealand therefore must protect all of these areas in ordgrto protect its reputation:

e Biosecurity

e Food safety

e Animal welfare

e Environmental sustainability

If any of these suffer, the international media gotld damage New Zealand's reputation.

The problem of intensification in order to meetieconomic goals was then raised. This may have impacts
on animal welfare and water quality. It was suggested that the key may be added value - which may
even allow de-intensifying. The importaneg’ of innovation, which may result in more added value
products and could allow less livestoek, was acknowledged.

[Note: A Sharr arrived at this pemt (12:45pm) and was welcomed]

J Hellstrom thanked Hon Nathian Guy for coming and Hon Nathan Guy thanked the Committee for their
time.

CT7. Update on animal welfare strategy and Act review
P@@® - indatethe Committee on the New Zealand Animal Welfare Strategy and the Animal Welfare
Amendment Bill,He handed a document to the Committee (NAWAC 46/13) and explained that the
Minister is aiming to achieve all 3 readings of the Bill by the end of the year, which is very ambitious.

It was noted that the first reading debate will be very interesting, as it will give an opportunity to see the
respofse gf the other parties. Then it will hopefully be voted in and submissions, oral and written, will be
aceépted by the Select committee.

?ﬂv outlined the current strengths of the Act: it is progressive, it enshrines the five freedoms, it is
comprehensive, and it provides for public participation. The main problems currently are enforcement,
clarity, and transparency.
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The current enforcement toolkit was then discussed. While it may look comprehensive, it has problems:
particularly that the minimum standards in the codes are not directly enforceable. Anyone on the front
line finds it very hard to prosecute anything other than major ‘car crash’ events. More tools are needed
to deal with medium to low level offending. Regulation can help — new offences may be at a lower level
than the ones in the Act and MPI can implement an infringement regime (instant fines). It was stressed
that an infringement regime must be created for specific offences, and they will only be created when
there is extensive low-level offending that may be best dealt with in this way.

There was some concern around when a moderate issue is considered a minor or severe/Gne; s

assured the Committee that the animal welfare compliance system will not be about+riting
tickets. Many infringement notices should not be expected, and it is acknowledged that compliance
needs to retain the hearts and minds of people - and turning people into criminals at-the drop of a hat is
not the way to do it.

It was then noted that the current plan for MPI compliance is to retain a core/rQup of experienced
animal welfare inspectors but perhaps to cross-train some fisheries officersito-assist them with
screening callouts in the future. The work load on animal welfare inspectors.has increased enormously
lately.
2@ then addressed the areas of the Amendment Bill that will bé)clarified. These are: live animal
exports (where guidelines will be replaced with regulations, anddhe Customs Export Prohibition Oder
(CEPO) will be brought from Customs to animal welfare); surgical procedures (where the classification
system will be removed entirely); and ill-treatment of wild artimals (it will be made clear that wilful or
reckless ill-treatment is an offence).

It was explained that transparency was also an issue'wth the Act. To address this, in the future the
criteria for delivering minimum standards will be mare @pen, in that practicability and economic impact
will be listed as considerations, and the justificatiof™or transitions and exceptions will have to be
clearer. Animals used in RTT will require ethical"approval to be killed (and these animals will be in
usage statistics) and bred (if they have knowI6r potentially compromised welfare).

Some of the more minor technical amepdments were then covered. Of particular interest to the
Committee was the removal of the 10-y€ar'review requirement and the provision that allows NAWAC
not to progress a Code that another'gtoup has drafted.

P@@ - explained to the Committee that the chairs of NAWAC and NAEAC should have their
submissions ready by the end ofJune. He also described the reaction by the Ombudsman to the
proposed amendment that.stated that NAWAC and NAEAC meetings would no longer be subject to the
Local Government Officiahlnformation and Meetings Act (LGOIMA); he did not agree and the
amendment did not pass;-however the deputy Ombudsman did understand the issue and has provided
further advice. NAWACyahd NAEAC should expect to continue to have to comply with LGOIMA and
state when the meetings are opened or closed.

Action: 59(2)“‘)(( to remind the Chairs when their submissions are due and to ensure they both have
seen relevani-eotrespondence relating to LGOIMA.

coa. MPI update

The €ommittee gratefully received the MPI update (NAWAC 43/13).

Action: ;> to send the new OIE ISO standard to V Williams.
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PART TWO
(OPEN TO THE PUBLIC)

STRATEGY AND PLANNING

02 Standards Integration Project

PR introduced MPI's Standards Integration Project (SIP) to the Committee, as outlifted in

NAWAC 35/13.

It was explained that as the Codes are considered a NAWAC document, not an MPI doctiment, the
Committee is being asked if they agree to have the Codes in the same style, to look-part of the
“standards family”.

The Minister's preface may be removed from future codes, and the front sections and Introduction would
be changed. For example the introduction will include these sections: backgreund; to what and to whom
this code applies to; the outcome it's trying to achieve; other relevant dociments; consequences; and
definitions and abbreviations. These may be pared down even furthep=lt'is. also possible that the official
names of the Codes may change.

There was consensus from the Committee that the most important thing is to get the information out
there, and so the formatting changes suggested by MPI so far.are to be accepted.

03. Welfare Pulse

Members suggested items as follows, due 19 July forypublication in the 15 September issue:

e V Williams - an upcoming visit to the Australian Veterinary College;
e K Phillips - obesity in animals;
e Anew repeating article, summarisinglWAWAC's latest meetings or business.

O7. Mini tutorial

It was noted that the Wellington Zog_has.an open invitation to NAWAC to hold their general meetings in
their conference facilities. They cotld possibly lead a tutorial at such a meeting. There was general
consensus that a meeting held there in August or November would be informative.

Temporary housing was angther.issue that members felt they could learn more about, for example
through visiting a boardingkennel, vet clinic, pet shop and/or the SPCA.

Action: **®® 10 |gBK]nto hosting the next NAWAC meeting at the Wellington Zoo or organising
some visits to temperary housing facilities.

OTHER REPORTS/AND DISCUSSION
04. Piscussion of information circulated by MPI

The Cgmmittee noted that it appreciated the information that had been circulated, and enjoyed receiving
electronie’mailouts each Friday.

Some Committee members expressed concern that they were receiving their hard copy meeting papers
tQo late.

s 9(2)(a)

Action: to email future meeting papers to NAWAC at the same time as mailing them.
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05. NAWAC Correspondence

The Chair expressed concern that he is writing correspondence on behalf of NAWAC without the
members always seeing it first, and requested that members read any correspondence and advise any
concerns or disagreements as soon as possible.

The Committee agreed to this and noted that there had been no problems so far, and that the
correspondence being circulated is much appreciated.

06. Committee members’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at.conferences

e JHellstrom and **®® recently talked with Wellington Zoo staff about the upcoming
animals in entertainment discussion (and were reminded that Wellington,Zgo.do not consider
themselves to be an entertainment business). Both were invited to the upcoming annual Zoo
and Aquarium Association conference in Dunedin.

e J Hellstrdm met with a company representative from First Light feeds, which exports venison to
the UK. A customer, Waitrose supermarket, is opposed to vely&ting and wanted to meet with
someone from NAWAC. J Hellstrom gave a talk including NAWAC's opinion on velveting, and
showed them the Deer Industry NZ video which includes & statément from NAWAC.

e K Phillips and V Williams recently attended the World ‘Sarall Animal Veterinary Association
(WSAVA) conference, which had a dedicated animalwelfare stream that was quite well
attended. Topics such as inherited defects and gbesity were covered. There was also a session
on pain the day before the main conference startetk

o V Williams summarised the NAEAC meetirig in, Auckland, which included visiting Living Cell
Technologies, Auckland University, Auckland™Zoo, and Unitec. NAEAC also received a
presentation from**®®  on the Anifmél Welfare Amendment Bill. It was also noted that there
are 9 Codes of Ethical Conduct up for¢eview, so NAEAC has a meeting especially to deal with
these coming up soon.

e D Nicolson attended the Invereargill District Court sentencing of two companies involved in
2010 animal welfare incidentsAnthe south that centred on lame or poor conditioned dairy cows.
He was interested to obsgfve that the companies were fined significantly more than would have
been the case if the company directors had been fined as individuals. But it also meant that no
individuals have any criminal record as a consequence. D Nicolson was heartened to learn of
the new compliance.régime mooted at today’s meeting by MPI. He believes this new style of
standardised asséssment will lead to significant improvement in compliance implementation
and MPI relationships with animal owners.

01. Actions to'address NAWAC strategic priorities

The Committee [0eked over document NAWAC 30/13, section C4, and identified the first two bullet
points as itemsdoe’discuss (namely: deciding when Codes are necessary to address animal welfare
rather than ‘ether forms of intervention; and developing positive tools to handle urgent issues or media
fallout),

Thesquestion was then asked: should NAWAC detail what is taken into account when deciding whether
tolutilise a code or a regulation to achieve their goals — for example, by developing an implementation
framework for the Amendment Bill? This type of document could also lay out when and how NAWAC
considers economics and feasibility, and how NAWAC determines priorities.

A new subcommittee was suggested to address these questions.
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Action: J Hellstrom to go through the Amendment Bill and identify points around which new NAWAC
processes will have to be developed.

Action: NAWAC to establish an ‘implementation subcommittee’ at the next general meeting (14 August).

s 9(2)(a)

Action: to send out web-links on the Amendment Bill and its progress.

The next issue discussed was the need for NAWAC to identify future ‘train-wrecks’ and prepére position
statements, or an approach to handle it, ahead of time if possible.

Action: At the end of each meeting, insert a new agenda item on identifying any ‘public i1s§tres’ raised in
that meeting that could cause a challenge for NAWAC.

Questions were then raised over whether this would have to be ‘closed session’item, but the
suggestion was met with some disagreement. It was then suggested that they€ iS'potential to further this
kind of privacy and transparency conversation in NAWAC. For example, the.minutes to each meeting
could go up on the website soon after each general meeting. It was noted.that some parts may have to
be amended to allow the Committee to continue to provide free and frank-advice, especially on ongoing
Issues, to the Minister.

Action: Committee members to raise any concerns about the privaey-0r transparency of the February
minutes with J Hellstrom as soon as possible.

Action: J Hellstrém/*®® o create an amended version dfthe February general meeting minutes
for public release (if feasible and there are no objections):

There being no further items of business to-discuss, the Chair thanked the committee members for their
attendance and declared the meeting closed-at 4:00pm.
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General Meeting

14 August 2013

9:30 am - 4:00 pm %
N

Archibald Centre

Wellington Zoo X
200 Daniell Street, Newtown, We@

@)
MINUTES &
S

Committee members: John Hellstrém (Chairperson),@{n Bicknell, Sue Brown, Ingrid Collins,
Barbara Nicholas, Karen Phillips, David Scobie, AI@Q rr, Virginia Williams, Don Nicolson.

Q\
&

Apologies: Apologies were received Penny Fisher and B

In attendance: ** @@

Welgome: J Hellstrom (Chair) oggn«ed the meeting at 9:30am and welcomed attendees.

Foen were introduced to the Committee.
Any Other Business P (Public Excluded Agenda):
There were no addition s of business for discussion under Part One of the Agenda.

Any Other Busine@rt Two (Open to the Public):
There were no @onal items of business for discussion under Part Two of the Agenda.

‘%%
%
Q>/
%



PART ONE

(PUBLIC EXCLUDED AGENDA)

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987

There being no other introductory items of business, it was moved (J Hellstrém / V Williams):

That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, na@mely:

Cl
C2
C3.
C4.
C5.
C6.
CT.
C8.
Co.

C 10.

Confirmation of previous minutes

Status of actions arising from previous meetings

Codes of Welfare update
Layer hens code of welfare
Rodeos code of welfare
Dairy housing

Greyhounds

Update on animal welfare strategy and Aet review

MPI update

Summary of minutes for public refease

(Hellstrom)

(J Hellstrom)

s 9(2)(a)

$90)@) 1 J Hellstrém)

(V Williams/* @@

5 9(2)(a)
PO 1 3 Hellstrom)
5 9(2)(a) )

s 9(2)(a)

(J Hellstrom / All)

THE GENERAL SUBJECT OF EACH MATER TO BE CONSIDERED WHILE THE PUBLIC IS EXCLUDED,
THE REASON FOR PASSING THIS RESOLUTION IN RELATION TO EACH MATTER, AND THE SPECIFIC
GROUNDS UNDER SECTION 48(1/QF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT OFFICIAL INFORMATION AND
MEETINGS ACT 1987 FOR THE PASSING OF THIS RESOLUTION ARE AS FOLLOWS:

General subject of each maiteptohe

Reason for passing this

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the

considered resolution in relation to each passing of this resolution
matter
CL Confirmation‘ef previous To protect the privacy of natural That the public conduct of the relevant
minutes persons. part of the proceedings of the meeting
would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
withholding would exist under section
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act
1982 (OIA).
C2. Status of actions arising from As above. As above.
previous meetings
C3, Codes of Welfare update To maintain the effective conduct | That the public conduct of the relevant

of public affairs through the
protection of Ministers, members
of organisations, officers and

part of the proceedings of the meeting
would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
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General subject of each matter to be Reason for passing this

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the

considered resolution in relation to each passing of this resolution
matter
D

employees from improper withholding would exist under sectign V
pressure or harassment. 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. o

C4. Layer hens code of welfare As above. As above. '\'-’

C5. Rodeos code of welfare As above. As above. &

C6. Dairy housing As above. As above. C)

Cc7. Greyhounds As above. As above. V

c8. Update on Animal Welfare To maintain the constitutional That the public conduct of the relevant

Strategy and Act Review conventions for the time being part of the praceedings of the meeting
which protect the confidentiality of | would be | @ o result in the disclosure
advice tendered by Ministers of of info 3[1'0@ or which good reason for
the Crown and officials. withh would exist under section
9(2)W)~Of the OIA.
Co. MPI Update As above. @'\/e_
C 10. Summary of minutes for public | To maintain the effective conduct at the public conduct of the relevant
release of public affairs through the art of the proceedings of the meeting

protection of Ministers, mem, would be likely to result in the disclosure
of organisations, officers of information for which good reason for
employees from improp withholding would exist under section
pressure or harassmen?\ 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA.

| also move that:
$9(2)(a)

C}v\/
Q\

&
&
e

be permitted to remain at this Qeting after the public has been excluded, because of their knowledge

of meeting procedure and th

information to assist the comittee in its deliberations.
The motion was put:
&’
-3-

ect matter under discussion. This knowledge is relevant background
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ClL Confirmation of previous minutes

The draft minutes of the NAWAC general meeting on 15 May 2013 were reviewed and accepted, with
the following amendment:

o Clarify the paragraph that describes D Nicolson’s attendance at the sentencing of apranimal
welfare case (refer to bullet 5, item O6).

Moved (A Sharr / S Brown):

That, subject to the amendments agreed, the draft minutes of the NAWAC general'ieeting held on 15
May 2013 be adopted as a true and accurate record of that meeting.

The motion was put: carried.
C2 Status of actions arising from previous meetings

Actions from previous meetings were reviewed and it was agreed to.cémplete pending actions where
possible, with the following exceptions:

e Remove item 1, noting that it is out of date. The implementation subcommittee will address new
strategic actions when it comes to the New Zealand*Afimal Welfare Strategy;

e Remove item 3, noting that is it complete;

e Remove item 11, noting that it is complete;

e Items 13 and 14 will be dealt with in this meeting'and can then be removed.

P@@ " then updated the Committee on progress ade on item 6, which was to recommend to the

Committee a way forward on developing somg géneral pastoral farming indicators. Funding has been
approved for a desktop review of some indicatars. A contract is being pulled together for tender (or
maybe to go to preferred provider), within 2 weeks. Proposals could be expected in 4-6 weeks. NAWAC
representation for the project was requgsted and D Scobie expressed interest.

J Hellstrom addressed item 8, explaming that there has been no subcommittee meeting yet, but
progress has been made nonetheless that can be discussed later in this meeting.

C8. Update on animal welfare strategy and Act review
P@@ - ndated the Comfnittee on the New Zealand Animal Welfare Strategy and the Animal Welfare
Amendment Bill.

There is an increasingly'small chance that the Bill will be read before the end of the year ("
offered to supplydétails for interested Committee members). It was noted that if the Bill is delayed that
will have a major éffect ion NAWAC's planned work programme as the 10 year review time will still
stand.

5 9(2)(a) s 9(2)(a)

then mentioned that had stated, during the Psychoactive Substances Bill protests,
that that/he aims to push his amendment to ban animal testing into the Animal Welfare Amendment Bill.

C40., Summary of minutes for public release

Atthe May 2013 meeting the Committee had decided that there was more that NAWAC could do to
increase their transparency to the public (refer to item O1), for example by releasing the minutes after
each meeting on the MPI website or in Welfare Pulse. However, as the current style of minute taking is
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very detailed, an amended version would have to be created in order to protect the privacy of individuals
and retain the ability for NAWAC to provide ‘free and frank’ advice to the Minister.

Secretarysmx‘) circulated a shortened version of the May meeting minutes (61/13) prior to the ('\/
meeting for NAWAC to discuss.

The Committee were happy with a one-page summary. The document cannot be called ‘minute8'yas
they have to be confirmed by the entire committee at the next meeting. &

The summary should also have the date of the next meeting on it. It should be released a@on as
possible after each meeting (1-2 weeks at the latest).

Action:$°®@@ to liaise with J Hellstrém to create summary of the August me@ public release

) addressed the codes of welfare update as in NAWAC 62/13
Amendment Bill - Discussed in item C8 2

c3. Codes of Welfare update ,Q

AW Strategy — At the Ministry for Primary Industries, the Strateg @smentation is still progressing, but
the steering committee is aware that if the Bill doesn'’t progresshat will create implications to the work
program. The Strategy itself will continue, but priorities may

The Animal Welfare Strategy and Legislation Review Project stage two (July 2013 — September 2014)
plan was approved by the Steering Committee in mid-»% e work is divided into work streams:
Legislation, Implementation (including the Strategy).ahd €ommunications (internal and external). The
legislation workstream includes both the Bill and the regulations that will follow the Bill, and is led by
s . The Implementation work strear@z by $°®@ and has been divided into 3 work

packages: ((
. Frontline operations — led bys9(2)(=)®

. Systems and processes - led b
. Animal Welfare Strategy - led
The Systems and processes wor ge relates to engaging with NAWAC on new systems and
processes for regulations, codes ofwelfare and decisions on when and how to intervene on animal welfare
priorities (which also requires %ding how to prioritise animal welfare issues).

)@

EE requested the ion of an implementation subcommittee within NAWAC (as discussed
at the last meeting, refer@m 01).

It was clarified that @commiﬁee will look at planning for how to set priorities and make strategic
decisions and work ifma@’'more balanced way on NAWAC's work programme, in order to better provide
strategic advice @ e Minister - as opposed to mostly working on Codes of Welfare. In the longer term,
e/depgndent on the process of the Bill, it will look at how codes and regulations will work
together andwitat the process will be once the Bill is passed (for example, which codes and what will
2Y'and be able to provide advice to the Minister on the Bill as it progresses and changes.

A Sha%ﬁair), | Collins, K Phillips and S. Brown volunteered for the subcommittee.

N4
& J Hellstrom and**®® to write a ToR for the implementation subcommittee

48



It was noted that it would be best if the subcommittee came back with solid recommendations at each
meeting that are very action and outcome orientated. Since the main Committee meets only every 3
months, vague strategic plans are not ideal.

Layer Hens - Discussed in item C4

Dairy Cattle Housing — Discussed in item C6

Rodeos - Discussed in item C5

Equine — While it was noted that the subcommittee has been working very hard (the codg is finalised
and report is being drafted), the Equine item had to be bumped due to how packedihe*agenda has
become with rodeos, dairy housing and greyhounds. Consideration of this Horse$ and donkeys code will
be added to the November meeting for recommendation to the Minister.

Circuses and Zoos Review — An addendum to 65/13 was passed around by " . It details
updates to the animals in entertainment work programme.

J Hellstrom summarised 65/13 for the Committee. He emphasised the“issue that some facilities that
display animals are not members of the Zoos and Aquarium Asseciation (ZAA), for example the
hundreds of DOC approved aviaries, and may therefore be at theow end of the welfare spectrum.
Especially vulnerable are domestic animals, reptiles and fishs

The other major issue raised was that the big zoos are pushing for bigger exhibits, for example, gorillas
at Orana Park, or another elephant for Auckland Zoo, Itwas suggested that the subcommittee go to
Auckland zoo and see what they are doing in terms-of animal welfare. The Minister should also get
some advice on elephants/gorillas in zoos in New~Zealand from NAWAC before the issue takes off on
its own.

It was further suggested that it would be a good idea for NAWAC members to go and look at zoos or
members of ZAA in their own towns. If members make it clear that they are part of NAWAC, bring along
a copy of the code, and raise that the Gadgris under review and submissions will be welcome, it will help
get more awareness out there that all ofthese establishments are covered by the Zoos code already.
This would work especially well at‘aviaries and aquariums.

It was noted that DOC is curgently working on a list of aviaries licensed to display animals, including the
small council-owned facilities{ The ZAA has a list, and it can be circulated to NAWAC members.

Action: $7@®@ = "to circulate a current list of ZAA members to NAWAC

Action: subcommitteésto recommend to NAWAC whether to send advice to the Minister on the welfare
of elephants and goyillas in captivity

Action: NAWAE 'fmembers to visit their local zoos to raise awareness of the Code review

Temporaryshousing of companion animals — The discussion has started on what the focus of this code
should be? temporary housing, or just housing? It was also noted that a housing code will cover species
that are/already covered by other codes - e.g. a dog in a kennel should already be covered by the Dog
eode!/ However, the industry is heavily supporting (demanding) this code, so there is agreement that
@ne is needed.
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P@@ " and K Bicknell suggested that the Code will cover high-density housing for commercial services

but should also cover pounds and shelters. Some situations are definitely temporary but some others
could be considered permanent (e.g. breeders). Suggested scope includes: pet shops, breeders, vet
clinics (maybe), pounds and shelters, doggy day care, boarding, catteries, and groomers.

It was noted that, of course, different facilities have different potential problems and needs. In Australia
for example, there are codes of practice for each different facility - but also no general Dogs Code™ and
on top of that, many states in Australia have professional codes of practices run by societies'and
organisations.

A draft will be ready to be considered at the November meeting.

Saleyards — It was explained that this workstream hasn’'t moved further, mainly hecause there hasn't
been the follow-up with the North Island industry. The MPI team is working onit:

Painful Husbandry Procedures — This programme is dependent on progress,ofthe Bill. An Order in
Council (to extend the 10-year timeframe) may be required. However, NAWAC will have to decide
whether to review, rollover, or ban mulesing, among other procedures;at'some point, even if the Bill
doesn't go through.

Wild Animals - This will be covered at the November meeting When P Fisher is present.

C4. Layer hens code of welfare
Paper 63/13, the summary of public submissions, was, taken as read.

It was raised again that some members of NAWAE believe the Committee is setting a dangerous
precedent by listening to the EPF concerns. Thetheme of the submissions demonstrates this belief
among the public.

It was suggested that to avoid this situation again, NAWAC should be insistent that the affected party be
aware of what is in the code before its felease. Concern was raised how the Committee ensures that the
data it relies on are correct (which was acknowledged as being difficult), and this could be better
achieved by being very explicit about what NAWAC wants from the data. More precise questions could
be asked. There was some disagreement, as others think that NAWAC already asked the right
questions, and this kind of misuaderstanding must be expected to happen sometimes. It is not until you
publish the minimum standards/that the industry fully understands the impact.

It was then suggested that NAWAC take a harder line with the EPF. J Hellstrom however noted that
EPF are not the lobbyists+in this situation, but the affected group, as there has not been undue pressure
on the Minister from ERF. The Minister simply asked for advice, not for an amendment to the code.

It was agreedthat'the submissions did not have any substantive information against the proposals in
the discussjen.dacument.

The SPCA{among others, believe that any rise in the price of eggs will be accepted (or at least
tolerated) by consumers. In general, people agree on what will happen - in terms of price rises and
farpis\having to close - but disagree on how bad the impacts will be.

Itwas clarified that the EPF did not get everything they wanted and the timeline will not be extended
again, as some submissions feared. 2022 is still the final date. It was agreed that the message must be
given to the industry that they need to plan their laying cycles now: it will not be changed again.
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The point raised by some submitters that NAWAC should have pushed harder for the abolition of battery
cages in 2005 may well be valid, but the claim that industry have had from 2005 to prepare for this
change is not valid as the industry had no certainty of whether or when battery cages would be banned.

The Committee reached agreement that the 2-year option as described in the discussion document
should be carried out.

It was noted that the code would have an amendment notice added to it (i.e. this is not a re-issue).

The issue of claw shortening was then brought up. J Hellstrom explained that from next year/birds in
cages must have 550cm? per bird, up from 500cm? (refer to the 2005 code). When the farmers go from
500 to 550cm?, it effectively means that a bird is taken out and moved to superior housing. However,
farmers have alerted J Hellstrém to the fact that some farmers have the option of-mQdifying their cages
by shifting or changing the cage door to increase the floor area in the cage so that.they won't have to
take a bird out. This action complies with the letter of the law but not the intept, Those producers who
have ‘Big Dutchman’ brand cages can even buy a commercial modificationse,their cages. Others may
remove a partition to make essentially a colony cage with no enrichment it slightly more space. Some
farmers are concerned about the reputation of the industry if this information gets out.

J Hellstrom will contact EPF to establish whether this is actually happening, and if so, warn them that
NAWAC does not support this option and will not support them in the'media if it comes to that.

It was also agreed that NAWAC could propose, after this cukrent consultation, that modified cages must
also have claw shortening devices added. It will potentially stop farmers from modifying their cages in
this way, and NAWAC has consulted on claw-shortening.devices. It was clarified that during a
consultation NAWAC is able to get information from anywhere, not just formal submissions.

Moved (J Hellstrom / K Phillips) that:

The proposed changes to the layer hens codefde made as put forward in the discussion document, with
the exception that claw-shortening devices' must be added to any cage that is modified.

The motion was put: carried.

The response to the submissionswill be completed by the layer hens subcommittee. A report will also
be drafted, but it will be based heavily on the discussion document.

Action: J Hellstrom to contact,thg'EPF to update them on NAWAC's decision and to advise them that
NAWAC would disavow fafmers modifying their cages to circumvent the cage space requirements due
in 2014.

Ch. Rodeos cedelof welfare

The draft rodeo cede of welfare and the report (NAWAC 59/13 and 60/13) had been circulated prior to
the meeting,and were taken as read.

Amendments-to the Code were then suggested:

e “‘Minimum standard 8: “bull fighters” is not defined, and the term should be changed as it is
misleading at the moment. It also conjures images of fighting animals, which is illegal. Another
word should be found and it should be defined in the glossary.

e Minimum standard 9: “Event must not exceed 30 seconds from the release of the calf” (also see
minimum standards 10 and 11). This needs to say initial release, i.e. from the chute.
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Section 2: statements are repeated (e.g. responsibilities under the act, first paragraph). Editing
suggested.

The recommended best practice in section 2 comes too close to telling a vet how to do their jok.
While it was noted that the intent of this point is to illustrate that a companion animal vet sheuld
not be working a rodeo, K Phillips pointed out that not treating species of animals you arengt
familiar with is already covered in the Code of Professional Conduct for Veterinarians. The point
is already covered in Minimum standard 1 (c) as well. This recommended best practice should
be deleted.

In section 2.1 under responsibilities, the last sentence repeats the previous sentenee. One of
them isn’t needed.

The example indicator on page 12 states that horned cattle likely to be aggressive have the tips
of their horns removed. Should the suggested length of the tip be longer(than 2.5cm? Further,
the meaning of “outer” should be clarified. It was decided to remove thesadicator.

The recommended best practice on page 12 and 13 state that horred.cattle should not be used.
Members of the committee considered this suggestion unrealistiepand that maybe it should
state that aggressive cattle should not be used. It was decidedta-remove the sentence.

On page 9, some of the recommended best practices are repeats of the example indicators and
can be removed.

Minimum standard 3 contains some repetition: (b), ()@, (€), should be contained under (a).

Minimum standard 3 (k) should read “Animals mustwaotbe used if they are likely to injure
themselves when placed into a chute”.

Minimum standards 4 (h) (i) (j) and (k) are repétitive and could be tidied up.

Further, minimum standard 4(i) is not needéd already covered by the Animal Welfare Act.
Minimum standard 4 (d) should be moved tnder stockmanship and selection.

Minimum standard 6 (b) and (d) could be tombined as they say almost the same thing.
Minimum standard 6 (e) could be under Handling.

Minimum standards 9 (a) and (b),could be moved to section 4, Handling.

Minimum standard 9 (g) has already been stated in minimum standard 3 (h).

It was suggested that the’resommended best practice about removing ropes on page 20 is
already enforced undeftadeo rules.**®®  confirmed that it is not. However it should be
checked whether the' point has been repeated within the code.

Minimum standayd™33'(b) talks about gear, which should be covered in minimum standard 6.

Minimum standare.14 (b), (c) and (d) could be pooled together. K Phillips suggested that if the
animal cannotstieve, it should instantly be placed under the care of the vet and should not be
moved at all.¥n’this case, (c) and (d) could be removed.

Minimumsstandard 14 (i) should be moved under the Arena section.
MinimUma'standard 14 (h) could be moved under the Handling section.

MinimUm standard 15 (f) talks about how the animal could be bled out. This may not apply in
practice; in the interests of the crowd, a vet would probably inject. The second to last sentence
w'first paragraph of the introduction on page could be removed.

The question was then raised over whether anyone would use a firearm at a rodeo. It was
confirmed that yes, sometimes one is used. However it was suggested that the acceptable
methods for euthanasia be rearranged so that intravenous injection is first on the list, followed
by captive bolt.
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e The last paragraph of the general information should be removed (out of date).
e Move Appendix | to be included under the section Emergency Humane Destruction.

¢ Insection 9, the term ‘welfare assurance system’ should be used throughout, as opposed to
‘quality management schemes'.

e Any other small errors in spelling or grammar should be sent straight to **®®

It was noted that there is a lot of repetitiveness in the whole document. This will require editingsbut it
was also pointed out that sometimes statements have to be repeated because people don't read the
whole document at once; therefore, if it is related to two sections, it gets put in two sectigns:

Moved: (V Williams / S Brown)

That, subject to the amendments agreed at this meeting, the Rodeos Code ofAWWelfare be recommended
to the Minister.

The motion was put: carried.
Code report

The first point raised in relation to the code report was that, since/ontract calves are used multiple
times and only for a short while, the statistics on the number@finjuries in rodeos (section 18) becomes
quite misleading. If calves on farms had the same chance of being injured, it wouldn't be acceptable.
The last sentence of this section should be changed to aeknowledge that NAWAC has made changes to
the code in order to reduce these injury statistics even flrther.

Concern was raised that the recommendation that enly'contract animals are used is not policed and is
therefore ineffective. However, it was noted that'this'recommendation may become a requirement in the
future. With this recommendation, hopefully thie,ntimber of contract animals will increase to where it is
practical to require them to be used at all times:

There was some concern that the repart or Code does not specifically ban sheep, but simply doesn’t
mention them. There was some disagreeément with this, as it was pointed out that minimum standard 3
(i) states that only horses and cattlé may be used in rodeo events. It was suggested that (i) be moved
up to (a) to make it more prominent. It was also noted that the minimum standard and report has to
phrase the minimum standarddhis-way, rather than by exclusion, such as “no sheep may be used” -
because then the standard would also have to say “no sheep, bison, ostriches, monkeys...."

In general, NAWAC considers that sheep should never be ridden, and so this will have to be considered
under animals in enteftaiiment. At the moment they still may be ridden at certain events (e.g. school
days, A&P shows).

C6. Dairy heusing

Paper 64/18he draft discussion document, had been circulated to NAWAC the week prior. The
Committégwas required to give its views on this document, as the dairy subcommittee was scheduled
to meet with industry following this meeting.

59?‘}\‘ Summarised the situation so far for the Committee. A pre-consultation document (i.e. the main

prineiples) was released out to target groups (NZVA, SPCA, Fed Farmers, diary sector). DairyNZ is
worried that NAWAC is not supportive of permanent housing.

[Secretariat note: Submissions from the pre-consultation are available to NAWAC. Please ask *®® ]
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They now have a draft copy of the proposed minimum standards and they know that NAWAC will be
discussing 64/13 and coming back to them next week (‘they’ includes DairyNZ, Fed Farmers, and the
NZVA). It was noted that some stakeholders did not have a view on permanent housing before this and
are gathering their own information at the moment.

The key issue to consider here is whether cows should be able to be managed off-pasture permanently,
or whether NAWAC considers that they should be allowed access to the outdoors, or a ‘break’ from the
system. Of course, there are welfare pros and cons for each option. It should be consideredAwhether
access to the outdoors is an ethical concern.

It was noted that those who setup these housing units are often brought here by international
stakeholders and there is a cultural clash. New Zealanders expect to see cows outsides

Waste management was raised, and it was explained that ammonia levels are covered under the
proposed minimum standards. Further, the original standards proposed wereAery*prescriptive and have
since been pared down to more outcome-based, so it is not desirable to mave.back to more prescriptive
standards.

Clarification was then sought over what these systems do better than,pastoral systems — is it solely an
economic gain? It was explained that there are also some welfareadvantages: protection from cold,
close supervision, precision feeding. Environmental factors are also-a factor (effluent management, feed
efficiency). Stockmanship and management is key to achievinggood animal welfare outcomes,
regardless of system. There are problems with housing and«liete are strengths with housing: but it is
possible to get very good outcome with an indoor system.

In any case, it was accepted that dairy housing is happening already. NAWAC must form a view on
these systems; the Committee needs to ensure thewelfare of these cows too.

D Scobie talked of his trip to a well-known freg stall barn operation in South Canterbury. When he
visited, the cows were outside for calving andthey were ‘knee-deep in mud’. Therefore, saying that ‘they
are outside 3 months a year’ is not inherently good. What is the condition of the paddocks? How much
space do they have?

It was explained by **®@  that the,idea'to insert a new standard that cows outside the housing system
must be in a clean dry space to cdlve_has already been discussed; but this is not already a requirement
for pastorally kept cows, which/poses a problem. It must be acknowledged, however, that to let cows out
to bad paddocks may be wopsedo their welfare than keeping them inside.

V Williams raised a concérn that NAWAC is running to catch up. This was a problem with pigs and
poultry, in that they intensified before it was a problem, and now de-intensifying is a huge effort. Grazing
animals should be able\fo graze: it is one of the five freedoms. Even if their needs can be met indoors, it
should be consideredwhether a cow need access to the outdoors, the grass, the blue sky - is it an
ethical issue, ordnaybe even a marketing one?

It was notegrthatonly a few years ago, there was huge push-back for the Mackenzie Basin proposal:
back then,.even Fonterra and Prime Minister John Key spoke out against it. There was fear for ‘Brand
New Zgaland'. Now, this outcry has subsided. The country no longer has small farms. Dairy is an
established industrial practice in NZ with a major market.

Further, pastorally kept cows are burning out, some farmers can't feed them properly, the pastures are
ptgged, and the herds have to walk too far. It was questioned whether our current method of dairy
farming is even sustainable in the long term. Is it right that we keep cows on such a metabolic knife-
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edge that we cannot feed them unless they're housed? It was agreed that these ethical issues are
important but part of a larger discussion about dairy cows in general, not just housing.

V@@ stated that there is no definitive research to say that cows cannot have good welfare if you ke€p
them indoors for their whole life. However it was pointed out by K Phillips that the EFSA has come to/the
conclusion that if dairy cows are not kept on pasture for part of the year, there is increased risk of
lameness, dystocia, and mastitis.

However, even in the absence of evidence, NAWAC is required to hold a position. It was gtggested that
the public’s position would probably be, if you don’t know either way, to keep them in paddeeks.

It was explained that in general the view from the farmer groups — Federated Farmerssand DairyNZ — is
that ‘we should be able to house cows all the time if we want to (as long as we meet'the Code of
Welfare). $*®® has started a conversation within NZVA on intensificatiof\and how the country
will present itself in the face of housing and intensification.

It was noted that these conversations will lead to standardisation of the husing of dairy cows which will
be welcomed. On the other hand, this conversation could finally blow gtitifito putting a spotlight on the
current poor welfare of some dairy practices in New Zealand.

There is also the problem that, if stockmanship is key in these systents, can it even be ensured that the
New Zealand workforce will be able to manage indoor dairy farms? This would require a more skilled
workforce than the current dairy milkers. There was some disagreement over whether this is an industry
problem or a government one.

The stocking density of these barns in another issue:it Was suggested that the standard should be very
clear and prescriptive. However, there are problems with putting a grass herd into a house with fixed-
size stalls. The cows vary in size and some cows ‘rub-against the bars and cannot lie down. One
standard may not fit all.

The Committee was reminded that they myst reach an agreement, and it comes down to: will NAWAC
oppose permanent housing, or will the Comittee find a way to release minimum standards that
increase the welfare of housed cows?2ltavas agreed that NAWAC will go with the ideas in the discussion
document. No member is uncomfortable'if NAWAC's view is not totally opposed to permanent housing.

The discussion document will be,useful to engage with the community as well. A public meeting was
suggested. J Hellstrom will raise the idea at the meeting with industry - if they are running their own
seminars and so on, maybestwould be easier for NAWAC to attend theirs.

The issue of bedding wasyaised. In light of recent research of river stones as a substrate for keeping
calves, D Scobie stated that cows should not be expected to sit on concrete or stones. J Hellstrém
agreed that cows aresheavier, lie down for longer, and so stones are not suitable (though no one has
done a study). In"any case, the studies on the use of river stones for calves are already causing unease
in the animal welfare community without bringing cows into it.

Moved (J Hellstrom / | Collins)

That, Subject to small changes from the scheduled meeting with industry, NAWAC goes out to
copsultation based on this discussion document (64/13). Significant changes will require re-approval
odtgide of session.

The motion was put: carried.
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[Secretariat note: during this item, at 2:00pm, **®®  arrived and was introduced to the Committee.

Please refer to item O3 for the discussion. At 3:45pm the Committee thanked **®® for his time and
continued from C7.]

CT. Greyhounds

In March 2013 the Greyhound Protection League presented a petition, signed by 1,590 people, on.the
welfare of greyhounds to the Government Administration Select Committee. The presentatigh to the
Select Committee raised concerns that greyhounds surplus to or injured through racing are-euthanised
en masse, and that racing conditions put greyhounds at unnecessary risk of injury or death.

In January 2013 Greyhound Racing New Zealand (GRNZ) commissioned an independent review into
the industry. It was released on 19 July and the Minister sent NAWAC a letter (53/13).0n the same day,
requesting advice on the recommendations in the report (54/13), which include addrgssing over
breeding and euthanasia in the industry, creating minimum standards for greyhound racing, and a
formal liaison between NAWAC and the New Zealand Greyhound Racing Association (NZGRA) in order
to improve the industry’s animal welfare governance.

NAWAC has a full schedule, and greyhounds are not currently at theA0p.of the priority list, although it
was noted that our current primary industries Minister is also Minister0f Racing.

The biggest issue raised in the letter is that of over breeding agtk€uthanasia. That's a big ethical issue
that also applies to horses, layer hens and many other animais-#*New Zealand.

A new subcommittee was suggested, but it was decided<that NAWAC's expert on greyhound welfare, P
Fisher, would be added to the animals in entertainmentsabCommittee so that the group can address
greyhound issues specifically.

coa. MPI update
The Committee gratefully received the MPyupdate (NAWAC 56/13).

One question was raised over the newé@ppeintment process for NAWAC members. New appointments
will be open to public application from jiext year. D Nicholson asked whether the balance of skill sets will
still be required across NAWAC (g¢g. Veterinary expertise, commercial use of animals, ethical standards
or animal welfare advocacy). J Hellstrom clarified that yes, the range of skills required by the Animal
Welfare Act for NAWAC will stillStand. Advertisements will have to be very specific in order to replace
each member.
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PART TWO
(OPEN TO THE PUBLIC)

STRATEGY AND PLANNING q(b
N

01. Actions to address NAWAC strategic priorities &
Transparency - Addressed in item C10 C)
Implementation subcommittee - Addressed in item C3 ?"

02 Welfare Pulse Oe

Members suggested items as follows, due mid-late October for publication ir@ﬂecember issue:

s92)@
s92)@

- Animal welfare accreditation scheme for ZAA; § Q

and J Hellstrém — Dairy housing;

. P9@ " and J Hellstrém — Summary of NAWAC meeting; Q-
. PFisherand™™®® —Wild animals. O

OTHER REPORTS AND DISCUSSION EQ

03. Mini-tutorial: Wellington Zoo N

s92)(@) v
-\ showed NAWAC a new welfare monitoring
system that is currently being trialled. \C)

%@@ " gescribed the aims of the zoo and th%accreditation committee in terms of creating positive
welfare states in their animals. The focus im placed on the carrot rather than the stick, and the
program aims to go beyond minimum standa#ds — so their 'bottom level’ will be equivalent to NAWAC's
recommended best practices. &/

At the moment there is only a gery%\gpecklist in order to give a zoo their animal welfare accreditation.

In the future, there will be specifications for specific species, especially for the elephants, the cetaceans,
the pinnipeds, the apes, and - Hopefully one day every species held will have at least one positive
welfare standard specific t

The accreditation is si@should only take half an hour per exhibit. A zoo the size of Wellington Zoo
therefore could be a ed in a day and a half. The idea is that all species with their own specifications
(initially 12, but tha%ncrease with each cycle of checks) are always checked and the others are

randomly select@« pilot of this process is being launched at the moment, beginning with 5 institutions.

Copies of th %Cklist and a summary of the aims of the ZAA Accreditation and Animal Welfare
Committee passed around for NAWAC [69/13], and feedback was sought.

d out that the mental domain of the five freedoms is not part of the checklist. e

explained that this is because, based on’®@ work, it is thought that if you meet the first four
ical domains the mental will also be met. It is also very difficult to measure the mental domain.
ver, future species specific assessments may include mental aspects (e.g. chimpanzees).

Whether or not the checklist document went out for consultation was then raised. It was confirmed that it
didn't, but it is hoped that the pilot program will generate feedback from the member institutions.
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It was then explained that a single fail on any species means that the zoo will fail their accreditation.
What happens next depends of the severity of the failure. Failing to meet legislative requirements, for
example, would go straight to the board and the government would be informed. The member may be
expelled from the ZAA. All failures will receive technical advice to improve their rating.

The number of member zoos in New Zealand was then clarified, as not all zoos are members. In New
Zealand, the ZAA has about 20 members. To be a member of ZAA has many benefits: the key one
being easier access to animals. Every single ZAA member will be required to be part of this/glfare
program.

Desktop reviews of the policies and procedures involved have been completed for everysmember (e.g.
what they would do if they had to close down for a few days). Each assessment cycle'will be 3 years, in
which every member is assessed (hopefully including new members as they join)~He assessment tool
will not change in this time and will only be up for review between cycles.

The key point from**®@" is that welfare is the most important thing that Wellington Zoo does. Without
it, everything else will fail: the visitors will stop, therefore no conservation‘Qr.gducation is possible.
Animal welfare should be the basis of every zoo operation.

The Committee was then shown some of the zoo invertebrates in fHexoHQ”, along with Smiley the
tortoise. These animals are used for contact with visitors. How theirwelfare is managed - including the
fact that the keepers will judge their personalities - was explaifiedby **®®  and the keepers.

At 3:45 the Committee returned to the Archibald Room, thanked **®®  for his time, and finished their
discussion of closed items C7 and C9 before moving on.{0'the other open items.

04. Discussion of information circulated by MPI

The Committee agreed that they appreciated thednformation that had been circulated.

05. NAWAC Correspondence

There were no comments on recent cotrgspondence received by or sent on behalf of NAWAC.

0 6. Committee memberg’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at conferences

As part of the animals in entertajment work programme, J Hellstrsm and @ attended the ZAA
conference, a meeting with DAC; and a meeting at Melbourne Zoo. These meetings are detailed in
document 65/13.

V Williams attended th&XNZVA conference. It had a focus on Food safety, animal welfare and
biosecurity, so there.was lots of MPI presence. It was an excellent conference. There was a broad 'One
Health’ concept ~including antibiotic resistance, welfare, disease and so on. The conference doubled
as a celebration 0f.50 years of vet education. V Williams also attended the ANZCVS science week in
Australia.

The NAEAG-meeting was held over two days, 13 and 14 August, which included a strategic planning
day. Thersecond day was held at the Royal Society and included a liaison meeting with ANZCCART.

D/Sgobie reported on the AgResearch shift, the key point for NAWAC being that the animal welfare and
behaviour group will move from Ruakura to Massey. The work produced from the group may slow
during this time.
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PR recently attended a seminar on the Primary Industries Capability Alliance (PICA), an

organisation promoting integrated career development pathways among New Zealand's youth.

P attended the Road Transport Forum on 12 July. There was considerable discussion on tié

New Zealand Livestock Transport Assurance (NZLTA) programme, which came into effect on 5 Julyx
PR also attended the annual pork industry conference and producers appreciated havifig.an
MPI animal welfare presence there.

PR , a veterinary adviser for DEFRA in the UK, visited MPI and gave a seminaxditied
"Developing fit for purpose risk-based selection of on farm welfare inspections with limited resources —
lessons learned!” [Secretariat note: Please ask®®®  if you are interested in seeing the
PowerPoint].

Matthew Stone chaired the 2013 EU/NZ Animal Welfare Cooperation Forum Alstrattended by * "
. The agreement on NZ equivalence to EC 1099/2009 (animal welfare at
slaughter) was finalised and minuted.

or7. Identifying potential public issues

There were no potential public issues to discuss.

Closing:
Departing member D Nicolson was thanked for his significant contribution and wished well for the future.

There being no further items of business to disgtiss,the Chair thanked the committee members for their
attendance and declared the meeting closed at,4:00pm.

Next meeting: 13 November 2013
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General Meeting

13 November 2013
9:40 am - 4:00 pm

Rooms 8.2 and 8.3 Q
Pastoral House, 25 The Terrace
Wellington

5\
AD
v

Committee members: Karen Phillips (Deputy Chair), Kathryn Bic Sue Brown, Katie Milne,
Barbara Nicholas, David Scobie, Alan Sharr, Virginia W|II|ams

MINUTES

S92 $9)a)

(Technical Adviser,

)(@)

In attendance: (Manager, Animal Welfare ards),
), - (Policy Analyst, Ani elfare Policy),”

Animal Welfare Standards),
(Manager\l\yimal Welfare Standards) and**®®

(Manager, Animal Welfare Policy), e

S .
(Secretary) \v~

Apologies: Ingrid Collins, John Hellstrém, Penny.Fisher. B Nicolas had to leave early at 2pm.
Welcome: K Phillips (Deputy Chair) opened eting at 9:40am and welcomed attendees.
Katie Milne was introduced and welcom dQe committee.

Any Other Business Part One (P cluded Agenda)
There were no additional items of business for discussion under Part One of the Agenda.

Any Other Business Part T en to the Public)
There were no additional it business for discussion under Part Two of the Agenda.

QO
Q%

‘%%
%
Q>/
%
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PART ONE

(PUBLIC EXCLUDED AGENDA)

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987

There being no other introductory items of business, it was moved (K Phillips / V Williams):

| move that the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meetingj namely:

Cl
C2
C3.
C4.
C5.
C6.

CT.

Confirmation of previous minutes

Status of actions arising from previous meetings

Codes of Welfare update

Horses and donkeys code of welfare

Animal Welfare Amendment Bill update

Systems review subcommittee update

MPI update

(K Phitfips)

(K PHillips)

(s9(2)(a) )

(K Phillips/**®® )

(S 9(2)(a) )

(A Sharr)

(S 9(2)(a) )

THE GENERAL SUBJECT OF EACH MATTER TO BE £ONSIDERED WHILE THE PUBLIC IS EXCLUDED,
THE REASON FOR PASSING THIS RESOLUTION |IN\REEATION TO EACH MATTER, AND THE SPECIFIC
GROUNDS UNDER SECTION 48(1) OF THE LOCAL/GOVERNMENT OFFICIAL INFORMATION AND
MEETINGS ACT 1987 FOR THE PASSING OF THIS RESOLUTION ARE AS FOLLOWS:

General subject of each matter to be

considered

Reason for passing this
resolution in relation to each

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the
passing of this resolution

matter
CL Confirmation of previous To protect the privacy of natural That the public conduct of the relevant
minutes persons. part of the proceedings of the meeting
would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
withholding would exist under section
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act
1982 (OIA).
C2. Status of actiors arising from As above. As above.
previous.meetings
C3. Codegof Welfare update To maintain the effective conduct | That the public conduct of the relevant
of public affairs through the part of the proceedings of the meeting
protection of Ministers, members | would be likely to result in the disclosure
of organisations, officers and of information for which good reason for
employees from improper withholding would exist under section
pressure or harassment. 9(2)(q)(ii) of the OIA.
C4 Horses and donkeys code of As above. As above.
welfare
C5. Animal Welfare Amendment Bill | To maintain the constitutional That the public conduct of the relevant

update

conventions for the time being
which protect the confidentiality of

part of the proceedings of the meeting
would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
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General subject of each matter to be
considered

Reason for passing this
resolution in relation to each
matter

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the
passing of this resolution

advice tendered by Ministers of
the Crown and officials.

faY
withholding would exist under setign \/
9(2)(f)(iv) of the OIA :
N

which protect the confidentiality of
advice tendered by Ministers of
the Crown and officials.

Cé. Systems review subcommittee | To maintain the effective conduct | That the public conduct ofthe relevant
update of public affairs through the part of the proceedings x&g meeting

protection of Ministers, members | would be likely to resylt ing¢he disclosure
of organisations, officers and of information for which-géod reason for
employees from improper withholding would%mder section
pressure or harassment.. 9(2)(g)(ii) of the*@IA.

CrT. MPI Update To maintain the constitutional That the p duct of the relevant
conventions for the time being part of t edings of the meeting

=

would )Q’O y to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
Wi ing would exist under section

v) of the OIA.

| also move that:
$9(2)(@)

Q.

O

be permitted to remain at this meeting after the@c has been excluded, because of their knowledge

of meeting procedure and the subject matter%

information to assist the committee in its d@ tions.

The motion was put: carried.

discussion. This knowledge is relevant background
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ClL Confirmation of previous minutes

The draft minutes of the NAWAC general meeting on 14 August 2013 were reviewed and accepted{with
the following amendments:

Change the date in the confirmation of previous minutes to May (refer to page 4, item C1);
Add ‘species of’ before ‘animals you're not familiar with’ (refer to page 9, item C5);

V William's trip to Australia was for ANZCVS Science week (refer to page 16, item O8);
Clarify some details of the NAEAC meeting. There was a liaison meeting with ANZCCART
when NAEAC was at the Royal Society on the second day (refer to page 16xitent O6).

Moved (A Sharr / S Brown):

That, subject to the amendments agreed, the draft minutes of the NAWAC geneéral meeting held on 14
August 2013 be adopted as a true and accurate record of that meeting.

The motion was put: carried.
C2 Status of actions arising from previous meetings

Actions from previous meetings were reviewed and it was agre€d.to complete pending actions where
possible, with the following exceptions:

e Item 1, guidelines for testing traps, will be postponed to next meeting. However it was noted that
the glueboards workshop is progressing. Gluebgards are to be phased out by 2015 by Order in
Council, with some exceptions for food factories. A workshop will be held for those groups who
are struggling with the shift so MPI can diselrss some alternatives;

Remove item 2, noting that it is complete;

ltem 3 will be dealt with later in this niegting and can then be removed,;

Remove item 7, noting that it is complete;

Alter item 10, noting that it is partially complete. The committee was also informed that TV3's 31
degree programme will soon 8@ a/Story on greyhounds. The main welfare issues are doping

and injuries on the track, otherwise it will cover ethical issues e.g. wastage.

C3. Codes of Welfare update

P addressed the-C6dé€s of welfare update as in NAWAC 83/13:
Amendment Bill - Discussed in item C5.

Systems Review — Discuissed in item C6.

Layer Hens — Thé~amendment notice is with the Minister and **®®  has been busy doing briefings for

his office. 29/ noted that the Minister was at Mainland that day, looking at a colony system.
CA

It was explained that the Minister would like to have a discussion with the industry on reporting back on
progress out of cages. This is because there is a lot of concern about pushing back the date and how it
will Togksto members of the public. The farmers will be required to report progress against annual
niteStones in order to get the Minister’s approval for the amendment. So far the Egg Producers
Federation has been positive.
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Committee members asked about the farm and **®® clarified that Mainland is a good one to visit

as they have over 30% of the egg market and already have a colony cage house up and running. They
also have cages and a free range farm nearby. They have been able to put forward the money to
switch over quickly — Farmer Brown already sells ‘colony laid’ eggs. Members could work through MPI
or go directly to**@® of the EPF and ask for a visit to a local farm.

The amendment, therefore, is looking positive to be issued this year. It was explained that the Minister
Is taking it to Cabinet. Although he doesn’t have to, he wants the support.

Questions were raised about who the farmers will report to and how the pressure will bekept on. The
commitment to report, though, is ultimately to the Minister for Primary Industries. It was confirmed that
NAWAC will look at the suggested milestones before they’re given out. It was suggestéed that it could be
in the agenda once a year to assess those milestones. It was also noted that if tife process is quite
public, the transparency will increase the pressure, as well as trust in the industryiftlone right.

Dairy Cattle Housing — The housing amendment is out for consultation. Thexg"have been approximately
1400 submissions so far (most from a Greens e-card).

It was noted by some members that the media has been mixed up,abput the issue e.g. K Phillips has
been asked if all cows are going to have to be housed. People aye\also immediately thinking ‘factory
farming’. J Hellstrém’s message, trying to clarify the issue, has.been appreciated by the MPI
Communications team and has helped somewhat. It was alsenéted that some are confused about
cattle housing vs. HerdHomes (the brand) vs. covered feed pads... and so on. The term HerdHomes
has become synonymous with dairy housing, although NAWAC has been avoiding using the brand
name.

Another dairy housing meeting will be held next yearafter submissions are collected.
K Milne volunteered to fill D Nicolson’s place€u the subcommittee.

Rodeos — The updated code is with the Minister, but with the Amendment Bill going on nothing has
happened yet. It looks like the code worit be issued before the end of the rodeo season. It was noted
that this is not a major welfare concern since the subcommittee had been working with the industry
groups and most rodeos are already.béing run to the proposed rules.

Equine - Discussed in item G2

Circuses and Zoos Reviefy ~JThe subcommittee couldn’t meet before December. #*®® and J
Hellstrdm, however, wereable to visit Auckland Zoo (it was noted that there would be a write-up soon).
The main focus of thatwjsit was their elephant, Burma. At the time of their visit J Hellstrom had already
made a statement about how some animals shouldn't be in zoos, with elephants in mind. The
subcommittee may fecommend sending a letter to the Minister about the issue as well (refer to action
list).

HowevergtheZoo is already very far through the process of importing another elephant. The way they
work with Burma (an Indian elephant) is by making sure there are a lot of people there all the time;
people4cé her herd. During their visit, **®® and J Hellstrém spent a lot of time with Burma but
also,loeked at some other areas, especially the aviary and native birds and animal encounters.

The next subcommittee meeting (apart from S Brown who sends her apologies) will be at Orana Park on
5t December. V Williams had expressed interest in coming to visit as well and the invitation to attend
was extended to other committee members who live nearby.
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Temporary housing of companion animals — K Bicknell and**®®  have been doing a lot of work on

revising this code. The subcommittee will also meet during the lunch break to agree how to progress
next. However much of this will depend on the 2014 work plan. It was explained that this has been a
tough code because the minimum standards and information overlap so many other codes.

Saleyards —**®®  has done some work on preparing an initial draft but it hasn't gone any further. The

North Island meeting with the saleyards industry still has not progressed (because MPI staffmember
has been on sick leave) but ™" is planning to meet with one industry representative anyway.

Painful Husbandry Procedures — Linked in closely with the Amendment Bill and future regulations.
Awaiting 2014 work plan.

Wild Animals - This will be covered at the February meeting when P Fisher is present. Glueboards had
been discussed earlier.

C5. Animal Welfare Amendment Bill update
P@@ - \as welcomed to the meeting. He updated the Committe€arithe progress of the Animal
Welfare Amendment Bill, including some of the issues raised sofarin’the submissions and what kind of
functions NAWAC may have to take on if it passes.

There were 1700 submissions. The MPI Policy team, along with**®®  from Standards, are putting
together an issues report for the Primary Production Seleet.Committee. In the New Year, probably early
February, there will be a final departmental report. Fromghere, the Select Committee makes its
decisions on any changes to the Bill and passes this back to parliament. The Bill will then be debated
for a second time, before going through a committeg-ef the whole House who will debate the bill part by
part. Opposition members may wish to promotesspecific changes at this point and the house will vote on
them case-by-case. Then the Bill gets read a‘third time to be made into law.

While it was hoped that will all be done pefore the election next year, it was noted that this timeline is
going to be a bit tight. If it doesn't get thrgugh, all legislation that is before Parliament remains there
through the election and then the inegming government can make a decision on how to proceed.
P@@ - reported that the idea-at the moment is that NAWAC will lead on all regulations. This is
because of concern that if regtildtions are led by the Minister of the day, it would politicise the
regulations too much. Therélaayve been a few concerns about the relationship that NAWAC has with
MPI; therefore it must be€nsured that NAWAC keeps its independence.

Some of the main issueswaised by submitters were then discussed.**®®  explained that virtually all
the submitters support.the intent of the Bill (enforceability, transparency and clarity). As well as that,
right across the jgoagd, people think NAWAC is important and essential.

e Enforcement - some stakeholders are concerned about the new compliance order powers. It
could be perceived as effectively making the codes of welfare enforceable through a back door
route:

e [ive animal exports - there is a lot of support for regulations on live animal export. However,
many submitters want to go further and for trade for slaughter to be absolutely banned in the
Act.

¢ Significant surgical procedures - the Veterinary Council and the New Zealand Veterinary
Association want significant surgical procedures explicitly defined. At the moment, each
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s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

procedure is significant or not depending on evolving practices. There are problems with
making a definition — for example, you may capture too many and then have a massive list of
exemptions. You may also miss some. At the moment the thought is to suggest to the Select
Committee that a set of ‘checks’ be written so that a procedure can be easily categorised as
they come up.

Transitions and exemptions — there is a lot of concern here. It is not so much about the ‘Concept
of a transition, but around the fact that they can be made indefinite. The only examples of this in
action at the moment are primarily the religious slaughter and maybe farrowing crates (since
there is no commercial alternative). It was also noted that the exemptions would sti+have to be
reviewed each 10 years - but not necessarily changed. There is some thinking g@ing on about
changing this clause.

Collecting evidence - when inspectors go onto a property they would be ‘ableé to take video and
pictures. There is concern about SPCA inspectors going onto farms aad perhaps stepping
across a boundary that the industry sees as belonging to MPI. Alsaz-if-the evidence is collected,
it could be released under the Official Information Act and damage-teputations (however, it was
noted that the Official Information Act already has provisions aroednd this scenario). The other
issue is the sharing of information around investigations. Thé.undustry would like a heads up
when the inspector is going to launch an investigation so that'they can support the farmer and
manage the industry’s reputation. In MPI's view, the fauner’s information is private; there may
be commercial repercussions in sharing any informationsAlso, until the investigator checks
everything out, what is being reported may not evermbe-a breach of the Act.

then outlined NAWAC's new responsibilities if-theBill passes.

Regulations: In the future, NAWAC will have the ability to consider whether minimum standards
should be made into mandatory and enforceable regulations. So for example, when NAWAC
consults on a Code, it will also consult onthe proposed regulations. Then the Minister will
receive recommendations and take-tfiéregulations through cabinet as per the normal process
for regulations.

Therefore, NAWAC will need«1oke support from MPI; requlations have more internal process
than Codes since they set,dutpenalties. #**® will have to work with
NAWAC to increase the SecCretarial support for NAWAC.

Animals in the Wild:/TheBill clarifies that ill-treatment of animals in the wild is definitely an
offence — but huntingtand fishing is not. The wording is that ‘generally accepted’ practices are
OK. And of courSe, stakeholders are asking “what is generally accepted?”

NAWAC will beyn charge of developing guidelines around acceptable practice in hunting and
fishing.

alsa_updated the Committee on the layer hens amendment.

The Minister is’leaning toward accepting NAWAC's recommendations but he wants to place more
pressure,on the industry to move forward quickly. He wants industry to make specific yearly milestones
and repouts on those, and to make the reports public. The Committee was pleased that the milestones
wilkbespublic as that will increase pressure. It was also acknowledged that MPI and NAWAC will have to
keepapplying pressure themselves to ensure the industry meets these milestones.

The industry has committed to come back by the 15t November with suggested milestones. 5

has also been working on what MPI will recommend additionally to those. Some e%aamples
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given were: how many new sheds have you built? How many resource consent applications have you
made? How many cage conversions?

s9(2)@)

asked the Committee how they would like to be involved with the process. It was decided tIG\/
via* @@

, MP1 will liaise with the existing layer hens subcommittee. (b

o)

e to update the layer hens subcommittee with progress on industry milestone§™,

Action:
Ceé. Systems review subcommittee update &

The minutes from the systems review subcommittee meeting (82/13) were taken as re&k Sharr

summarised the meeting and the ‘prioritisation matrix’ for the Committee.

59(2)(3) . . . . . .
agreed that it would be a good idea to attend their next meeting in ord@dlscuss codes of

welfare vs. regulations in the future. S

There was some discussion about the suggested process for writing reggwﬁs. 0@ clarified that
the actual regulation writing is done by specialised staff at the Parliam Council Office.
NAWAC/MPI will only be making proposals for regulation. Howevc$5 n provide some guidelines
on proposals. It was also clarified that NAWAC can give their view, level of penalty for breaching
a regulation; however the staff at the Parliamentary Council Ofﬁg also be comparing the level of

punishment to offences to make sure it makes sense, is legal

The four groups of regulations will be:

Surgical procedures and painful husbandry;
Live animal exports; and
Research, testing and teaching.

N
Care and conduct (to support codes of welfare); v\./
o

<

Live export will probably be first as this area i§ seen to have the most supporting documentation
already. The last will be research, testing @e ching as the Animal Ethics Committees will need more
time to incorporate new practices — research"proposals are submitted years in advance. For the two
others, the order hasn’t been decided &/

It was agreed that major decision \anWAC’s priorities will have to made by February and therefore
the February meeting will be key, in developing a work plan for 2014. It was suggested that there should
be some initial thinking befor eeting (with the systems review subcommittee) and a briefing paper
could be developed. At the ary meeting, a workshop space would be allocated.

Action: Systems review ommittee to develop a briefing paper or draft work plan
Action:*°®@ fo ‘workshop’ for 2014 work plan to the February meeting agenda

It was also sug d that NAWAC should invite the Minister to more meetings — and rather than the
Minister presentiigAo us, NAWAC presents to him in a proactive way.

The prioriti%] matrix idea was then raised for discussion:

1 s noted that in analysing the degree of suffering, the time of suffering is lost (e.g. painful
sbandry procedures are acute but high pain; dairy housing chronic and low) and this is a key
component in degree of suffering. V Williams noted that NAEAC deals with this issue in that
Q_ their impact measure includes the time of suffering. V Williams has access to a lot of literature
on the subject (for example, refer to the A-E grading in “Animal Use Statistics” on the MPI
website), but ultimately, it's still subjective. The subcommittee explained that it did include time
of suffering in their thinking, but not quite as formally as NAEAC might have.

-8-
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2. Itwas noted that politics and news also affects prioritisation. For example, the issue of animal
shelter may be low until there’s a snow storm.

The basic idea of the prioritisation matrix was accepted, but it was agreed that it should be refined;
since NAWAC is working on transparency it will at some point be available to the public.

Action: Systems review subcommittee to refine the prioritisation process

It was then suggested that NAWAC should begin work on their work plan today. K Phillips-askéd the
Committee: How do you feel about the proposed list of priorities?

There was some discussion on the circled priorities: breeding, fish farming, shade and.shelter, social
needs of animals, and wildlife.

It was noted that because the concept of codes may be under review, any wofk is-not a “code” program
—it's an issues program. For example the saleyards subcommittee may come up with a code, or they
may tackle the issue in another way.

s 9(2)(a)

Action: to send saleyard code draft to saleyards subcommitiée

Education was also raised by K Milne. For example, how do new lifestyle farmers know about their
obligations under the Animal Welfare Act? It was acknowledged'that this can be a problem. After all,
how many cat and dog owners have a copy of the relevant code? There are some groups that distribute
this info — veterinary offices, the SPCA, species associations and clubs, etc. However it is a gap that
may need some work.

Animals in entertainment were then discussed. White not'considered a top priority in terms of numbers
of animals affected and degree of suffering, this is.a+pelitical issue, and the Minister may request the
work from NAWAC anyway.

The 5 priorities were listed and voted on, asthere were too many to work on in 2014. Each member had
two votes. Breeding, wildlife and shelter, came’out with the most votes (6, 5 and 5 respectively).

The two regulations that need to be prietitised (surgical procedures and care and conduct) were then
voted on separately to decide whigh one to do first. Surgical procedures were seen as affecting fewer
animals but a shorter work program and therefore perhaps easier starting point.

Surgical procedure regulatiohs was voted for 5-3.

Education and awarenesSwas then raised as a key issue — these new priority issues aren’t necessarily
for codes — instead, th&Stubcommittees must ask themselves: what do we recommend to the Minister?
What can we do proactively? Can we change attitudes?

For example, shade’and shelter may not be dealt with best under a minimum standard turned into a
regulation. Raising awareness could be a better approach. If this is the case, NAWAC needs to put in
the work and/f@commend that to the Minister proactively.

It was agreed that the three new groups would develop new work programs as a test. While it was noted
thattheywouldn't get very far by February, it was thought that they could each come back and report on
thélpprogress to the Committee at the next meeting.

New subcommittees were then assigned.

e Breeding - V Williams (Chair), K Milne, and K Phillips. **®®  as MPI contact.
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e Wildlife — D Scobie (Chair) P Fisher, A Sharr, and S Brown. :*®®  as MPI contact.
e Shelter - B Nicholas (Chair), K Bicknell, I Collins.***®  as MPI contact.

See Appendix One for a list of all subcommittees as at November 2013.

Action —#*®@

subcommittees)

to send out subcommittee memberships (including already established

Action: 3 new subcommittees to report back in February with ideas to progress their workiprogram
CT7. MPI update

The Committee gratefully received the MPI update (NAWAC 81/13).

There was some discussion about how large the MPI bobby calf project is, agit iS'perceived as an issue
that could ‘blow up’. It was clarified that here has been real improvement aad,change in the industry.
However, death percentage is still being used as the exclusive indicator afwelfare and that should be
changed. It was also noted that hopefully, the accepted age for transpgdftwill be increased from 4 days
over time. MPI already doesn't specifically state ‘4 days’ on purpose4.instead it offers indicators for a fit
and healthy calf.

C4. Horses and donkeys code of welfare

The draft horses and donkeys’ code of welfare and the report (NAWAC 84/13 and 85/13) had been
circulated prior to the meeting and were taken as read.

Amendments to the Code were then suggested:
e The term equid vs. equine was discusseéd: Itwas agreed that perhaps the term ‘horses’ could be
substituted throughout the code instead.
e On page 5, the term cross-bred should be hybrid. Hybrid should be defined in the glossary.

e General information, page 11: thin skinned’ is not an appropriate term. Something like ‘more
susceptible to cold’ should bewuSed instead.

e Minimum standard 2(d) is/Standard wording but water quality is not mentioned. Water that is not
harmful to health is perhaps not enough to encourage a horse to drink enough. ‘Palatable’ was
suggested instead;

e The first example indicator on page 8 should have an addition that the diet is balanced
nutritionally and the horse is not showing signs of bad nutrition.

e The 5t examgl€indicator on page 8 should have ‘when’ changed to ‘if".
e On page 10remove the phrase ‘sweating may stop’.

e Under general information on page 9, when mentioning covers, a sentence should be added to
say something like ‘there are no skin lesions due to rubhing of the cover'.

e On'page 12, recommended best practice (a) should be an example indicator of minimum
standard (b).

e “Qn page 13, the paragraph at the top should be in the temporary housing section.

» “Minimum standard 5(c) was suggested to be 8 hours (to allow for race days). There was some
discussion about the tethering issue.

¢ In minimum standard 5, there’s an example indicator on having a contingency plan but no
corresponding minimum standard. One should be added.
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e |twas suggested that restraint and containment under section 6.1 should be under the housing
chapter but it was agreed to leave it where it is for now.

e Minimum standard 8(g) states ‘objects or other equids’ but should say 'objects and other
animals’.

e On page 20, the section on how equids are social animals etc. is repeated from page 16!
e Recommended best practice (g) on page 22 is a repetition.
e On page 23, the reference to veterinary surgeon should just say veterinarian.

e Minimum standard 10(e) says that laparoscopic artificial insemination must be carried out under
veterinary supervision and with appropriate pain relief. However, the veterinarian{will make that
call so the section on appropriate pain relief should be removed.

e Under minimum standard 12, add an example indicator that horses should show minimal
reaction to hot branding (because of the pain relief).

e Minimum standard 14(d): take out ‘and function’.

e Example indicators for minimum standard 14: Remove example indicator two, as sometimes
horses will have a wound that's being healed.

e Example indicator 3: personnel working with equids should-demonstrate, not just have, a good
knowledge of equine first aid etc.

e The first line under section 9 should be amended or remaved. Sometimes the owner makes the
call on emergency euthanasia and that can be better.for welfare than waiting for a veterinarian.

e Minimum standard 15 (e): take out ‘until after death’,
e Minimum standard 15 (c) should not have a comma

e Remove the recommended best practice that eémergency destruction should be performed by a
veterinarian. Sometimes the vet is too far away and waiting for them would be bad for welfare.

e Clossary: a few terms are defined but are hot in the code.

e Remove the term ‘roughs’ from glassary; this word is notin common use in New Zealand. Also
remove it from page 9.

e Any other small errors in spelling'ér grammar should be sent straight to "

Action: **®®  to investigate any knowledge or practice to support tethering in horses set at 6 hours

and confirm with the Committee

Code report

In the housing section,thesphrase should be ‘under veterinary recommendation’ rather than supervision.
Moved: (K Bicknell/D~Seobie)

That, subject t6 the/amendments agreed at this meeting, the Horses and Donkeys Code of Welfare be
peer reviewed py* @@ then recommended to the Minister.

The motion'was put: carried.
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PART TWO
(OPEN TO THE PUBLIC)

Action: summary, letter and offer of a meeting with the Chair to be extended to the Dominion Post
reporter who came to Pastoral House but was not able to wait for the Open part of the meeting

STRATEGY AND PLANNING
oL 2014 meeting dates and mini-tutorial ideas

The dates suggested prior to the meeting were:

Wednesday February 12t
Wednesday May 14t
Wednesday August 13t
Thursday November 13t

K Milne found that February and August meeting dates may conflict with.fier work. She decided to
check with her colleagues about moving those meetings (as there are,fewer of them than of NAWAC).

Thursday 13t was changed to Wednesday 5" November to suif'Several members.

S9@@ 4 send electronic invitations for 2014

Action:
Mini tutorial suggestions:

e Shelter: The Safeguarding programme is d6ing some work on shelter so there is a possibility of
a shelter mini-tutorial from them. Also, somég-farmers doing alternative things like riparian
planting or putting stock in vineyards. \Wauld it be possible for someone from Beef+Lamb or
DairyNZ to do a presentation on sheltef?

e K Phillips suggested a tutorial on Runting — common practice, welfare issues, etc. Both K
Phillips and D Scobie suggested contacts that they know who are very knowledgeable on the
subject.

e Compliance: Changes they have made to the way they work recently, and how the Bill will affect

them.
Action: **®®  to follow upithnthe Safeguarding programme about a shelter mini-tutorial in 2014.
Action: K Phillips and/or D-SCebie to follow up with their contacts about a hunting mini-tutorial in 2014.
Action:**®® 1o invite"MPI compliance to a NAWAC meeting in 2014.

02. WelfaresRulse

Members suggested items as follows, due late January for publication in the March 2014 issue:

e Thére'will be the normal Codes update and K Milne will have an introduction piece;
e Itwas suggested that P Fisher could write an article on the issue of greyhounds; and
¢ / A Sharr and K Bicknell volunteered to write an article (topic undecided).
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03. Identifying animal welfare issues

The Committee was asked to each name an animal welfare issue that was of importance to them, or
that they considered an emerging issue, or that they thought the media/public may pick up on soon.

K Milne: Considered that it takes too long for compliance to go out and check on an issue when theyyare
reported. Also thought that if someone rings up to report it would be a good idea to require them'te,state
their occupation (as a farmer will probably have better insight into stockmanship than a bus driver). It
was noted that the staff answering the 0800 number at MPI will tend to do this already. Hewever, having
compliance come along to a NAWAC meeting was suggested as an idea and it was addedkte'the list of
possible workshops for 2014.

K Phillips: Bulls with broken legs are an issue. Farmers will leave them in the back-paddock and claim
that the fracture will just heal eventually. It was questioned whether these animals.are being picked up
at the works, and *”®® confirmed that if they are transported with healing fractures then yes,
verification vets will record it and treat as a welfare case.

V Williams noted that NZVA'’s advice is that leaving bulls out to heal a b¥oken leg is unacceptable.

S Brown: Euthanasia. Drowning kittens etc is banned, yes, but pegple,still are doing it. V Williams
suggested education as an answer. Homekill on a commercial basiswas also discussed. #*®®
explained that legally, anyone carrying out homekill in this manrgrneeds to be registered under the
Animal Products Act. However some committee members suggest that maybe a few aren't, and there
have been a few horror stories. It was also noted that generaliSing is a risk here, as many homekill
operators are fine.

K Bicknell: Sterilisation of animals (including wild animals) and early spay and neuter of dogs and cats.
Could there be an upswell of concern from conspmers and animal rights groups?

V Williams: Meat chickens. Especially the welfate of meat chickens as they get towards the end of their
life: from lameness and transport to slaughter.

Scobie: Mulesing. This procedure may“hé gealt with under new regulations in the coming years.
OTHER REPORTS AND DISCUSSION

04. Discussion of information circulated by MPI

The Committee appreciateth{he information that had been circulated.

05. NAWAC.Earreéspondence

There were no comments on recent correspondence received by or sent on behalf of NAWAC.

0 6. Committee members’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at conferences

V Williamséattended the Commonwealth Veterinary Association Conference in Fiji. There was quite an
emphasis on animal welfare, which is not an area of focus there at the moment.

VAW¥illiams represented MPI at a WSPA meeting, where they looked at opportunities to do more work in
the-Pacific (especially to do with disaster management).
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V Williams was also invited to Auckland to talk to the international union of hunting with hounds. She
talked about NAWAC, NAEAC, and how MPI does consultation and liaise with stakeholders. The group
is worried about the future of their sport.

PR attended the New Zealand Companion Animal Conference in Auckland, whiefi
had a big emphasis on the sentience of animals and the changes that the Animal Welfare Amendment
Bill will bring.

PR attended the Road Transport Forum and the farm to processor animal welfaré forum.

5 9(2)(a) s 9(2)(a)

also went with to attend some training that the Compliance‘oﬁicers were
receiving and talk about the role of MPI's standards branch and NAWAC. " «=also attended the
Verification branch’s animal welfare coordinators 6-monthly meeting.

The International Society for Applied Ethology has a one day regional meeting*eoming up.

Action: #7@®@ to send abstracts to NAWAC.

Closing

There being no further items of business to discuss, the DeputyChair thanked the committee members
for their attendance and declared the meeting closed at 4:10pm,

Next meeting: 12 February 2014
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Appendix One

NAWAC Subcommittees
As at 13.11.2013
Name Members ‘ MPI ‘
5 9(2)(a)NS
Systems review Alan (Chair), Ingrid, Karen, Sue
Amendment Bill John (Chair), Virginia, Barbara >\L
Layer hens John (Chair), Karen, Katie B
Dairy cattle housing John (Chair), Karen, Katie M
Equine Karen (Chair), Katie B
Rodeos Virginia (Chair), Sue, Pepny
Painful husbandry Scobie (Chair), BarbarasVirginia, Sue
procedures
Circuses and Zoos review | John (Chair), S€obie, Barbara, Sue, Penny
Temporary housing Katie B (Chair), Virginia, Alan
Saleyards Karen/AChair), Ingrid, Virginia

New -'report back in February

Breeding Virginia (Chair), Katie M, Karen, Katie B
Wildlife Scobie (Chair), Penny, Alan, Sue
Shelter Barbara (Chair), Katie B, Ingrid
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General Meeting o
O

12 February 2014 AD
9:30 am - 4:00 pm v.

Pastoral House, 25 The Ter;

Wellington <(
NI
MINUTES

Rooms 7.3and 7.4 §_§

Collins, Penny Fisher, Katie Milne, Barbara Ni s, David Scobie, Alan Sharr, Virginia Williams.

N
Committee members: John Hellstrém (Cha@g‘ghillips, Kathryn Bicknell, Sue Brown, Ingrid

In attendance: *°®® ( Manage@imal Welfare Standards), **@® (Technical Adviser,
Animal Welfare Standards),**®® ior Adviser, Animal Welfare Standards), > ®®
(Manager, Animal Welfare Policy),’ (Policy Analyst, Animal Welfare Policy), *@®

,and®°®@ (Secr%a\

Apologies:
Katie Milne had a Federate ers meeting on the same day so arrived at 11:05am.

Welcome: §

Professor @@
NAWAC processes:

was welcomed to the meeting in order to observe and comment on

Any Other B@s Part One (Public Excluded Agenda)

Any Othereﬁainess Part Two (Open to the Public)

v
%&
%
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PART ONE

(PUBLIC EXCLUDED AGENDA)

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987

There being no other introductory items of business, it was moved (J Hellstrom /| Collins):

That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, namely:

Cl
C2
C3.
C4.

C5.

C6.

CT.

C8.
Co.
C 10.

Confirmation of previous minutes

Status of actions arising from previous meetings

Codes of Welfare update

Systems review subcommittee update

Subcommittee update
- Wildlife
- Shelter
- Breeding

Companion animals in temporary housingupdate

(J Hellstrom)
(3.Hellstrom)

- )
(A Sharr)

(P Fisher)
(B Nicholas)
(V Williams)

(K Bicknell)

Animals in public display, exhibition apthentertainment discussion  (J Hellstrom)

document

Work plan for 2014

Animal Welfare AmendmentBill and Strategy update

MPI update

(J Hellstrom /5 7@

(S 9(2)(a) )

(S 9(2)(a) )

THE GENERAL SUBJECT OFEACH MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED WHILE THE PUBLIC IS EXCLUDED,
THE REASON FOR PASSING THIS RESOLUTION IN RELATION TO EACH MATTER, AND THE SPECIFIC
GROUNDS UNDER SECTION48(1) OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT OFFICIAL INFORMATION AND
MEETINGS ACT 1987 ®OR THE PASSING OF THIS RESOLUTION ARE AS FOLLOWS:

General subjectofieach matter to be

gonsidered

Reason for passing this
resolution in relation to each

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the
passing of this resolution

matter
CL Confirmation of previous To protect the privacy of natural That the public conduct of the relevant
minutes persons. part of the proceedings of the meeting
would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
withholding would exist under section
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act
1982 (OIA).
C2. Status of actions arising from As above. As above.
previous meetings
-2
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General subject of each matter to be

Reason for passing this

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the

considered resolution in relation to each passing of this resolution
matter
&
oV
C3. Codes of Welfare update To maintain the effective conduct | That the public conduct of the rg
of public affairs through the part of the proceedings of th g
protection of Ministers, members | would be likely to result in thib’wplosure
of organisations, officers and of information for which @;reason for
employees from improper withholding would existunder section
pressure or harassment. 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. tb
C4. Systems review subcommittee | As above. As above. Y"
update
Ch Subcommittees update As above. As above. (_$
C6. Companion animals in As above. As aboye "
temporary housing update K
C7T. Animals in public display, As above. As
exhibition and entertainment
discussion document
C8 Work plan for 2014 As above. -above.
£
C8 Animal Welfare Amendment Bill | To maintain the constitutional \._J| That the public conduct of the relevant
and Strategy update conventions for the time b part of the proceedings of the meeting
which protect the confidt ity’of | would be likely to result in the disclosure
advice tendered by Min of of information for which good reason for
the Crown and officials. withholding would exist under section
h\~/ 9(2)(f)(iv) of the OIA.
C9. MPI Update As above. ('\‘ As above.
A

| also move that:
$9(2)(@)

Q\V
o

«
N
o

be permitted to remain
of meeting procedure

information to assis@ ommittee in its deliberations.

The motion w@ carried.

Q/
Q>/
%

meeting after the public has been excluded, because of their knowledge
e subject matter under discussion. This knowledge is relevant background
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CL Confirmation of previous minutes

The draft minutes of the NAWAC general meeting on 11 November 2013 were reviewed and accepted
with no amendments.

Moved (A Sharr /| Collins)

That the draft minutes of the NAWAC general meeting held on 11 November 2013 be adoptgd as a true
and accurate record of that meeting.

The motion was put: carried.
C2 Status of actions arising from previous meetings

Actions from previous meetings were reviewed (refer to paper 02/14) and it was‘agreed to complete
pending actions where possible, with the following exceptions:

Remove items 2, 3a, 4, 6, 7b, 8, 9, 10 and 12, noting that they arg:eomplete;

Remove item 4b, as advice on these captive animals is probably~aot needed for now;

ltem 7c is to be dealt with later in the meeting and then remaved;
Remove item 11b. K Phillips has spoken to her contact and they want a more detailed brief.
This may come later in 2014 as the wildlife subcomnitige begins work on the best practice
guidelines, and he could be invited then.

It was noted that the need for the workshop mentioned in item 3b, and the formal liaison with GRNZ in
item 5, will be clarified once the ‘entertainment’ subcommittee releases their discussion document. J
Hellstrom has also been invited to a meeting by NZ Racing Board on 19 March 2014.

It was agreed that staff from MPI compliance should.be invited to the next meeting in May.

C3. Work Programme update

e addressed the work programmé Gpdate as in NAWAC 06/14.

The title change, from ‘codes of welfar€*update’ to ‘work programme update’ was explained. Since
NAWAC has expanded its work beyond codes, it makes more sense to refer to a work programme
rather than a code of welfare pragramme.

Systems Review — The subéommittee were keen to have a meeting but the work program needed
further discussion at this snegting and then the subcommittee will meet to progress it.

Dairy Cattle Housing —“{“M explained the progress on the summary of submissions. There were
444 individual submissions on the amendment to the Dairy Cattle Code of Welfare, along with 2,453
standard letters from the Green Party website and 100 signatures on a petition circulated by F*®®

from the Manawatu. The vast majority of individual submissions were against indoor dairy
housing as a.fetm’of ‘factory farming’. Many called for a time limit on how long cows can be housed due
to concerns-gver poor welfare. Fears around maintaining food safety and ‘brand New Zealand’ were
also raised/Industry stakeholders were mostly positive towards the amendment with no major
alteration's,Suggested.

B f Ssummarised her work with the off-paddock steering group and explained that she will act on
NAWAC's behalf and feed information back to the subcommittee. The group tends to focus on
environment and building structure rather than welfare, which is unfortunate. There have been some
welfare issues raised e.g. tail docking.
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Action: J Hellstrom to write to DairyNZ expressing NAWAC's concern around the continued prevalence
of tail docking

Action: Secretariat to gather data on what this prevalence actually is — it should be less than 1% but
may be as high as 30% of cattle with docked tails in some areas

Action: Secretariat to obtain an invitation for J Hellstrdm to one or more of the off-paddock steering
group meetings where they are discussing the issue

Action: Systems review subcommittee to consider changing the process around receiving'submissions
and gathering information. Public submissions are gradually getting more inflammatory and'less
substantive

Horses and Donkeys — The peer review of the final draft has been received. Thexe are some really good
suggestions and the reviewer was complimentary. **®  is on track to get tfie tode to the Minister
later this month.

Animals in Public Display, Exhibition and Entertainment — Discussed intitem C7.

Temporary Housing of Companion Animals — Discussed in item C6-

Saleyards - Discussed in item C5.

K Phillips suggested a meeting with the industry and asked fora list of people to talk to, as it could be
done locally to the members of the subcommittee rather tharyin Wellington (however it was noted that
these meetings must be documented, even if that it's only"a few paragraphs and email). The MPI
Safeguarding programme could be contacted to provide«a list as they have been working on a signage
project for saleyards.

Surgical and Painful Procedures — It was notedhat the Minster recently took an interest in mulesing.
This workstream will be discussed in terms/0f«egulation (see item C9).

Wild Animals — The glueboard traps re¥iew,is just about finished at Landcare Research and that will
inform the subcommittee about the altgrqatives to glueboards. Some stakeholders are pushing back at
losing them. **®® explained thathére will be a workshop in late March between representatives from
Fonterra, DOC, Air New Zealand, " , Penny Fisher, MPI, Pest Management Association and
others that will discuss the isstg-

Ministerial exemptions may+g+a possibility and some industry groups are happy to pursue this option
and still see the traps takenoff shelves for household use. It does look like in some situations there will
be no other option thafigranting an exemption.**®®  noted that she will need to test that the
exemption process will work under the regulations and will discuss this further with MPI and NAWAC.
Other options apartfrom providing exemptions are to not go ahead with the regulation or to amend the
regulation, butit jswiot anticipated that these will be recommended by MPI.

P Fisher suggested that she could draft a document (even a bulleted framework) describing what kind of
situations\would need to be covered under best practice guidelines for hunting. Definitions of different
practiees’would be particularly helpful. This could then be discussed at May meeting.

Shelterfor Farm Animals — Discussed in item Cb.

Breeding - Discussed in item C5.

s 9(2)(a)

Action: | Safeguarding to provide the saleyards subcommittee with a contact list
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C4. Systems review subcommittee update

A Sharr provided a brief update according to the work programme update above. The subcommittee
hasn’'t met but is keen to progress the work that will be raised in item C8.

C5.  Subcommittee update

Wildlife

There was already a wildlife update in item C3. The subcommittee haven’t met yet. P Fisher and **®

will update the work programme according to the issues discussed earlier.
Action: P Fisher /*®® " to circulate the wildlife work programme with milestones
Shelter

The proposed work programme, in paper NAWAC 12/14, was developed byseémail correspondence and
by phone conversations. It was noted that the paper did take into account tfie work already being done
by MPI's Safeguarding or Animals, Safeguarding our Reputation progfamme. Having reviewed this
other work, the subcommittee will decide to either join the existingwarkstream and work to accelerate it
or start new work that aligns with those goals and report on it directly.to the Minister.

There has also been a review of the information that the codes-already have on shade and shelter — but
this still doesn’t provide an integrated picture of what's happening on farm.

It was explained that Safeguarding is about to commissign-a review of the literature, and the
subcommittee has decided to request that they help-with'and have access to this document, as it will
meet both MPI's and NAWAC's needs. It is expected.io be finished in October/November. The working
group will then get together to review it along withywhat they know independently, identify any gaps, and
give advice to the Minister. Safeguarding is aopen to working with NAWAC.

It was noted that there is also work going onat local government level including tree planting and
resource management rules. This is an0ther group to engage with. Some universities, e.g. Lincoln, are
doing work on alternative species to_use.on farm for shelter that works around irrigation.

Action: Assign a representative from'the NAWAC subcommittee to join the Safeguarding group
Breeding
The record of the groups™irst teleconference in 13/14 was taken as read.

The main issues arqund animal breeding were divided into 3 areas:

o Hereditapydiseases and inherited defects — mostly companion animals
o Breeding for'production over health and welfare — mostly farm animals
o Overhreeding — unintentional (accidental pregnancies) and intentional (e.g. racing industry)

The subgommittee also had a look through the codes for any existing information related to breeding.
The onlysminimum standard was in the dog code, Minimum Standard No. 7: “Breeders must make all
redsondble efforts to ensure that the genetic make-up of both sire and dam will not result in an increase
inythe’frequency or severity of known inherited disorders”. The sheep and beef code has a nice
paragraph about breeding as well.
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Therefore, there is the potential for breeding to be covered in the codes, but it is an issue that is very
hard to police. The subcommittee is leaning towards not putting breeding into a series of minimum
standards. Instead, education will be important.

J Hellstrom stated that there is a real opportunity to provide NAWAC's fist expert opinion technical paper
to the Minister. It would explain that these are ‘sleeper’ issues that affect our reputation and they must
be considered. It would be based on good science and could be split into two parts (one for companion
animals, one for farm animals).

It was agreed that a good place to start would be in talking to people like the Kennel Club ‘erdairy cattle
breeders and ask them questions about the sorts of things they consider when breeding?

S@@ - talked about how the problem with dog breeding was approached in Syeden. They targeted
the judges of shows, and that's where the change began. The subcommittee agreed with this approach
and had discussed it in their teleconference. It was also noted that the NZVA/As doing some work in this
area (e.g. establishing a register of inherited diseases) and the subcommittee.could approach them in
order to work with the judges most effectively. It was suggested that the itteab situation would be that
impaired dogs are stripped of their ribbons, and in fact some shows havestarted doing this sort of thing.

The process along the way to releasing a technical paper will engadge‘stakeholders and hopefully kick-
start some thinking about how they can change before the papef is €ven finalised.

It was suggested that animals being imported could be raised* the paper. Biosecurity doesn't ask
questions about ancestry/breeding as new animals come into the country.

It was also suggested that®*®® . e0uild talk to the subcommittee about poultry

breeding, as his earlier talk to NAWAC was enlighténing'for then members.

Action: Breeding subcommittee to develop a timeline with milestones for the next meeting
Cé. Companion animals in temporafyhousing update

The draft code, document NAWAC 09/44/; was taken as read.

The subcommittee had made good. progress, with a meeting at Orana Park in December followed up
with a lot of work by email and phone: The content has been cut down from the code that the New
Zealand Companion Animal Gouneil submitted and it now looks very different. Therefore the idea is to
send this latest version of NZCAC to them for their information.

It was noted that with MRI's\Standards Integration Project, this code will have a change in format and
look’ from previous codes.

Some problems that MPI compliance has been having with Hastings Pound were briefly mentioned. The
inspector was pothappy with their facilities and is working with them to improve (in fact, he was not
impressed by afy/council pounds in the bay area). This pound has used the fact that they are waiting
for the code-ds/an excuse not to change anything. He has let them know that that is not a defence
under the\Animal Welfare Act.

Commupal catteries were questioned. The subcommittee reported that they can work for some cats, but
nat for,0thers — they must be managed properly.
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Amendments to the Code were then suggested:

e Under Minimum Standard 5(b), is there a legal problem here in that the person in charge must
seek veterinary attention (i.e. the person who drops an injured animal off is ‘in charge’, not the
facility)? It was explained that it is correct that the owner must seek veterinary attention for @n
injured animal themselves, however, once the animal is in the care of the facility then they are
in charge and whether or not the owner met their obligations beforehand shouldn’t factarin 1o it.

e Minimum Standard 6(b) should say pain or distress, not pain and distress.

e Minimum Standard 15(b) was suggested to be too light. The ‘knowingly’ could be ‘temoved from
the standard (“Animals with potential hereditary problems must not knowingly be/sold or
rehomed without full disclosure to and acceptance by the new owner.”). The word ‘potential’
could also be changed to ‘known’ or ‘at risk of'. It was agreed that the ideakOutcome here is
that, for example, when someone picks up a fox terrier puppy the adopter/seller also hands out
information on known health issues in all fox terriers, rather than only*giving information on a
few specific test results for that animal.

e Minimum Standard 15(g) was questioned. Requiring all animalsgdeaving a pound or animal
welfare centre to be desexed is an SPCA internal rule, but can/it-be legislated? It was
suggested that this could be a recommended best practice”instead. Whether or not this is
workable and necessary should be examined. The othey preblem is that this is not technically
an animal welfare standard — it could be considered aspOpulation control measure, but that only
indirectly applies to the individuals’ welfare.

e The statement that dogs, cats and rabbits are only renomed at 8 weeks should be
recommended best practice rather than a minimgni‘standard (as in species specific codes).

e Any further grammatical or spelling errors shoutd'be sent to**®®  or K Bicknell by 21
February.

Moved: (J Hellstrom / K Bicknell)

That, subject to the amendments agreed atthis meeting, the Companion Animals in Temporary Housing
code of welfare be finalised for public copsultation.

The motion was put: carried.

P@® - \was welcomed to the'Theeting here, at 11:25am, and the Committee moved to item C9.

Co. Animal Welfare,Amendment Bill and Strategy update

2@ gave NAWAE-ah update on the Animal Welfare Amendment Bill. It is currently at select

committee as they workythrough the 1700 submissions. On 10 February, MPI provided them with the
departmental report, which summarises the issues that submitters raised, provides analysis and
recommends appropriate changes to the Bill.

There will b a-session with the select committee tomorrow. Following that, they must report back to
parliamenthy:the end of March (i.e. quite a short timeframe).

P@O S fan through the key issues and what was recommended by MP!. This is confidential to
NAWAC.
2@ then read out some examples of the criteria to determine whether a surgical procedure is
significant (i.e. can only be performed by a veterinarian). The criteria captures a wide scope — it may
even cover practices like bloat-sticking, but the intention is that the Minister can release regulation
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specifying what is or isn't a significant surgical procedure. The regulation may also be as specific as
“You must make sure to do x when you are doing procedure y”. Routine on-farm practices are unlikely
to be picked up in prosecutions. It was noted that the Veterinarian Act does not have rules on what is or
isn’t a veterinarian-only procedure. Therefore the profession relies heavily on the Animal Welfare Actto
establish these guidelines.

Tail docking in sheep and develvetting stags was then raised. This will be dealt with in regulation:
NAWAC/MPI will have to go through each procedure and determine what the rules will be. [t4s
anticipated that deer velveting will get some regulatory backing.

Members asked whether the Bill will pass before the 2014 elections and how quickly MP{will engage
with NAWAC on regulation afterwards.**®®  explained that it depends on whethéran early election
is called and how much cross-party support the Bill maintains in the house. In tegms,0f MPI engaging
with NAWAC, work will begin before the Bill is in place. There’s a lot of lead-in workto do.

There was some discussion on whether the regulations for significant surgicalprocedures would be
written all at once or released in groups. Since it's such a process, it wouldhbe better to start with
comprehensive regulations (while always acknowledging that they may.nged to change). In the long run
it's more efficient to do it all at once.

The wildlife subcommittee questioned how the generally acceptéd practice guidelines for hunting would
work. It was explained that NAWAC would most likely issue a guidelines document which is not directly
related to obligations in the Act. Before they are in place, guidance can be provided by support groups
(e.g. Fish and Game).

Transitions and exemptions were then discussed. What'about things that don’t suit a timeframe or have
no clear end point, e.g. glueboards and farrowing cfates? NAWAC and MPI will have to determine is the
time that is reasonably necessary for the industry te.develop their own alternative. For example, the
regulations could set a requirement for farrowing<rates to be phased out and give the industry time to
figure something out. At the end of the periodyf the industry failed, the Government would have the
ability to create a new set of regulations. This $tarts to put some strong incentives on the industry — they
can't rely on the second set of regulations to be approved.

The New Zealand Animal Welfare Strategy was touched on: there hasn't been a lot of work at the start
of the year but it is continuing. The main aim at the moment is for the Ministry itself to be better
connected across the Branchesand develop an operating model.

At this point J Hellstrom thahked™*®®  for his time and the Committee moved to item C7.
CT. Animals in public’display, exhibition and entertainment discussion document

J Hellstrom summarised the subcommittee’s approach (detailed in NAWAC 16/14) and comments on
the draft discussforidocument 10/14 were invited.

It was questieried whether the specific example regulation of banning African elephants or polar bears,
listed as number 2 on page 3, would detract from the rest of the document by being too controversial.
Could the'examples be more general?

It was.then suggested that the concept of regulations be de-emphasised throughout the document as
stakeholder groups may not be familiar with the passage of the Bill in the first place. However, some
members thought that the industry needs to be aware that very specific regulations could be released.
The idea of the document is to make groups aware that “this could happen to you”. Example regulations

83



should be listed, as it would be unfair to state that there will be regulation and then fail to give an idea of
what it could look like.

It was agreed that sections specific to the entertainment industry (e.g. visitor interaction) be moved to
the front of the document, while more general sections that are also covered in other codes (e.g.
feeding) be moved to the back.

The document should still be structured to promote the 5 physical, health and behavioural needs, but it
must be noted that this code is very much focused on the mental domain and opportunity to express
normal behaviour.

Visitor **®@  raided the issue of whale/seal/penguin watching as part of New Zedtand's tourist
attractions. Technically this involves an entry fee, but are the animals being useg®ltwas noted that it
could be said that the visitors are paying a fee to use the boat or car, as seeing.the.animals is not
guaranteed. The animals are not in a nature park. Also, the Department of Conservation is in charge of
monitoring these types of activities, but of course they are administering the-€anservation Act not the
Animal Welfare Act. The Marine Mammals Act deals with whale watchingin.a way that improves their
welfare but not penguins or other animals.

At the moment, the draft does not cover free-ranging species in naturg parks, conservation areas and
mainland islands. Therefore, could this issue be covered by thevilddnimals’ code or guidelines?;

explained that in Sweden, it was generally accepted thatthese animals have fallen through the
cracks and were not covered in full by any legislation.

It was agreed to amend question 2, “Do you consider the Seope appropriate?” by adding the question
“Should there be other animal uses considered?”

The committee agreed that changes will be madeas-discussed and the document will then be used as
a resource to consult with stakeholder groups, ftavas expected that the process would take at least 6
months.

Action: J Hellstrdm to amend the discussion document according to the above discussion

C8. Work plan for 2014
PR introduced the Committeé to document 07/14, the suggested work programme process that
will apply to both codes of welfare"and strategic issues.

NAWAC agreed that it waS ery useful to see everything set out in clear steps.

It was noted that it shquid be clear that the milestones are flexible and open. For example, a
subcommittee doeswaotneed to meet every step (but ideally would document why they decided not to).

In terms of time limits, it was agreed that every subcommittee should try and report back on each
milestone in gither the times as outlined in the work programme, or an agreed timetable put forward by
each new subicommittee at the start of their work. While the time may be variable depending on the
outcome (€79 an advice paper could take less than one year, while a code with consultation would take
longen),the'main thing is that each subcommittee is held to time-bound milestones of some kind so that
the work-doesn’t blow out to take years and years.

[twas agreed that 07/14 will be the basis of every workstream’s approach, subject to small changes as
discussed above.
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NAWAC also had the opportunity to state whether they would like to be on different subcommittees, and
it was agreed that members should work with each other... Members are also welcomed to ask for
information from other groups if they are interested in their work.

It was noted that the concept of subcommittees as a whole may change - there didn't used to be any;
rather NAWAC had two-day meetings each quarter. The systems review subcommittee will discuss
options around subcommittees.

It was explained that the painful husbandry procedures group are a kind of placeholder fopthe
regulatory workstream, as surgical procedures may be the first group of regulations to be teveloped. J
Hellstrom asked to join this subcommittee when it begins.

The Committee then discussed the priorities for 2014. The crux of the issue was thatthe 3 new
workstreams (breeding, shelter and wildlife) are additional to the already existingauork programme. This
is on top of an already extensive workload that in reality will not all fit in one y&ar. Priorities will have to
be set so that the secretariat can know what resources to provide through the.year.

Some major groups were identified:

Top priorities

e Systems review
e Painful husbandry procedures / Surgical regulations
e Dairy housing

Ongoing strategic issues

e Breeding
o Wildlife
e Shade and shelter

Nearly completed

e Rodeos
e Horses and donkeys

Companion animals in temporaryAqusing and animals in public display, exhibition and entertainment
were therefore not identified as,top priorities, but it was agreed that it would be a shame to drop them
now. ‘Animals in entertainmesitS also an issue raised by the Minister, so it was noted that it can't be
dropped until NAWAC has pravided the advice he has requested on greyhounds. Saleyards was also a
priority before and is ong@ing)— it represents a gap in the livestock chain of supply that has not been
adequately covered. So there are 3 extra workstreams that need fit in somehow.

It was suggested thattemporary housing could be put out for consultation early in the year so that it can
be seen to be progressing. Whether there will be the resource to summarise the submissions is another
matter that casf be'dealt with later. If needed, that stage can be pushed back. While there was some
discussion gn Whether to just drop it for now (the work is a sunk cost, and the code is not a priority in
terms of number of animals affected or severity of violations) it was eventually agreed that this would be
the approach.

Therewas no further agreement on what issues could be dropped.

Neting that:

e MPI can contract in extra staff if needed,;
e The saleyards and breeding work would be led by the subcommittees for now;
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e The shelter workstream will largely be driven by Safeguarding;

e The regulation workstream will not begin until June;

o Wildlife must deal with glueboard traps as that is on a deadline, but otherwise it's not the end of
the world if their work is delayed until 2015; and

e MPI and NAWAC must leave some breathing room to deal with Minister issues and concer{is

$9(2)()

It was agreed that no workstream would drop off the work plan totally, but would write up

the year's workplan with the top priorities in mind and keep it flexible.
C10. MPlupdate

The Committee gratefully received the MPI update (NAWAC 08/14).

P@@ " added one item: MPI recently met with MFAT about the seal ruling from WTQ~A WTO dispute
settlement panel in November upheld the European Union’s ban on imported seakproducts, and its
decision in part cited “public moral concerns” for animal welfare. This has efféctively set a precedent for
ending trade based on animal welfare concerns. The decision is being app€&aled by Canada and
Norway. New Zealand is watching the situation very closely.

The MPI staff realignment was also discussed. The Committee was reassured that it is not a downsizing
or a major restructure, but the details of how the secretariat woulde-affected were not available yet.
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PART TWO
(OPEN TO THE PUBLIC)

STRATEGY AND PLANNING

02. Mini-tutorial —**®®
P@@ - gave a presentation to NAWAC on the intersection of animal welfare policy and séfence and
the different stages countries tend to go through as they develop policies to promote higher farm animal
welfare. The full PowerPoint is available on request from *®®

03 Results of 2013 review of committee performance

The results of the review of the committee’s performance in 2013 were summarised: There were many
responses that stated that NAWAC should be more strategic, and it was agreed,that the systems review
subcommittee will help with considering this further.

01 Election of Deputy Chair

The Animal Welfare Act 1999 (section 67 and Schedule 1, clause 8(1)) requires the committee to elect
one of its members as its deputy chairperson at its first meetingfeach year.

Moved (J Hellstrom / V Williams):

That K Phillips be elected deputy chairperson of the committ€e for 2014, pursuant to the Animal Welfare
Act 1999 (section 67 and Schedule 1, clause 3)).

The motion was put: carried.
04, Contribution for Welfare Pulse

Members suggested items as follows, due X5 April for publication in the 1 June issue:

e Documents that are being writteénudp for shelter, wildlife and breeding may be potential sources
for a story. For example, 2/patagraphs from each chair could be combined into one piece.
PR has also asked **®®  to contribute.

e A photo of the committeg-could be taken at the next meeting and included.

The distribution of the magazine’was discussed. It was also noted that the ‘fate’ of Welfare Pulse is tied
to the progress with the impleémentation of the New Zealand Animal Welfare Strategy.

Action: 7®@  to circulate Welfare Pulse distribution numbers

05. Identifyingyanimal welfare issues

The killing of-bébiy calves with blunt force was raised. Is it widespread in New Zealand? **®®
explained that MPI does not know exactly. The only figure MPI has is that 1.7m were killed at slaughter
plants in 2013. The rest were raised for meat, killed on farm, or kept as replacements, but there is no
way to-séparate the categories.

Indight of the euthanasia of Marius the giraffe in Copenhagen, it was asked whether the practice of
culling animals that don't fit a zoo’s breeding programme is normal in New Zealand. The entertainment
stbcommittee stated that it is practiced among ZAA members in Australasia.

Action -**@® {0 circulate minutes from the latest ‘animals in entertainment’ subcommittee meeting
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OTHER REPORTS AND DISCUSSION
0 6. Discussion of information circulated by MPI
The Committee noted that it appreciated the information that had been circulated.

In terms of 2014 meeting dates, K Milne stated that she has a clash in August.

s 9(2)(a)

Action - to check whether the August meeting can be moved forward one week

07. NAWAC correspondence

The Government Administration Committee gave NAWAC 3 recommendation on greyhounds:

e consider developing standards for the use of animals, particularly greyhounds, in racing

e consider developing guidelines on the breeding of greyhounds

e  consider reviewing the Animal Welfare (Dogs) Code of Welfare 2810y with a view to specifying
the circumstances in which dogs can be euthanased

The Government has responded and NAWAC's work on greyound wélfake is ongoing from the Minister's
previous request.

The NZVA response on over-treatment of companion animals was, questioned. It was thought that
NAWAC should explore whether NZVA is still taking animal Welfare seriously.

08. Committee members’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at conferences

There being no further items of business to discussqthe«Chair thanked the committee members for their
attendance and declared the meeting closed at 3:50pm.
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Committee members: John Hellstrém Chaé’en Phillips, Kathryn Bicknell, Sue Brown, Ingrid
Collins, Penny Fisher, Katie Milne, David Alan Sharr, Virginia Williams.

In attendance: **®® (Ma Animal Welfare Standards),**®® (Technical Adviser,
Animal Welfare Standards), **®® nior Adviser, Animal Welfare Standards), **®® (Policy
Analyst, Animal Welfare Policy), K (Secretary), **®@ (DG SANCO, EU
Commission).

Fed (Manager, Plan@ntelligence, Compliance Branch), and **®® (Chief
Inspector, Wellington SP@ ere in attendance for item O2.

Apologies: Barbara las was unable to attend due to other work commitments.

Katie Milne put @ologies as she had to leave early (2:45pm).

Welcome: welcomed the Committee to Wellington SPCA’s new home.

John om welcomed **®®  from the EU Commission, who was there to observe NAWAC's
proce part of her secondment to the Ministry for Primary Industries.

ther Business Part One (Public Excluded Agenda)

Any Other Business Part Two (Open to the Public): 8 informed the Committee that she
would be leaving MPI at the end of July.

89



PART ONE

(PUBLIC EXCLUDED AGENDA)

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 198+

There being no other introductory items of business, it was moved (J Hellstrom / VA¥ifliams):

That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this,meeting, namely:

ClL Confirmation of previous minutes

C2 Status of actions arising from previous meetings

C3. Work programme update

C4 Systems review subcommittee update

- Website
- Annual report

C5. Dairy subcommittee update

Cé. Animal Welfare Amendment Bill and Strategy update

CT7. MPI update

(J Hellstrom)
(J Hellstrém)

(S 9(2)(a) )

(A Sharr)

(J Hellstrém)

(S 9(2)(a) )

(S 9(2)(a) )

THE GENERAL SUBJECT OF EACH MATJER TO BE CONSIDERED WHILE THE PUBLIC IS EXCLUDED,
THE REASON FOR PASSING THIS RESOLUTION IN RELATION TO EACH MATTER, AND THE SPECIFIC
GROUNDS UNDER SECTION 48(1),0F THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT OFFICIAL INFORMATION AND
MEETINGS ACT 1987 FOR THE PASSING OF THIS RESOLUTION ARE AS FOLLOWS:

General subject of each mattey, tovbe
considered

Reason for passing this
resolution in relation to each
matter

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the
passing of this resolution

Cl Confirmatiorief previous
minutes

To protect the privacy of natural
persons.

That the public conduct of the relevant
part of the proceedings of the meeting
would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
withholding would exist under section
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act
1982 (OIA).

Cc2. Status of actions arising from
previous meetings

As above.

As above.

C3 Codes of Welfare update

To maintain the effective conduct
of public affairs through the
protection of Ministers, members
of organisations, officers and

That the public conduct of the relevant
part of the proceedings of the meeting
would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
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General subject of each matter to be

Reason for passing this

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the

considered resolution in relation to each passing of this resolution
matter
D
employees from improper withholding would exist under sezQ‘n)V
pressure or harassment. 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. o\
Cc4 Systems review subcommittee | As above. As above. '\'J
update
(03 Dairy subcommittee update As above. As above. &
A}
Cé. Animal Welfare Amendment Bill | To maintain the constitutional That the public conductefthe relevant
and Strategy update conventions for the time being part of the proceet%‘of the meeting
which protect the confidentiality of | would be likely sult in the disclosure
advice tendered by Ministers of of informatioj %ich good reason for
the Crown and officials. withholding @ exist under section
9(2)(!)% of e OIA.
C7T. MPI Update As above.

| also move that:
59(2)(a)

be permitted to remain at this meeting after the
of meeting procedure and the subject matter
information to assist the committee in its deli

The motion was put: carried.

Qéz’
S
X

ations.

As @/&\
§\‘

as been excluded, because of their knowledge
r discussion. This knowledge is relevant background
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ClL Confirmation of previous minutes

The draft minutes of the NAWAC general and strategy meeting on 12 February 2014 were reviewed and
accepted with the following amendments:

e One typographical error was corrected
Moved (I Collins / S Brown)

That the draft minutes of the NAWAC general and strategy meeting held on 12 February 2014 be
adopted as a true and accurate record of that meeting.

The motion was put: carried.

C2 Status of actions arising from previous meetings

Actions from previous meetings were reviewed (refer to paper 23/14)and it was agreed to complete
pending actions where possible, with the following exceptions:

e Action 1: the glueboards workshop has been held, this.will be discussed in item C3.

o Action 2: the animals in entertainment subcommittee have begun contacting stakeholders.
This will be discussed in item C3.

Action 3: J Hellstrom held a meeting with NZGRA in March and will discuss this in item C3.
Action 4: Systems review subcommittée has completed the prioritisation framework and
will report in item C4.

Action 5b: Complete

Action 13: Complete
Action 6: J Hellstrom wanted more information on dairy tail docking before drafting the
letter to industry on NAWAGC!s,concern over the continued presence of tail docking.

P confirmed that a workihg‘group has been formed between MPI and the dairy sector to

address continued short tail docking in breach of the code of welfare for painful husbandry procedures.
She outlined work by MPI's Vefifieation Services to collect statistics on dairy tail docking, and the
Verification Services programme to escalate cases to MPI Compliance if they could not be dealt with by
educating the farmer involved-*There had also been recent MPI prosecutions for dairy tail breaking and
docking.

The dairy sector has-agreed that it needs to better support compliance by farmers. It is collecting data
on tail docking, educating farmers about requirements and encouraging trimming of the switch rather
than tail docking,

It was agreed.that a letter should still be sent to DairyNZ and Fonterra.

Actionsd Hellstrom to send a letter to DairyNZ and Fonterra stating that NAWAC acknowledges that

thereshas been work in the area and they support this approach - but is still concerned that tail-docking
shatla have stopped by now.
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C3. Work programme update

e addressed the work programme update as in NAWAC 24/14.

Systems Review — Addressed in item C4.

Dairy Cattle Amendment — Addressed in item C5.

Rodeos — The subcommittee is finalising the code in response to the last comments from MP1 Policy
and Legal. Following this it will be sent back to the Minister with an accompanying briefing.

Horses and Donkeys — The subcommittee was congratulated as this code has bgen,recommended to
the Minister.

Animals in Public Display, Exhibition and Entertainment — The AmendmentBill. which removes the 10-
year review period for the zoos and circuses codes, may not be through irtime for this code to be
released. MPI has drafted an Order in Council to extend the life of the.current codes until either the Bill
is passed or the review is complete. NAWAC agreed that the Order inCouncil should be progressed. It
Is not anticipated that the stakeholders will have a problem with the extension.

J Hellstrém stated that he will meet with the New Zealand Kennel'€lub (NZKC) in about a month as it is
concerned about the code.

V Williams mentioned she had been interviewed aboutthe'NZKC. NZKC has hired someone
independent to help them improve their public imagesIhe central body is aware of problems in this
area, and there seems to be some division within the cfub on welfare/breed/agility standards.

Greyhound Racing New Zealand is also awarg that NAWAC is working on this code. The Committee
noted the huge effort that the industry has beéed making.**®® | their animal welfare officer, has
done a lot of work on developing a code for the industry. This may include things like surplus breeding,
microchipping and tracking all dogs as well as improving tracks. Enforcement will lie with GRNZ - fines
will be up to $10,000 or expulsion from the’racing body, meaning the dogs can no longer race. A new
facility in Levin will take over the respdnsibility to re-home retired dogs (up to 400 per year). @@

has also written an article for Welfare,Pulse.

The ability of any data that is-coflected by GRNZ to be audited was questioned. It was thought that V
Williams or J Hellstrém mayfina out about this possibility at the next AWBCC meeting.

Action: The animals ingubliC display, exhibition and entertainment subcommittee to check up on how
the greyhound animal'welfare programme is progressing in August 2015.

Temporary Housingyof Companion Animals ~The Committee had resolved at its last meeting to release
this draft code’for consultation. It is now to be released in June.

Action: J Hellstrém to inform the Minister

Saleyards#~ K Phillips explained that the subcommittee was beginning to think that a full code may not
be stecessary for saleyards. Ultimately, the problems come back to who holds responsibility at different
pats of the chain and who is policing it. The Act itself already states that stock must be fit for sale.

Itwas noted that any document, including a guideline, would require collaboration with the industry.
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Action: Saleyards subcommittee to draft an issues paper to get all the problems on paper and help
figure out the best way to tackle them

Surgical and Painful Procedures — The subcommittee is waiting for the Amendment Bill to pass to begin
work on possible regulations.

Wild Animals — The glueboards workshop was held on 28 March and **®®  will circulate a sumimary of

the meeting. P Fisher noted she has some NAWAC recommendations that MPI supports and that will go
in a MPI briefing to the Minister.

s 9(2)(a)

Action: to circulate paper on the glueboards workshop

The workshop was slightly adversarial at first but eventually solutions were found.-[he stakeholders
being faced with the imminent ban on glueboard traps (from 2015) included service providers (e.g.
Rentokil), manufacturers, importers, the pest management industry and some.businesses (e.g. Fonterra
and Air New Zealand). MPI, NAWAC, the Department of Conservation andithe SPCA were represented
too. The purpose of the meeting was to air and share, to come together towards Ministerial approval for
exemptions, and to discuss alternatives for replacing glueboard traps.

P Fisher explained that this issue with phasing out glueboard trapsg{and industry believing there are no
alternatives) has been going on for decades, and although the industry can name some situations
where glueboards are the only solution, they are still not takingsesponsibility for moving on and finding
solutions. They don't appear to want to hear about how sucegssful bans have been in other countries.
Ultimately it might be up to NAWAC to continue pushing for altérnatives.

NAWAC agreed that they are supportive of the exemptions but only if gaining one is not easy and they
are time-limited. Some strict conditions could be applied™- e.g. reporting on how many are used, how
the animals are euthanised, and how often they are.checked.

It was pointed out that a business would need.t6 consider their own reputational risk in continuing to use
glueboard traps under a Ministerial Approval when it is clear that glueboard traps are inhumane.

It was also thought that a transitional pegog recommended by NAWAC but then not carried out
completely because of widely available @xemptions would not look good for all the other transitions that
the Committee works on.

It was pointed out that even with’exemptions, the prohibition would get the traps out of $2 shops, fewer
animals will be trapped, and.stringent checking policies can be applied via exemptions. It would still,
overall, be positive.

NAWAC agreed that theit, advice to the Minister would be to acknowledge that MPI is working with the
industry, but the Comuittee’s advice remains the same as previously: glueboard traps are inhumane
and should be disCantinued, and to note that the credibility of NAWAC's transition processes may be at
stake.

Action: J Hellstrom to write a letter to the Minister on glueboard traps and exemptions

The subcommittee has contacted the National Pest Control Agencies, which writes guidelines for pest
management including humane best practice, to see whether it is interested in working together on the
reviéw of NAWAC's trap-testing guideline and on developing humane best practice principles in hunting
and-Killing.

Shelter for Farm Animals — The internal MPI working group will hold a meeting on scope on 20 May.
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It was explained that some groups are looking at bamboo-type plants for shelter. They grow so fast that
irrigators can just drive straight over the shelter belt — they recover quickly in order to provide continual
shelter.

It was noted that although the industry may come up with guidelines (and NAWAC is aware that ECAN
is working on something, while other groups are active) they should be backed by a strong NAWAC
position. This position should also point out that there are strong economic benefits to good shelter for
production animals.

Breeding — A timeline and workplan is in place and potential stakeholders have been identified. One
literature review has been completed (NAWAC 31/14) which could be the basis for a disgussion
document. The subcommittee will organise another meeting before the August NAWAE, meeting to
figure out the next steps.

At the moment, companion animals are front and centre in the document, butit was noted that the
principles of the literature review apply to all selectively bred animals.

C4  Systems review subcommittee update

A Sharr summarised the subcommittee’s work since the last quarteflyymeeting. There have been two
subcommittee meetings with one more scheduled for the 18 June, Minutes were circulated to the wider
committee after both meetings.

The committee discussed the proposed new NAWAC Guideline 12 and prioritisation in general.
Website

It was suggested that the NAWAC website could have/more information (in the interest of the
Committee’s transparency) and could stand to logk more modern.

V Williams explained that the NAEAC websiteys a standing agenda item for that committee - e.g.
making sure links are up to date, or informing-MPI of any changes needed.

It was agreed that while some more_exeifing content (like pictures) would be welcomed, the most
important thing is that it is up to date and correct. J Hellstrom asked again for a ‘biography’ paragraph
from each member, emphasising that'it is very important to keep everyone’s information accurate and
up to date as NAWAC is undet.gonstant scrutiny.

Action: All committee members'to send a short paragraph to NAWAC secretary on their expertise and
qualifications that enable.them to serve on the Committee.

New additions to the.website were discussed.
The publically available work programme [NAWAC 30/14] was approved for publishing on the web.

One update.was requested: that the saleyards section be updated to say that the subcommittee will
consider issu€s around saleyards, not draft a code of welfare.

Action: NAWAC work programme [NAWAC 30/14] to be published online as soon as possible.
Guideline 12

Two amendments were suggested: that a sentence be added on sudden media priorities or substantial
animal welfare compromise; and that a diagram be added as an example.
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It was suggested that the subcommittee review all the NAWAC guidelines as they may need to be re-
ordered. The information is quite up to date but the guideline topics are a bit jumbled up.

Action: Systems review subcommittee to consider re-ordering or numbering the NAWAC guidelines
Moved (V Williams / K Phillips)

That, subject to the above changes, NAWAC adopts Guideline 12 (Prioritisation Framework),as a
NAWAC guideline and it is published online.

The motion was put: carried.

The Web Integration Project that MPI is currently undertaking was mentioned. Sinee NAWAC's pages
are hosted on MPI's website, the NAWAC sites ‘look’ will change when the new_SiteAs launched (MPI is
aiming for the end of 2014).

Annual report

It was agreed that the subcommittee should spend time on the style ¢fthe annual report for the future.
More photos could be added, as well as the member biographies.

The subcommittee should decide whether hard copies are needged.at all.

PR reminded the Committee that according to the Act; the annual report is only supposed to

serve as a report to the Minister and the Act does not préscribe much about what should be in it.

Action: Systems review subcommittee to discuss the-future and format of the Annual Report and report
back in August.

C5. Dairy subcommittee update

J Hellstrém summarised the recent work from-the dairy subcommittee, specifically on the calf
amendment. It was stated that many sdbmissions have not been too helpful, in that they don’t contain
reasons for their opinions.

It was noted that no matter what, any~amendments released will be controversial. The calf amendment
however should be released béefore calving season. Dairy cattle housing is more difficult and not ready
for release yet, so the amendments will probably be released separately. It was agreed that NAWAC's
advice to the Minister willbesto’release the dairy amendments in two parts.

Further discussion witfRfdustry groups on housing will also be needed. NAWAC's position must be
robust. It was noteckthab DairyNZ is currently working on housing guidelines and are a bit unsure how to
proceed as long asNAWAC hasn't set the minimum standards.

On-farm humane destruction

PO@ " sumpiarised the issues laid out in 27/14, noting the concern from some submitters that NAWAC

was being reactive and not considering the best animal welfare outcomes and the technical issues
around evthanasia.

ltywas noted that NAWAC has considered the on-farm destruction of dairy calves as the result of a
request from the Minister. The Committee recognises that there are welfare risks in using blunt force
trauma in the destruction of calves. NAWAC has therefore prepared advice to the Minister that this
should be minimised and reserved for emergencies. If this amendment passed, welfare should be
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increased as long as operators are correctly trained and guidelines are followed for following up to
ensure death.

It was emphasised that farmers should be trained in whatever method they use. Currently it is proposed
that blunt force can be used only in an emergency situation, but during routine destruction a differeft;
more consistent way that staff have been trained in must be utilised.

The discussion moved to the code structure, which currently separates emergency humanedestruction
vs. humane destruction in any situation. This might not be the most efficient way to get the-information
across. Some codes, e.g. Animal Welfare (Sheep and Beef) Code of Welfare, have a humane
destruction section (i.e. not for use in emergencies) because there is a reasonable amount of homekill
on these farms.

It was noted that the Meat Industry Association (MIA) submitted that all dairy cattle.should be
euthanised in the same way as they are at slaughter plants. The advantage gfthis approach is that it is
consistent. There is however an argument that it is unnecessary to go thatfas.and the disadvantage is
that a blow to the head for calves in an emergency would be singled out frem every other emergency
situation in other animals.

Advice was given that the simplest approach would be to look at célf euthanasia only, as widening the
scope would raise issues of consistency of method with lambs ahgd other animals. It was suggested that
there could be an entire code or guideline about routine euthanasta on farm. However it was proposed
that if this idea was put through the prioritisation matrix (as mGuideline 12) it would probably come out
as a low priority; the reason that calf euthanasia was being considered now is because it is a direct
request from the Minister. It was agreed that the discussionof euthanasia would remain focused on
dairy calves. MIA’s submission can be considered in fatet deliberations on the euthanasia issue.

It was noted that the word used to refer to euthanasia/destruction/humane slaughter should be
consistent through the code. It was agreed that destruction should be the word used. ‘Humane
destruction’ will be used throughout the code,as written in the current draft amendment.

Specific changes:
Minimum Standard 17:

e [twas pointed out that the name ‘calf management’ may not look appropriate when 4/5 of the
minimum standards yefated to killing of calves. Therefore the title ‘calf destruction’ or
‘management of caffdestruction’ or ‘routine destruction of calves’ could be better. It was then
suggested that minimum standard (b) can move up to (a) and the other four are grouped as
their own section=lt was agreed to organise the section in this way. “Calf Management” will
remain as the'title.

e Minimum standard (c) should read differently. It starts off with ‘calves that are killed’ then
switchies tense to ‘must be rendered’ — the first section should be ‘calves to be killed’

e Minimdm standard (f) states that calves must be treated in the same way by the contractors.
This is already a requirement of the Act so it was questioned whether it needed to be spelled ou
in'the minimum standard. It was pointed out that some farmers do leave killing up to
contractors, so this may need to be spelled out. It was suggested that (f) could be moved into
the introduction so that the obligations of farmers and contractors under the Act were clear.

e The Minimum standards should qualify what NAWAC means by ‘rapidly’. Otherwise, a defence
could be used that “it was rapid compared to drowning” but it wasn't objectively rapid at all.
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‘Immediately’ was suggested. It was argued that ‘immediately’ is not in line with the other codes,
and may not be technically possible. However the term ‘immediately insensible’ is used in the
commercial slaughter code. It was agreed that the wording should be in line with the
commercial slaughter code.

Minimum Standard 20:

e The reference to the blink reflex should specify that you should touch the eyeball notjust the
eye.

e The introduction sentence, “If the animal is stunned they must remain...” is also & minimum
standard, so can be removed. Add “until death is confirmed” to the minimum.Standard.

e |s the neck cut description in the 2" to last paragraph descriptive enough?2.A calf has difficult
arteries to reach. It was agreed that a more generic “follow up procedure to ensure death” could
be used.

e Remove “no jugular pulse visible in the neck” as the submitter.DairyNZ thinks it is not clear to
the average operator. However it was considered that this may be fine since it is just one option
put forward among many. It was agreed to remove fit.

e Move absence of corneal reflex to be a sign of death rather than insensibility.

e Change the term ‘rapid’ to ‘immediate’.

e Typos to be sent to* @@

Moved (V Williams / A Sharr)

That, subject to the above changes, NAWAC¥geommends the proposed amendment to the dairy cattle
code of welfare to the Minister for Primary Industries.

The motion was put: carried.

Dairy cattle housing

P@@ introduced the dairyhusing amendment. The main issue was stated to be: should cows be able

to spend their whole livessindoors? It was explained that the general submissions on the amendment
were overwhelmingly against this. Submissions from farmers and industry groups were generally
supportive of dairy housing.

A key point raised in submissions was that grazing is considered to be a behavioural need. Is that
correct? If sodwhen cows eat silage indoors, could that be considered grazing or foraging?

It was explained that there is no definitive proof that lack of grazing of pasture is a stressor for cattle.
However ithas been shown that cows will still spend time on pasture even when their feeding needs
have been’ met. They will choose to access pasture when they can - it has to be very cold for them not
to ghoese to spend time outdoors.

Etrther, it has been shown that cows will work to be outside whether the ground is pasture or something
else. There is plenty of evidence that cows will ‘celebrate’ bring outdoors by kicking their heels up and
having a run around, but they will not graze necessarily; they may still choose to eat indoors. It was
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noted that the UK’s Farm Animal Welfare Committee has stated that ‘foraging behaviour’ is a need, not
necessarily ‘grazing’.

It was noted that there is also an argument that if there is a deficit with the cows’ indoor housing,
providing access to the outdoors provides some relief. But insisting on outdoor grazing could reduce
welfare, by giving metabolic issues to cows that are used to their indoor feed. Also, cows have been
shown to choose to go indoors to rest.

It was agreed that there is no evidence that grazing at pasture is a behavioural need but access to the
outdoors (and open space) might be. In fact there is pretty strong evidence that going qutSide is a
behavioural need, given that cows will work for it.

If they must have access to the outdoors, but not necessarily pasture, it should be-stated that the cows
have access to a soft standing area; standing on concrete is a big contributor to lameness. This is
different from a lying area.

It was suggested that a minimum standard could state that cows must have access to a soft standing
surface with a corresponding recommended best practice saying that it'Sheuld be outside.

It was noted that a few farmers in New Zealand are keeping their ¢goWs indoors 365 days per year
already, and this is common in other parts of the world; but”‘z? " noted that many of these
countries are moving to require animals have access to the outdgers. In NZ the state of indoor-only
barns is experimental; we can’'t know whether access to outdoers will be the norm.

Another suggestion was made for a minimum standard; cows must be given enough space with suitable
footing so that they can express their normal social behaviour. This behaviour should be classed
separately from just walking, sitting and eating. That daes leave the option for it to be indoors (though
that would be expensive). Having this area outdoorscould be recommended best practice.

It was agreed that the Act has five needs andktiiey should be treated equally. Access to the outdoors
can be provided without considerable tradé-offyto the other needs.

It was explained that the argument againstt from industry is that it is technically difficult to move them
around all the time (e.g. it compromisgS'feeding), and they need the knowledge and organisation to pull
it off. It was argued by some NAWAC members that it's a trivial expense to provide access to an
outdoor area.

It was agreed that the subcemmittee needs to meet to discuss this behavioural need further.

In general it was noted thatsubmitters are comfortable with a period of indoor living for 2-3 months in
winter, but not permangnt indoor production.

The Committee’s"preference is for cows to have some time outdoors. Based on a precautionary
approach access'te’'the outdoors should be provided until it is shown to be unnecessary.

It was furthernoted that there is an enormous variation in stand-off pads and bad welfare in stand-off
areas and\sacrifice paddocks should be addressed. An appropriate time period for time outdoors should
also beé discussed.

ltavas agreed that there doesn't need to be another public consultation, but affected parties may need to
be briefed.
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Afinal issue was then raised: riverstones are being promoted as a suitable substrate to raise calves, but
they are not considered by NAWAC to be a suitable surface for adult dairy cattle or calves, based on
available science. It was noted that there may be strong pushback on this stance.

It was also pointed out that some science portrays riverstones as providing for good welfare. Why
choose the science that is are against? It was explained that the paper being referred to [secretatiat
note: Sutherland, M.A et al 2014: Rearing substrate and space allowance influences locomotorplay
behaviour of dairy calves in an arena test] was a well-designed paper that presented overwjielming data
against the use of riverstones for bedding. It was agreed that NAWAC would engage withythe,industry
rather than allow it to continue.

Action: Dairy subcommittee to continue discussion on the dairy housing amendment.and bring back a
proposal on ensuring some time outdoors.

Cé6. Animal Welfare Amendment Bill and Strategy update

P@@ - yndated NAWAC on the progress of the Animal Welfare Amendraekit Bill.

It is still with the Primary Production Select Committee. They were ddete-report in March, but have now
extended that deadline to mid-June.

The Select Committee seems to be in a place where the members,are happy with the Bill, and
remaining points will probably be debated in the house. **®S5 dlso noted the recent ban on testing
psychoactive substances on animals. The Supplementary Order Paper related to cosmetic testing will
probably also go through to the full house for debate.

Currently, it is thought that the Bill will be referred tg'the*house before the election but not necessarily
passed.

CT7. MPI update

The Committee gratefully received the MPMupdate (NAWAC 28/14).

The recent re-alignment of MPI staff was.poted. A diagram of the new organisational structure was
passed around for information.
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PART TWO
(OPEN TO THE PUBLIC)

STRATEGY AND PLANNING

01l

s 9(2)(a)

$9(2)()

model.

Mini-tutorial — animal welfare inspectors
, Chief Inspector at the Wellington SPCA, gave a presentation to NAWAC.

Complaints — thousands of complaints of animal ill-treatment are received per yeal:Routine
inspections and pick-up of volunteered goods are also common.

The most common problems relate to Section 10 of the AWA (the obligation,to meet physical,
health and behavioural needs), followed by Section 11 (the obligation,te.alieviate pain and
distress). Examples are skinny dogs, tied up with no access to sheltérand medical treatment.
Stray cats are another common call. Reckless and wilful ill-treatmentis rare, as are illegal
surgical procedures and traps.

Complaints can come in by phone, email, walk-ins and during<ther call-outs.

Response time — There are five priority levels at the SRCA: Priority 1 is an emergency and
should be answered in an hour; priority 2 requires a same-=day response; priority 3 within 24
hours; priority 4 within 48 hours; and priority 5 within~ghe week. Priority 5 includes scheduled
property checks.

Prosecution — whether or not to prosecute is.asnulti-level decision. Firstly the investigation team
will discuss the possibility, and check the background of the people involved and pull together
their investigation notes. The case will pe,put to the prosecution subcommittee of the Board,
which includes a lawyer, the CEO, and the Chief Inspector.

Codes of Welfare — are used extensively by investigators. On the job, they have the minimum
standards available as a checklist, reducing the information to a few pages. Codes of Welfare
are also used as an educatiomytoel.

Amendment Bill — there iS worry that the instant fines will actually water down the severity of the
offenses that they see/ Atwhat point do you hand an instant fine to the owner of a starving dog,
rather than prosecute them? Bad cases should still go through the courts. Training and
implementation witge<key to rolling out the new compliance tools.

, Manager Rianning & Intelligence at MPI, then talked to NAWAC about MPI's compliance

Structure.— the structure of the compliance directorate was explained. The district managers,
locatéd'throughout the country, are key to coordinating all of the compliance officers. The
coardinators, first point of contact for the public calling in, are based in Auckland.

E€omplaints — MPI has about 700 complaints per year. They come in from the public, from
intelligence gathered in proactive work, MPI veterinarians, referrals from the SPCA, industry
and NAIT checks.
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e VADE model — MPI operates their compliance based on the VADE model — Voluntary, Assist,
Direct and Enforce. The idea is that the vast majority of people will voluntarily comply because
they want to and will make sure they know the right information. Some will require assistance —
they want to comply but don’t know how. A few will require direction to comply. A small mingrity
will require enforcement for failure to comply (i.e. a prosecution). So, education becomes an
important tool that is used much more often than strong enforcement. Animal welfare is,a-good
news story: most people do it well.

e Myths

0 “The merger to create MPI degraded compliance service delivery”. In fact, prosecutions
have gone up since the merger.

o0 “Fishery officers are now suddenly animal welfare officers and donf*kaow what they're
doing”. In fact, new animal welfare officers volunteered and aresassionate. They are
trained and know the legislation.

0 “MPIworks independently from industry”. In fact MPI mustwork with industry to affect
change — see cow tail breaking as an example.

o “Staff aren't trained at UNITEC (like the SPCA officérs are)” — this is true, MPI staff go
through their own programme.

0 “Compliance and verification work independently” They work closely together.

o ‘“It's all about farmers”. Actually, MPI is curténtly involved with a rodeo, a stock agent,
transporters and saleyards.

02 Contribution for Welfare Pulse

Members suggested items as follows, duedate,July for publication in the September issue:

e Breeding (K Phillips)
e Work programme other than cedes — e.g. systems review priorities (A Sharr)

03. Identifying animal welfdare‘issues

Members were invited to diseuss.current areas of interest to Committee members and any new or
emerging issues for the publi€.,None were raised.

OTHER REPORTS AND DISCUSSION

04. Discussion of information circulated by MPI

The Committee' appreciated the information that had been circulated.

05. NAWAC correspondence

Thereavere no comments on recent correspondence to and from NAWAC.

06. Committee members’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at conferences
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V Williams mentioned the recent Animal Welfare and Behaviour Consultative Committee meeting,
noting that Greyhound Racing New Zealand reported making good progress against their animal welfare
goals.

V Williams also reported on the latest NAEAC meeting. The most prominent issues for the Committeg
were cosmetic testing and testing of psychoactive substances.

Any Other Business

PR announced to the Committee that she will be leaving MP! in July in order to takeAip an

opportunity at AgResearch. She thanked NAWAC for their work and dedication over hehinie at MP!I.

OrT. Tour of Wellington SPCA's facilities

Closing

There being no further items of business to discuss, the Chair thanked the.committee members for their
attendance and declared the meeting closed.
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6 August 2014
9:30 am - 4:30 pm §
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Meeting Rooms 8.2 and 8.3
Pastoral House v.
25 The Terrace @

Q.
MINUTES QO
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Present: John Hellstrém (Chair), Karen Phillips, Su n, Penny Fisher, Katie Milne, Barbara Nicholas,
David Scobie, Alan Sharr, Virginia Williams, Ingrid\ol S.

Wellington

Welfare), $°®@ (Policy Analyst, R ry Reform and Animal Welfare Policy), &°*®®
(Acting Secretary) and ) (Senior’ Policy Analyst, Regulatory Reform and Animal Welfare

Policy) for agenda items C4 and C7. Q/

In attendance: *°®® (Manager Sta%f?rogramme), R (Technical Adviser, Animal

Apologies: An apology for absep{&s received from Kathryn Bicknell.

45 am and welcomed attendees. Agenda items assigned to $7P@

who was no lon loyed by the Ministry for Primary Industries (MPI), would be addressed
by % It was noted Bicknell had provided email comments to the acting secretary on the
morning of the meeting, number of agenda items.

J Hellstrom opened the meeti

Any Other Busine@rt One (Public Excluded Agenda)

No other item siness were identified for discussion under Part One of the agenda.

Any Othgr?uainess Part Two (Open to the Public)

\% Willl{(ywished to discuss the topic of hunting with hounds under Part Two of the agenda.

N/
Q@/
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PART ONE (PUBLIC EXCLUDED AGENDA)

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987

There being no other introductory items of business, it was moved (J Hellstrom/K Milne):

A That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of thissmeeting, namely:
ClL Confirmation of previous minutes

C2 Status of actions arising from previous meetings

C3. Work programme update

C4 Systems review subcommittee update

Cs. Pigs: Farrowing crate review

Cé. Wildlife: RNZSPCA proposal to prohibit snare traps

CrT. Animal Welfare Amendment Bill and Strategy update

ca. MPI update

The general subject of each matter to be considered while thespuiklic is excluded, the reason for passing this
resolution in relation to each matter, and the specific grounds under Section 48 (1) of the Local Government Official
Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing of this resolution are as follows:

General subject of each matter to be
considered

Reason for passing this
resolutionsdnvelation to each
matter

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the
passing of this resolution

C1l Confirmation of previous To protect the privacy of natural That the public conduct of the relevant
minutes. persons. part of the proceedings of the meeting
would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
withholding would exist under section
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act
1982 (OIA).
Cc2 Status of actions arising.from As above. As above.
previous meetings.

C3. Codes of Welfare{update. To maintain the effective conduct | That the public conduct of the relevant
of public affairs through the part of the proceedings of the meeting
protection of Ministers, members | would be likely to result in the disclosure
of organisations, officers and of information for which good reason for
employees from improper withholding would exist under section
pressure or harassment. 9(2)(q)(ii) of the OIA.

C4. Systems’review subcommittee | As above. As above.

Update.
C5. Pigs: Farrowing crate review. As above. As above.
Cé. Wildlife: RNZSPCA proposal to | As above. As above.
prohibit snare traps.
C % Animal Welfare Amendment Bill | To maintain the constitutional That the public conduct of the relevant

and Strategy update.

conventions for the time being
which protect the confidentiality of
advice tendered by Ministers of
the Crown and officials.

part of the proceedings of the meeting
would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
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General subject of each matter to be Reason for passing this Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the

considered resolution in relation to each passing of this resolution
matter
—
withholding would exist under setign \/
9(2)()(iv) of the OIA. o\
c8 MPI Update As above. As above. '\'-’

) be permitted to remain at this meeting after the puﬁ been excluded,
er

because of their knowledge of meeting procedure and the subject matte discussion. This
knowledge is relevant background information to assist the committ@its deliberations.

B: That °@@

The motion was put: carried. § Q

C1. Confirmation of previous minutes Q'

The draft minutes of the general meeting held on 14 May 20 93 reviewed. It was noted that the
subcommittee referred to on page 6, under the heading ‘sh r farm animals’, was not the NAWAC
shelter subcommittee but rather an internal working group fi PI.

Moved (V Williams/A Sharr): v\./

That the draft minutes of the general meeting hel@M May 2014 be adopted as a true and accurate
record of that meeting, subject to the above cla@on being made.

The motion was put: carried. O<<

Action -*@®  to make @dment to 14 May 2014 meeting minutes.

c2 Status of actions arisimlz; previous meetings

The committee reviewed pr with the various items on the list of actions agreed at previous
meetings. The following up were provided:

Action 2:¥°*@®  had identified an individual who would present the mini-tutorial on shelter. The
committee was ada at the person not be an industry representative. LR suggested 23(2)
, Manager Animal Welfare as a possible candidate which the committee supported. Committee

agreed that t visit take place in February next year in conjunction with the general meeting and

mini-tutorial@ ter.

Action :VHellstrém had still not received an invitation to attend a dairy off-paddock steering group
meeti& /

members dis@a site visit to | Collins’ sheep and beef farm which was located in Gisborne. It was
I

A \{ The NAWAC member assigned to join the Safeguarding group was B Nicholas.

ion 8: J Hellstrom reported that this action had not yet been completed and noted that as written, was
not entirely accurate. The letter that would to be sent to DairyNZ and Fonterra would also raise concerns
about what the dairy industry had not yet achieved such as ending the practice of tail docking.
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P@@ 100k the opportunity to report back on the DairyNZ workshop she had attended the previous day

which had outlined the industry’s 2013-2020 strategy for sustainable dairy farming. Target 12 of the
strategy, relating to animal health, welfare and well-being had been led by DairyNZ and the Dairy
Companies Association of New Zealand (DCANZ). Target 12 sought to have 100 percent of dairy farmers
being compliant with good practice animal welfare guidelines and industry standards for dairy farming.
Attendees considered that compliance with animal welfare standards sat at 60 or 70 percent, “Animal
welfare concerns relating to painful husbandry procedures, bobby calves, body condition score, lameness
and mastitis were acknowledged. Industry was to focus on some of these issues and develop action
plans to support farmers and their staff to achieve good welfare outcomes for their animéals.y Education
was noted as being an important part of this process. **®®  reported she would forwargtfieaction plans
to NAWAC's dairy cattle subcommittee when available.

B Nicholas was surprised that shelter had not been identified as an area whiCh sequired action plan
development. J Hellstrém agreed to add the issue of shelter to his letter whichJwould also address tail
docking in dairy cattle.

Action 9: J Hellstrom reported that the dairy cattle subcommittee had held &'teleconference since the last
general meeting, raising two areas of concern. The subcommittee wasyofthe opinion that cows in indoor
housing systems needed access to the outdoors and should not be-hefd for long periods on river shingle.
J Hellstrdm asked **®@  and **®®  to review the literature, on_these two issues. The dairy cattle
subcommittee would respond to DairyNZ after this information.ad been received.

Action 12: J Hellstrém reported that he had met with New Zealand Kennel Club (NZKC) representatives
in June. Under the leadership of the current chief executivesofficer and president, NZKC had initiated a
survey of their membership and also of the general puklic: The NZKC membership identified concerns
they had about the tail docking of dogs. As a result; NZKC modified its policy on tail docking to enable
traditionally docked breeds to now be shown or entered into competitions with tails. J Hellstrom thanked
P@@ - for drafting the letter to NZKC and repofted that NZKC now had a new president. The committee
agreed that the letter be amended and sent ta NZKC.

J Hellstrém reported that he had recently attended a full day’s greyhound racing at the Wanganui track
and would write a detailed report for the’committee to comment on before writing back to the Minister.
Since " first raised his congétns about greyhound racing with NAWAC a year ago, the industry
had been proactive about making mprovements, especially in regards to quality control. Some of the
improvements included: trialling=a new safety barrier to prevent injury to dogs; having a requirement for
new dogs to be registered andémicro-chipped by three months of age and their details entered into a
database; independent repeuing of racing injuries; and an active re-homing programme. V Williams
volunteered to send comfittée members a copy of the greyhound racing report that had been tabled at
the last Animal Behayviotk ‘and Welfare Consultative Committee (ABWCC) meeting, which she had
chaired.

J Hellstrom adviSedjthat there were 4,500 racing greyhounds and that most races were run at distances
between 300.and 500 metres. The Wanganui race track held approximately 100 meetings per year. The
other race YERUES around the country were noted.

J Hellstrtom,had also attended an Equine Health Association meeting. The horse racing industry was of
the opinieh that because they had their own codes relating to horse welfare, they did not have any
prehlends or issues to deal with.

P9 asked J Hellstrom if the issue of drug use in the greyhound industry was discussed at all. **®®
had been made aware of concerns from the Agricultural Compounds and Veterinary Medicines (ACVM)
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group at MPI about drug use for masking pain. While this issue was not specifically discussed, J Hellstrom
advised that 40 dogs were drug tested at each race meeting.

P Fisher reported that she had heard about a professional bull riding and pyrotechnics event on the radip
recently with a disclaimer that the event was not a rodeo. **®®  reported that she and *®® _Ctiad
been working with MPI Legal on the definition of ‘rodeo’. J Hellstrdm asked MPI if they could ﬁ'n\d out
more about this event and if necessary refer it to the MP1 Compliance Branch.

Action 16: It was noted that the Minister had replied to J Hellstrém’s letter relating to gluehoard traps.
The letter had been circulated to committee members for information prior to the meeting.

Action 17: It was noted that not all committee members had yet submitted their shert-biographies to the
secretary.

Actions:
P@@ 1o forward DairyNZ action plans to the NAWAC dairy"Cattle subcommittee when
available.
J Hellstrom to add the issue of shelter to his letter to DaipyNZand Fonterra which will also
Sagg%ess tail docking.

to finalise and send out letter to NZKC.
J Hellstrom to write a report on his attendance at agteyhound racing meeting.
V Williams to send the NZKC report, which was presented at the last ABWCC meeting, to
committee members.
P@@ 10 find out about advertised bull ridingrand pyrotechnic event and refer to MPI
compliance if necessary.

C3.  Work programme update

The work programme update was circulated frior to the meeting. For work programme items not already
on the agenda, the following updates werefproyided:

Dairy cattle amendment:**®®  reportédfhat the humane destruction amendment to the dairy cattle code
of welfare had been issued on 4 June/2014. There appeared to be some confusion in the public domain
about the use of blunt force to kill ¢alves which was putting animal welfare inspectors in a difficult position.
While routine killing of calves gannot now be carried out by a blow to the head, the practice can be
performed in unforeseeable ,ordinexpected conditions by operators who are trained and competent in
doing so.

PR , Manager-Animal Welfare Sector Support, was working with DairyNZ to prepare some

educational material that'inspectors could distribute to people when attending animal welfare complaints
involving calf destructien. In the mean time, continued reporting of suspected cases of animal ill-treatment
and cruelty involying calves was encouraged.

Work on thg"dairy cattle housing amendment continues.

Rodeos:,As mentioned previously, the rodeos code was currently with MPI Legal. **®®  advised
committee’members that due to the new format for codes of welfare, introductory information which was
once held at the front of the code would now be incorporated into the body of the code, meaning it would
pe'part of the standard. It was noted that consultation with MPI Legal was built into code development
and NAWAC would be part of the conversation in future codes of welfare.
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Horses and donkeys: reported that the code was still with the Minister. It was noted that
, Senior Policy Analyst, Regulatory Reform and Animal Welfare Policy would be providing the
policy advice.

Animals in public display, exhibition and entertainment: According to the work programme update, itwas
anticipated that this code would be ready for recommendation to the Minister in February next'year. J
Hellstrom advised that a discussion document would need to be developed prior to that. A realistic
timeline for delivery was mid-2015. It was noted that the zoos and circuses code of welfare*review date
would be extended by two years via an Order in Council and the Animal Welfare Amendment Bill, when
passed, would abolish the need for codes to be reviewed every 10 years.

Temporary housing of companion animals: **®®  reported that public consultatioren the temporary

housing code was due to close the next day, with at least 13 submissions receivéd to date. Some of the
issues raised in the submissions included de-sexing of dogs, de-sexing asfimals upon release from
shelters and cat micro-chipping.

Saleyards: A draft code of welfare on saleyards drafted by MPI had been\ipdated by **®®  Before

taking the next step in the code’s development, **®®  had beemasked by the NAWAC saleyards
subcommittee to draft an issues and options paper which would be-ednhsidered by the entire committee.
P@@ renorted that she and K Phillips had attended the recentfitdess for transport pilot road show, which
Included discussion on issues at saleyards, and encouraged-ether committee members to attend when it
was in their area. Further road shows were scheduled for the'North Island later this year with road shows
commencing in the South Island sometime next year.

K Phillips shared her concerns about unfit animalg=atriving at saleyards. It was noted that owners of
condemned animals which arrived at slaughter plants were charged financially. It was suggested the
same deterrent could be applied to owners of condemned animals which arrived at saleyards. K Phillips
questioned whether there was a role for animalwelfare inspectors to play here.

Surgical and painful _procedures: **®% “réported that following the most recent systems review
subcommittee meeting, work on the surgicatand painful procedures regulations would continue in parallel.

Shelter for farm animals:**®®  reported that a proposal relating to shelter research had been submitted

to MPI's Animal Welfare Operations Committee (AWOC) and that approval had been received from the
committee to seek funding fotthe project. #*@® (Manager of the Safeguarding our Animals,
Safeguarding our Reputation’ Programme) was of the opinion that industry stakeholders should be
consulted prior to the funding)bid going ahead. **®®  asked committee members whether they wanted
to lead a workshop with.hdustry stakeholders on this research. B Nicholas, chair of the NAWAC shelter
subcommittee was supportive of the idea and it was agreed that the workshop could be run before the
end of the year. **®% agreed to convey this information to *®

Breeding: 59(2(’/‘ sought clarification from the committee about whether they wanted to send a letter to

relevant stakgholders about selective breeding and animal welfare and if so, was the issue a priority in
the shortderm? **®®  was concerned that the letter would not be expected and may cross over with
other afeas,of work being undertaken by NAWAC. V Williams reported she had not considered how the
letter would impact on other matters and certainly did not want to create unnecessary difficulties.

ltwWag agreed that the NAWAC breeding subcommittee review the stakeholder list and amend it to have
a.conversation in the first instance with key individuals only. Included in the scope of the letter should be
an acknowledgement that NAWAC is looking to develop advice to the Minister on how big an issue
breeding really is. This would inform the subcommittee about how to proceed next.
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e reported that dairy cattle breeding had also been discussed at the workshop she attended the

previous day.
Qo

to work with>*®®  on a NA WAC/Safeguarding programme shelter wo@rop
before the end of the year. N
NAWAC breeding subcommittee to review stakeholder list and discu&ith key

Actions:
$9(2)(a)

individuals prior to sending the letter. C)
C4  Systems review subcommittee update 2
S%@@ - sined the meeting to discuss this agenda item. O E

NS
J Hellstrom invited**®®  to speak to her paper titled Animal Welfare Bill - Ré%ulatory Work Programme,

copies of which were circulated at the meeting. The work programme de was due to commence
mid-September. Membership of the core project team was discussed | g NAWAC representation.
It was agreed that alongside J Hellstrom, V Williams and D Scobie wo resent NAWAC on the project
team. Representatives of the Veterinary Council of New Zeala Id join the project team for the
development of regulations relating to surgical and painful proc

A Sharr reported that the systems review subcommittee ha%td two meetings since the last general
meeting. The minutes of the systems review subcommittee meeting held on 30 July 2014, were circulated
electronically to committee members the previous day.\Iy development of regulations had been the
focus of both meetings and it was agreed that the ca d conduct regulations and the surgical and
painful procedures regulations be developed in p =) paper sought to set realistic time
frames for achieving the work. S0 invited C sign off on the work programme once they had
had an opportunity to read it in full.

The guiding principles of the work progra@gwre discussed. It was envisaged that the regulations
would be animal centric; they would preventtiarm; and allow for prosecution. There was no intention to
create regulations that would put N(%yand’s animal welfare system in disrepute.

The regulations that were devel ould be tested on the reference group which was made up of
operational representatives from,MP| Compliance and Verification Services and the Royal New Zealand

SPCA. It was noted that trai of animal welfare inspectors would be required once the regulations
were developed.
0@ had to leave eting to attend to other business but agreed to rejoin the meeting later in the

afternoon to continue diseussion of this agenda item.

A Sharr continu@s report for the benefit of the rest of the committee. It was noted that the systems

review issue . prepared bysg(z)@ addressing what should or should not be included in regulations,
had been ed following the meeting which had taken place on 18 June 2014. The extensive lists
of ‘input ed’ and ‘output focussed’ animal welfare issues were noted.

Eed) <é(orted she was the NAWAC secretariat contact for both work streams for the current time but
e@géd that eventually she would focus on one and**®®  on the other.

Q'“) took the opportunity to update committee members on animal welfare resourcing in light of 5
resignation. Recruitment for a fourth member of the codes team would be underway shorl:lz.
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A Sharr touched on the other matters that had been on the agenda for the systems review subcommittee
including the NAWAC annual report, NAWAC guidelines and matters relating NAWAC meetings. J
Hellstrom considered the future look and structure of codes of welfare also required some consideration
and asked that the subcommittee consider this and report back at the November general meeting: Y
Hellstrdm thanked the systems review committee for their work to date. **®® agreed to circuldtean
update of the systems review subcommittee’s work plan to the subcommittee, and organise another
subcommittee meeting.

Actions:

Systems review subcommittee to review its work plan and consideriow NAWAC
structures codes of welfare as a priority.

V@ o circulate systems review subcommittee work plan to subeemittee members
and organise another meeting of the subcommittee.

Cb. Pigs: Farrowing crate review

J Hellstrom reported that after the airing of the first Sunday programme.which depicted apparently poor
conditions in a piggery, including a rodent infestation, the Minister/had~called J Hellstrom to discuss
options for industry moving away from the use of farrowing crates and adopting alternative systems. The
Minister announced that he had requested NAWAC to investigate options for moving away from farrowing
crates at a recent pork industry conference. The Minister's speech, detailing the above information, was
circulated prior to the meeting.

It was noted that the Bill as introduced allowed the making,of regulations that could permit practices that
do not fully meet the obligations of the Act during_a\ifansition to a new practice. Following public
consultation, the Bill was amended to provide fer a-Specific timeframe for transitional regulations.
Transitional regulations can now only be made forasmaximum of 10 years, with the ability to extend this,
once only, for an additional 5 years in limited €ircumstances. This means that the pork industry would
only have a maximum of 15 years to transition away from farrowing crates to alternative systems.

J Hellstrom indicated K Bicknell's interest in"being part of the NAWAC subcommittee looking at this issue
and suggested she chair the group. S®8fown and K Milne also agreed to join the subcommittee. *@®
reported that**®®  would be the MPNead on this piece of work.

J Hellstrom reminded committeeymembers that 40 percent of farmers did not use farrowing crates. While
no country in the world had ygttanned the use of farrowing crates, there was a lot of work being done on
this issue. Piglets were maost/airisk of being crushed by their mothers when they were between 10 and
14 days old. Piglets olderthan two weeks were able to get out of the way of danger so the use of farrowing
crates for a maximum perfied of six weeks was not really necessary. The need for new farrowing systems
to provide nesting material was noted, so too, the costs associated with different housing systems.

It was agreed thatyMPI draft a letter to the Minister, on J Hellstrdm's behalf, advising him that a
subcommittee’had been established to look at the issue of farrowing crates. The letter would also ask
the MinisteyforClarification as to what exactly he wanted from NAWAC, unless it could be confirmed that
the Minister,would make a written request for advice. $*®®  agreed to follow up the formal request for
adviceArom the Minister's office.

Actions:
2@ 15 seek formal request from the Minister’s office about NAWAC providing advice
on farrowing crates.
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P@@ 10 draft letter to the Minister advising him that a NAWAC subcommittee has been

established to look at the issue of farrowing crates.
C6. Wildlife: RNZSPCA proposal to prohibit snare traps

The proposal by the Royal New Zealand Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (RNZSPEA) to
prohibit the sale and use of all snares in New Zealand was circulated to committee members priorto the
meeting. The original proposal had been sent to J Hellstrdm as chair of NAWAC and referretio P Fisher
and the NAWAC wild animal subcommittee for comment. It was noted that documentumber 51/14,
referred to in the background reading list had not yet been drafted and as such, was=hgt-available for
consideration under this agenda item.

P Fisher provided an update on current snare use in New Zealand based on thé information she could
find. This information, along with comments from the wild animal subcommitte®e, had been circulated as
a memo prior to the meeting to be considered alongside the RNZSPCA proposal. The following items
were noted:

= Neck snares were being sold on Trademe;

= Snares were not used for operational pest management;

= More information was required on the cultural use of snares byMaori;

= Snares are subject to the same requirements as leg hold trapS under the Animal Welfare Act;
= Snare use can be ‘attended’ (where the setter waits nearthe*snare) or ‘unattended’;

= Snare use appears to be very limited in terms of numberswused.

NAWAC agreed to two recommendations from the wild &nimal subcommittee that committee members
raise initial thoughts at the meeting and that ther Snare report be considered by the wild animal
subcommittee. The subcommittee would considerwhether a restriction or prohibition on snares was
required, using the RNZSPCA report as a starting’point to inform their work.

Action — Wild animal subcommitte&,to add issue of snare use to their work programme.

The meeting adjourned for lunch at 2240 pm and resumed again at 1.15 pm. *"®@  departed the

meeting at 1.15 pm to attend to anéther work matter. In light of **®@  departure, J Hellstrém
recommended the committee movesto the open part of the meeting.

PART TWO (OPEN TO THE PUBLIC)

STRATEGY AND PLANNING

O 1. Contributien for Welfare Pulse

The topic/auther(s) of articles for future issues of Welfare Pulse were discussed. A Sharr volunteered to
write an article’on NAWAC'’s involvement with developing animal welfare regulations. J Hellstrém
reported he.would be talking to Rotary on animal welfare policy and offered to adapt his presentation for
a future article.

Action — A Shar and J Hellstrom to draft articles for ‘Welfare Pulse’.
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0 2. Identifying animal welfare issues

J Hellstrom invited committee members to identify current areas of interest to them and new or emerging
issues for the public. The following items were identified:

= B Nicholas noted the interesting conference on the ethics of in-vitro flesh and enhanced anhimals,
details of which were circulated to committee members prior to the meeting. ***®  reparted there
was a centre in Auckland doing similar work.

= J Hellstrdm noted that he had met with MPI's Director-General, Martyn Dunne te-disCuss animal
welfare issues after the broadcasting of the Sunday programme on pigs. It was noted that politicians
were engaging in animal welfare ‘aesthetics’ — i.e. if a particular practice looked=unpleasant it was
automatically assumed that it must equate to bad animal welfare.

= K Milne reported that cow sheds in the Buller region, damaged by recent'storms had not yet been
repaired and could pose a risk during calving season.

= J Hellstrém reported an increasing awareness of post operative pain following specific procedures

such as disbudding of calves.

V@@ reioined the meeting. The recent revelation that an eggproducer had deliberately misled

consumers by labelling his cage eggs as free range was noted=NAWAC, when reviewing the layer

hen code of welfare, had deliberately not defined the term ‘freesrange’.

PART ONE CONTINUED (PUBLIC EXCLUDED AGENDA)

ca. MPI update

The MPI update, circulated prior to the meeting wasfhoted. **®®  reported that the draft report on welfare

indicators for pastoral species, prepared by *#$ 57, had now been received.

PART TWO CONTANUED (OPEN TO THE PUBLIC)
OTHER REPORTS AND DISCUSSION
03. Discussion of informatigh Cikculated by MPI
J Hellstrom reported that he had=been invited to participate in a brain storming session on regulatory
partnerships which was rundy MPI's Animal & Animal Products Directorate senior leadership team. The
outcome of that session hathbeen summarised by Matthew Stone (Director, Animal & Animal Products)
and circulated to commitieevmembers prior to the meeting. MPI employees were being asked to focus on
regulatory councils tounake sure the relationships were being maximised.
04. NAWACterrespondence
It was noteg-hatall key items of correspondence had been circulated to committee members.
PO rejoined the meeting at 1.45 pm.
0 5. Committee members’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at conferences

reported she had attended and presented at the National Education and Training Seminar (NETS)
run by National Pest Control Agencies (NPCA) and the New Zealand Biosecurity Institute (NZBI). As one
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of the roles of NPCA is to develop industry best practice **®®  was asked to talk about the Animal

Welfare Amendment Bill and how it would affect both industry and NAWAC.
P@@ - presentation had focused on generally accepted practice and had shown video footagé df
individuals killing possums in different ways to demonstrate this principle. As NETS is made up of'stich
alarge and diverse group of stakeholders the meeting provided a good opportunity to convey the message
of making animal welfare part of normal business.

P Fisher noted that the consideration of animal welfare was well advanced in the use of tgaps, but not so
accepted in the use of poisons.

V Williams reported she had attended the Australian and New Zealand Council for the-Sare of Animals in
Research and Teaching (ANZCCART) conference in Queenstown the previous week: Of note were the
presentations from Associate Professor Joseph Garner, from Stanford University rélating to behavioural
management and enrichment and attrition rates in drug discovery. Other présentations relating to the
statistical merit of studies including blinding and randomisation were noted.

K Phillips reported that she had attended a genetic testing presentation hosted by an animal health
laboratory. A test is now available (at a cost of $150) to screen forinfjerited canine and feline diseases.

J Hellstrom reported he had been contracted to advise the Depattment of Conservation (DOC) and MPI
on the economic impact of wasp control.

PART ONE CONTINUED (PUBLIE.EXCLUDED AGENDA)

C4 Systems review subcommittee updateontinued
P@@ - continued her summary of the regulatérf work programme. In respect to the care and conduct
regulations there was a need to identify thoséuminimum standards that were applicable to all species as
well as those that were species specific. Therg was an intention to involve industry at the outset with the
process being led by NAWAC. **®® reported that MPI policy had held a meeting with primary industry
representatives on Monday to discuss.the Animal Welfare Amendment Bill and that they had indicated a
willingness to engage with NAWAC,en/the work programme. It was noted that during the pre-consultation
workshops, some issues may be fdentified which cannot be resolved. It was possible that additional
NAWAC meetings and teleconferences may be required to approve the formal consultation document.
On behalf of the committee, J Mellstrom thanked **®®  for her update.

PO@ - asked NAWAC Whether they could approve the work programme so she could circulate it to the
reference group. Given-that the work programme had only been circulated at the start of the meeting it
was agreed to give committee members until Friday to submit any additional comments on the
programme.

Moved (A SharKPhillips):

That the Reg(fatory Work Programme, drafted by **®®  be approved by NAWAC and circulated to the
referepCe group by NAWAC, subject to any additional comments on the programme being received by
Friday 9August 2014.

Thewnotion was put: carried.

It was agreed that NAWAC would invite stakeholders to the pre-consultation workshops, when necessary,
and invite RNZSPCA to join the reference group as this invitation had not yet been extended.
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Action — Committee members to provide additional comment on the work programme by
Friday 9 August 2014.

CrT. Animal Welfare Amendment Bill and Strategy update

Two papers relating to the Animal Welfare Amendment Bill were circulated to committee members prior
to the meeting. **®®  asked committee members to contact®”®®  if they had any questiens relating
to the document titled Overview of the Animal Welfare Amendment Bill.

P@@ - renorted that the Primary Production Select Committee reported the Bill back o the House on
Thursday 26 June 2014 with a recommendation that it should proceed with some amefidments. **®®
summarised the key amendments as follows:

= The sentience of animals has been recognised in the Bill.

= The consultation process during the development of regulations has pbeenlarified.

= The term ‘compliance order’ has been changed to ‘compliance notice™

= The Bill specifies each offence in the Act as either a criminal offente or an infringement offence.

= Toenable a knowledge base to be established, exporters of live-afimals have to report on the welfare
of animals not only during the journey but also 30 days after they.have arrived at their destination.

= Indefinite exemptions are only available for religious and cuttdral practices.

= Scientists will have to report on the number of animals-kiltled for research, testing and teaching
purposes as the definition of ‘manipulation’ has been changed to include killing as a manipulation.

= Animal ethics committees will be required to assess‘whether applicants have sufficiently considered
non-sentient or non-living alternatives to the use“of‘tive animals in research, testing or teaching
projects.

= Criteria have been included in the Bill to determine whether a procedure is, or is not, significant.

= The Bill allows approved organisations to dispose of animals abandoned in their care; seize an animal
if it is at clear risk of imminent harm; and4lispose of an animal immediately if it is wild or unsocialised
and severely distressed as a result of geing contained.

Some parts of the Bill remain unchanged; including:

= Not allowing MPI to share infarmation with industry on farmers being investigated for animal welfare
breaches.

= Inspectors retaining the ability to collect evidence without a warrant as all public law enforcement
agencies are subject to‘the Official Information Act 1982.

= Allowing NAWAC todtake ‘practicality’ and ‘economic impact’ into account when setting minimum
standards in codes.ofwelfare.

= Not allowing an outtight ban on live animals for slaughter.

= Permitting the hunting and killing of animals in a wild state provided that the animals are hunted and/or
killed in aceQrdance with “generally accepted practice”. It was noted that NAWAC will be providing
guidelineg on this.

= Not banfiing*specific activities or procedures.

J Hellstro thanked **®®  for the overview noting the amendments as outlined were consistent with

NAWAC:s’submission on the Bill.

PART TWO CONTINUED (OPEN TO THE PUBLIC)

Any Other Business Part Two
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06. Hunting with hounds

V Williams reported that she had been approached by the New Zealand Hunts’ Association Inc about
speaking at a seminar in February next year. Even though the invitation was a personal one, V Williams
was happy for another NAWAC member to talk to the group if it were considered more appropriate. )It
was agreed that V Williams would represent NAWAC at the seminar. Given that hunting with hounds was
a form of entertainment it was suggested that V Williams’ presentation include reference to the work-being
undertaken by the greyhound racing industry and its move towards self regulation. **®®  seported that
the NAWAC wildlife animal subcommittee had previously discussed hounds being used(fo fhunt hares.
Coursing was noted as being illegal in New Zealand.

J Hellstrdm reported that the weakest link in the greyhound racing industry was itsdareeders but industry
representatives would be visiting each of them in due course.

It was agreed that **®® (from MPI Verification Services) be invited“ta the May 2015 general
meeting to provide an update on bobby calves. J Hellstrom suggested the NAWAC trip to Gishorne take
place in early February.

Before closing the meeting J Hellstrom on behalf of the committeepaid tribute to K Phillips and her
contribution to the work of the committee over the last six years. ,K\Pbillips’ term of appointment was due
to expire on 31 October 2014 but it was noted that due to the bygcoming election there may be delay in
appointing her replacement. Therefore K Phillips would continze®on the committee until such time as her
replacement had been appointed.

There being no other items of business, the Chair thanked committee members for their attendance and
declared the meeting closed at 3.10 pm.
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PART ONE

(PUBLIC EXCLUDED AGENDA)

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987

There being no other introductory items of business, it was moved (K Phillips / A Sharr):

That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting,\Gamely:

Cl
C2
C3.
C4.
C5.
C6.

Confirmation of previous minutes

Status of actions arising from previous meetings

Work programme update

Draft work plan for 2015

Animal Welfare Amendment Bill and Strategy update

MPI update
- Committee appointments

- New look for Codes of Welfare

(k-Rhillips)
(K*Phillips)

S aY))

¢ 0@ All
(S 9(2)(a) )

(S 9(2)(a)

THE GENERAL SUBJECT OF EACH MATTER TO BE (CONSIDERED WHILE THE PUBLIC IS EXCLUDED,
THE REASON FOR PASSING THIS RESOLUTION JN\RELATION TO EACH MATTER, AND THE SPECIFIC
GROUNDS UNDER SECTION 48(1) OF THE LOCAKGOVERNMENT OFFICIAL INFORMATION AND
MEETINGS ACT 1987 FOR THE PASSING OF TtIIS RESOLUTION ARE AS FOLLOWS:

General subject of each matter to be

considered

Reason for passing this
tesolution in relation to each

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the
passing of this resolution

matter
Cl Confirmation of previous To protect the privacy of natural That the public conduct of the relevant
minutes persons. part of the proceedings of the meeting
would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
withholding would exist under section
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act
1982 (OIA).
Cc2 Status of detions arising from As above. As above.
previous=meetings
C3. Wotk frogramme update To maintain the effective conduct | That the public conduct of the relevant
of public affairs through the part of the proceedings of the meeting
protection of Ministers, members | would be likely to result in the disclosure
of organisations, officers and of information for which good reason for
employees from improper withholding would exist under section
pressure or harassment. 9(2)(q)(ii) of the OIA.
C4. Draft work plan 2015 To maintain the effective conduct | That the public conduct of the relevant

of public affairs through the free
and frank expression of opinions
by or between Ministers and
officials.

part of the proceedings of the meeting
would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
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General subject of each matter to be Reason for passing this Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the
considered resolution in relation to each passing of this resolution
matter

faY
withholding would exist under setign \/
9(2)(g)(i) of the OIA L

Cbh Animal Welfare Amendment Bill | To maintain the constitutional That the public conduct of th M)ant
and Strategy update conventions for the time being part of the proceedings of th ting
which protect the confidentiality of | would be likely to result ifthe disclosure
advice tendered by Ministers of of information for whi@j reason for

the Crown and officials. withholding would exist untler section
9(2)()(iv) of the OIV
C6. MPI Update As above. As above. _\\_ N

| also move that:

N
$90)(a) V
S

<<O

be permitted to remain at this meeting after the public has be\ﬁj excluded, because of their knowledge
of meeting procedure and the subject matter under discussion= This knowledge is relevant background

information to assist the committee in its deliberations. \/
\Z

The motion was put: carried. \C)

C1. Confirmation of previous minute Q
The draft minutes of the general meetizf;@m 06 August 2014 were reviewed with no comments.
Moved (V Williams /| Collins):

That the draft minutes of the genééhmeeting held on 06 August 2014 be adopted as a true and
accurate record of that meetinQ_

The motion was put: carr/éé/

c2 Status of a s arising from previous meetings

The committee rgviewed progress on the list of actions (NAWAC 61/14) agreed at previous meetings.
The following s were provided:

- This action on the animals in public display, exhibition and entertainment workstream
be removed in order to reflect the most recent work plan.

on 2: Complete.

‘e Action 3: Complete. NAWAC now has permanent representation on the off-paddock steering
Q/ group. It was noted that DairyNZ is dependent on the code of welfare release in order to write
Q' effective guidelines, so it was suggested that NAWAC should develop guidelines rapidly for
farmers who are making big investment decisions; $*@@ explained that DairyNZ is still out
there talking to farmers and giving guidance about the big issues even before the final
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documents are ready. It was noted however that problems do lie with the engineering firms,
who may be the firstin line to give advice to farmers building a barn.

e Action 8: Remove. Saleyards is on hold pending the passing of the Bill.
e Action 11: Complete.
e Action 13: Complete.

e Action 16: Remove. The Safeguarding programme and MPI has been raising the issue of
shelter at the Farm to Processor forums; many stakeholders are not even at the stage“ef
accepting it as a problem.

e Action 22: Complete.
e Action 23: Complete.

In regards to the wildlife subcommittee action, there was some discussion on"2080 in the media; it was
noted that NAWAC has commissioned work on the humaneness of 1080 incthe.past and uses that to
shape the NAWAC opinion. Best practice use is always encouraged so that.non-target exposure is
limited and that harm is minimised to target animals; NAWAC supports.efforts to find alternatives to
1080. It was noted that P Fisher and colleagues are doing work on imgrovements to the humaneness of
pest control methods.

Action:**®® 1o circulate pest control humaneness report to NAWAC

There was also some discussion around travelling speakers Wijo are coming to NZ to talk about dairy
housing; **®®  confirmed she will attend at least one. World Animal Protection has been talking to
Fonterra about dairy housing and the seemingly worldwige-movement towards ensuring time for cows
outdoors.

The selective breeding subcommittee gave an update on the meeting various stakeholders they held
day before (with NZVA, NZKC, NGRA, NZTR ,and.NZPork). NZKC was highlighted as a stakeholder that
had made real progress - e.g. they have an.acéredited breeder’s scheme - but still has some problems
in thinking about conformation and welfares NZGRA were particularly impressive with their approach to
overbreeding and selection. Pigs were &n unanticipated problem: There are only two main breeding
companies in New Zealand, supplying\genetic material from overseas, and the subcommittee learned
that pig farms often have a 40% repla€ement rate of breeding sows each year. The Committee
highlighted some issues including brachycephaly, caesareans required in bulldogs, the polled gene in
cattle not being selected for, média attention on certain dog and cat breeds that are not healthy, and a
new ‘arms race’ in sheep brgeding. Selective breeding affecting the welfare of ornamental fish was
highlighted as a previously-uneonsidered area.

Action: ¥*®@ 10 cireufate ornamental fish paper to NAWAC
C3. Work programme update

The work programme update (NAWAC 69/14) was circulated prior to the meeting. For work programme
items not alféady on the agenda, the following updates were provided:

Animals in'Public Display, Exhibition and Entertainment — This work is on hold until 3¢ quarter 2015.
There Wag some discussion about whether too many issues had been incorporated into this code. The
visionef more generic codes of welfare that encompass many species was explained.

Wild Animals — The work plan will be circulated soon. The subcommittee also agreed on a meeting date
(Wednesday December 10 2014).
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The current plan for the wildlife subcommittee is to discuss a guidelines document on generally
accepted practice in New Zealand order to get it ready to circulate to whole Committee.

P@@ qutlined the work that various pest management, hunting and fishing associations are doing

including work around helicopter hunting, ‘ethical hunt' guidelines, and even bow hunting. These hunting
associations/councils have been quite open about identifying their own animal welfare concerns, whigh
Is very promising. Examples of concerns include pig hunting, sport fishing and live baiting.

It was noted that the SPCA has had concerns recently around recreational cruelty to wild animals,
especially since some offenses are being filmed and uploaded to places like Facebook and-Youtube,
perhaps showing an increase in offending due to people’s attitudes towards pests and wild animals.

Fishing was discussed by the committee. It was noted that at least one country hasbanned catch and
release, although it is very difficult to imagine this in a New Zealand context. Onéstudy has shown that
70% of released fish die. It is complicated because New Zealand rules state that Small fish must be
released.

NAWAC members were invited to a glueboards workshop in Wellingtorfanglueboard alternatives — P
Fisher is not able to attend, and it was thought that there should be NAWAC representation. NAWAC
would be pushing that alternatives must be discussed, i.e. the disgussion around whether or not to ban
glueboards is long gone (it has been many years since that point pasSed). The workshop is on 1
December after lunch (a Monday). K Milne stated that she woutd.be in Wellington on that day on other
business, and will need to check her flight times but may be~able attend.

Selective Breeding - this was already discussed under.item/C2.

Dairy Cattle —*®® was contracted to wiifé a paper summarising the evidence around access

to the outdoors and the issue of cows needing tg separate from the herd at calving. Bedding on stones
was raised; however the evidence for not allowing stones is unclear for adult cattle, and the definition of
what ‘stones’ means (gravel, chips etc) will need to be explored.

Bedding for animals being exported live,was discussed as well: one member had heard that bedding
was not refreshed until just before landing hich could be weeks. However, **®®  noted that there is
on-board monitoring, Animal Welfare Exports Certificates must be issued for each shipment, and reports
are passed back to MPI on landing'sg It is unlikely that the bedding is never changed. It was noted that
lately livestock transport to the €hatham Islands has picked up; historically there have been issues
there.
P@@ - explained herdyork on export regulations. At the moment MPI is working on guidelines, but
later on regulations undertiie Act will tighten things up further.

Pigs and Farrowing Giates — An issues paper has been completed covering research done since the
latest release ofgheycode of welfare. It outlines alternatives to crates, but also some ideas like breeding
for maternal ability(behaviourally and physiologically). Time in the crate can also be reviewed e.g.
should it beAimited to 3 days? The size of the crates is also an issue: bigger pigs are being bred that are
kept in crates-built a long time ago that are now too small. Changes like adding straw may make a
differepce allowing the sow to carry out nesting behaviour.

A memo’(NAWAC 70/14) on a recent meeting with pork industry representatives was taken as read and
openged for discussion. It was suggested that although breeding is discussed a lot, could mis-mothering

among pigs be a solely behavioural issue? That is, since piglets are kept separate from the sow and not
allowed to learn from her, are farmers propagating bad mothers that require stalls and so the cycle
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continues? It was noted that the heritability of pig mothering had been discussed by the breeding
subcommittee and is very low (0.05% heritability).

One member was concerned about the amount of contact with the pork industry at this early stage. It
was explained that the shared writing group concept has been used many times before over other
codes. NAWAC will always meet on its own at some point in the process, and this has worked wellin
the past. It was also suggested that it is good to involve industry because NAWAC wants their buysin. K
Bicknell also pointed out that the industry has to participate in the economic impact analysisAxhich is
important to this work. Doing that work separately and ending up with two analyses (MPI ¥S. industry)
has occurred before and it is really difficult to work together past that point.

A teleconference or meeting was suggested for the subcommittee fairly soon since_thestimeline for this
advice on farrowing crates is short; the economic analysis needs to be underway-very-soon.

C5. Animal Welfare Amendment Bill and Strategy update
P introduced themselves to the Committee. It was explained that the most up to
date information on the progress of the Bill is available in the MPI updates(tNAWAC 72/14). It was
confirmed that it is unlikely the Bill will be read again before the end 6f the year.

C3. Work programme update continued

Requlations — Two meetings have been held on regulations: 0Q€ on care and conduct and one on
painful husbandry and surgical procedures. Care and conduct'was the subject of the first meeting, and
the working group went through a long list of Minimum Standards to think about how to pull them
together. One MPI-only meeting was also held with comgliance and systems; this was in order to look at
developing criteria or a framework that is shorter og'more manageable.

The surgical procedures work has had one meéting which was smaller and very valuable; surgical
procedures were listed and a regulatory intentwas identified for each one around who should do these
procedures (i.e. vet only or not) and how thiey should do it (e.g. must use pain relief). Some were
suggested to be prohibited, including dog taitdocking.

Itis envisaged that draft regulations«ill'go out for full public consultation late next year. NAWAC's
annual workplan has been aligned‘itwith the regulation work so that stakeholders are managed well.

D Scobie compared the two negtifgs, explaining that the first care and conduct meeting was more
complex and frustrating. In €ontrast the surgical procedures meeting was straightforward and satisfying.

Horses and Donkeys — The~Committee asked why this code has not been progressed, as NAWAC had
recommended itin Apahe " explained that MPI had been providing advice on other codes of
welfare, the regulations/and the Amendment Bill and that February or March 2015 was the suggested
date for release 2*®®  also explained Policy’s role in the release of a code in checking that it met
the requiremerits ofthe Act. It was noted that J Hellstrom had talked to the Policy director around his
concerns abeutthe length of time for release, especially considering that racing horses is an issue and
greyhoundswere clearly pulling ahead in terms of welfare.

Horse%acing was discussed and it was noted that horse racing breeding numbers are falling worldwide
according to* @@ who met with the selective breeding subcommittee that week.**®® had
alsg’recently appeared on a breakfast show really pushing rehoming of racing horses. The difference
with-the greyhound industry here is that they have committed to following the life of every greyhound
bred from birth to death while horses are branded/identified but when retired or sold the industry does
not keep track of them.
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The Minister may get questions about racing given the recent events at the Melbourne Cup events; it is
good that he will be able to say he is considering a horse code (that does cover racing horses).

Rodeos - The subcommittee was congratulated as this code was released on 31 October. The recent
media stories on Glassons advertising and the shutdown of Huntly rodeo was discussed.

P@@  ndated the Committee — she met with the Rodeo Cowboys Association just before rel8asé of
the code. An MPI inspector was also there to talk about compliance so it was a really produgtive

meeting, ¢ will also meet with Bull Riders Association spokesperson next week.

The code has been sent to A&P shows, which also have sheep riding events, though they are not
technically rodeos; it was suggested that MPI/NAWAC could send a follow-up letter Clarifying the
situation.

An international rodeo (branded as a ‘bull riding contest’) is happening on 13/Movember. The New
Zealand Rodeo Cowboys Association has sent MPI a letter to clarify they afe,definitely not associated in
any way. They also asked to follow up and make sure the show had an animal welfare inspector
present.

The show organiser also called **®®  and asked about pyrotechfiles;stating that they'd paid $14,000
and were all ready to go — he did not want to drop that part of the shew. The issue has been forwarded
to legal and compliance. He has been told what may happen ifthiey go ahead with the display knowingly
breaking a Minimum Standard.
Saleyards — Recently,*®®  met with stock agents, Feterated Farmers and Safeguarding to discuss
the supply chain and the transfer of responsibility for the@nimals, also getting the opportunity to see
P fitness for transport roadshow. She gpent the next day at Feilding saleyards and saw
how it all worked.

An issues paper for saleyards has been drafted. The key issues are the change in responsibilities
across the supply chain, unloading of animals{timing, space, left on trucks without water), and penning
of animals (especially mixing unfamiliar animals). These issues are similar to transport, however at the
saleyard there is no verification vet or.animal welfare officer. It was suggested this could be addressed
via regulation.

V Williams was also shown around a saleyard recently, and realised towards the end that she hadn't
seen any water. However when@sked they stated that any stock that is kept overnight or has travelled a
distance would be kept in a“waer pen'.

Temporary Housing of Coatpanion Animals — The subcommittee has scheduled a meeting in December
to go over the summanyef submissions.

C4. Draft work plan for 2015

The draft 2015Work plan had been circulated prior to the meeting (NAWAC 71/14).

P@@ yext over the plan outline. The top three priorities — drafting regulations, farrowing crates, and

dairy ﬁousing — are the major focus for 2015. The workstream on saleyards has been shifted into the
regulations workstream, so that the knowledge from that work can be used in the drafting.

[was noted that the delivery milestone for dairy housing may be pushed out because J Hellstrom does
not have good availability to meet with stakeholders and the subcommittee until 2015.
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The systems review subcommittee will be put on hold until August 2015; this will be discussed further
later in the meeting.

With no further comments, **®®  will finalise the work programme and bring it to the next NAWAC
meeting. A simplified version will be published online, as it was in 2014.

Action: **®® " to finalise and publish NAWAC's 2015 work plan
Cé. MPI update

The Committee gratefully received the MPI update (NAWAC 81/13).*®®  was congrattfated on her
promotion to Senior Adviser.

The publication of the report on ‘barriers to compliance’ was highlighted. V Williamns has been working
on the report in her role as a consultant to MPI. The basis for the report was @ survey asking farmers
what they already know about animal welfare rules and the five basic needs.. Those within the pig and
poultry industries had higher knowledge as a result of being small industries\under more scrutiny. The
publication has been delayed due to the absence of human ethics appreyabbut it is hoped it will be
published soon.

124



PART TWO
(OPEN TO THE PUBLIC)

STRATEGY AND PLANNING

oL 2015 meeting dates and mini-tutorial ideas

The dates suggested prior to the meeting were:

Tuesday and Wednesday March 10t and 11, to be held in Gishorne
Wednesday May 20t

Wednesday August 19t

Wednesday November 11t or Thursday 19t

It was agreed that the August meeting would be held on 5 August (to take into account calving later on
in August) and that the November meeting would be on the 19 Novemherhecause J Hellstrom is not
available until then.

s 9(2)(a)

Action: to send electronic invitations for 2015

A NAWAC/NAEAC joint meeting was suggested for 2015 sinee-thas been several years since the last
one. The Committee welcomed the idea and V Williams agreed'to bring it to NAEAC's meeting the
following week; a date would be circulated afterwards. [Secrgtariat note: this date is 4 August].

Mini tutorial ideas were then suggested:

o Shelter already organised for March

e Bobby calves already organised for May

o Farrowing crates and pig farmingyalthough this programme is moving very quickly so the
subject may be ‘too late’ by August

e Game animal council or Fish ahd Game - any wildlife topic

Action: P Fisher /**®@ 1o advisgthe'secretary of an appropriate wildlife speaker for August meeting

02 Welfare Pulse

$9(2)(a) $9(2)(a)

gave an update.on the new structure and ownership of Welfare Pulse. is the new
editor, and the layout Wil 'be different after the current issue is published — only one or two articles per
issue plus the usuahrepeated sections (“across our desks”, NAWAC update, etc). At the moment there
is a backlog of artieles so no new articles were requested.

03. Systems review subcommittee update

The systems teview subcommittee held a meeting on 8 October 2014 that consolidated all of their
actionS.40 date and established that the subcommittee had met the requirements laid out in their terms
of reference.

The-minutes to the meeting (NAWAC 73/14) and a report (NAWAC 74/14) had been circulated. A Sharr
asked for the committee to agree or not agree to each motion in the report.

The first point around the new strategic plan was agreed.
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Moved (A Sharr / V Williams)

That the NAWAC strategic plan be updated at the first meeting in 2016, with the current plan extendge
to cover 2015.

The motion was put: carried.

The second point on abusive submissions was discussed. It was suggested that if the solg*ptrpose of a
submission is to throw abuse then NAWAC should not count it. However, then it depends,on what
people think is abusive. A statement could be abusive but it's also a true representation-of how that
person feels. Another suggestion was to send back letters to abusive people to lgtthem know it wasn't
accepted — but is that too much effort? It was agreed that NAWAC needs to take on’the issues and
consider the submissions even if they are critical of the Committee.

MPI's Policy & Trade thought that hardly any letters ever come into MP| that.are solely abusive, and
unless it was threatening it would be considered and summarised alopgSide the others.

Moved (A Sharr / S Brown)
To stick with the status quo in regards to summarising submissiens.

The motion was put: carried.

The third point on NAWAC guidelines was agreed.
Moved (I Collins / D Scobie)
That the NAWAC Guidelines will not be renumbered or reordered.

The motion was put: carried.

The point on meeting regularity was neted; everyone agreed that the current setup was working well.
Moved (V Williams / S Brown)

That NAWAC meetings woeulthge continued to be held quarterly with occasional two-day strategic
meetings as required.

The motion was put; casried.

A question was raised in regards to meeting papers. It was thought that they could be dated or
organised better. At was noted that MPI keeps an ‘index’ of papers that could be circulated (it has been
previously).

ActionlZ°®  to circulate index of papers quarterly alongside meeting papers

Thiespoint on NAWAC's annual report was then discussed; a mock-up report was contained in Appendix
OngY It was noted that even if not printed, the secretariat will continue to file hard copies and the report
weuld be published online.

Moved (A Sharr / B Nicholas)
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That the NAWAC Annual Report will be the minimum allowable by the Act and will be published online
only.

The motion was put: carried.

The final point was on the format of the annual work programme.
Moved (A Sharr / V Williams)

That the quarterly work programme update remain the same, while the annual large exeelspreadsheet
will remain within MPI and not be circulated to NAWAC.

The motion was put: carried.

05. MPI compliance update
e introduced himself to the Committee. It was noted that compliaiee had been invited by J
Hellstrom to each meeting from now on to give an update on activities:

Action:**®@ " o send NAWAC meeting dates for 2015 to**&€_

There was a comparison of complaints in 2014 to other years;.there has been an increase in the total
number of complaints plus it must be noted that November and*December are traditionally high.
Prosecutions have jumped since the MPI merger which ean he put down to MPI being a bigger
organisation with more resourcing.

Education work has been ongoing; this year there havé been 2 reports on tail breaking vs. 9
prosecutions last year. :*®® Safeguardingsprogramme is a good news story in this area. It is
too early to tell the effect that infringement naticeswill have. It was noted that verification vets will be
able to issue them as well.

There are 11 full ime animal welfare ingpectors, but 29 cross-warranted officers have completed 13,246
hours of animal welfare work in the year te’date.

It was noted that new, inexperiencethfarmers have been an issue especially in the dairy industry lately.
Another issue has been the tepSion with the Privacy Act: getting the industry involved to help support
cases has been problematicwiien information sharing is constrained.

Recovering a farm after an,investigation has been a huge drain on resources and the compliance side
has been thinking of ways*to reduce this. The line between an animal welfare intervention and teaching
routine farm management has to be drawn so that inspectors are not staying on for long periods while
new cases pop up.elsewhere. Some ideas are: hiring more inspectors, especially vets; hiring farm
management corsultants; using volunteers; learning from the fisheries model; and working with the
SCPA on livestack as well as pets.

04. Safeguarding our Animals, Safeguarding our Reputation update

PRORL/ introduced herself and noted that the bulk of the Safeguarding update is contained in the
MPI Update (NAWAC 81/14) document circulated earlier.

She'shared some information on the recent roadshows, which targeted transport operators. There was
some tension there in that transport operators considered animal welfare issues to be the farmer’s
problem and felt that they could not turn down business; meanwhile the saleyard operators are blaming
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the transporters and the farmers are blaming the saleyards. In short there are many issues around
transporting and logistics, especially relating to bobby calves, that need to be sorted out and it is hoped
that the recent work on education via posters, brochures and roadshows will make a difference.

Roadshows will continue into 2015 in the South Island and NAWAC members were invited. (b

Action:$°®@@ to circulate invitations to the South Island roadshows when dates are availab/ﬁ% VP

to ). &

06. Identifying animal welfare issues C)

K Phillips invited the Committee to discuss an animal welfare issue that was of impo c; to them, or
that they considered an emerging issue, or that they thought the media/public may-pick up on soon.

K Phillips noted the new setup for this agenda item from March next year whi hwas decided at the
latest Systems Review subcommittee meeting. From now on MPI would bring a'ist of topics that they
had seen over the last few months in order to get the conversation star& ) raised some that MP!

had seen lately as an indication of the type of topics that may come u

e Cows calving on trucks — the incidence has risen alongsid increased demand for foetal
blood serum
Bobby calves
Live export of wild-caught fish may soon be possibl
Dehorning/disbudding problems spotted in Franklin}aleyards
Broiler grower companies in New Zealand lock farmers into contracts and supply feed, fresh
litter, pickup times etc — if farmers are unsatiﬂth ith the resulting welfare conditions they feel
they cannot speak out since technically th e person in charge, but on the other hand they
can't change the contract N
e Pet shops/temporary housing issues {(been in the news
Drones used to monitor livestock. Cz@ey stress animals or separate mother/young pairs? Will
there be rules in the future, like ng allowed to use them around pregnant stock?

OTHER REPORTS AND DISCUSSI

or7. Discussion of inforéﬁon circulated by MPI
The Committee appreciate information that had been circulated.
08. Glueboar @ communications plan

From 1 January 20% sale or use of rodent glueboard traps is prohibited unless approved by the
Minister for Prima stries (delegated to MPI). A memo (NAWAC 75/14) containing the ‘backpocket’
responses to p | media enquiries had been circulated prior to the meeting. This will support the
plan to help the compliance side of the transition plan.

Atthe m %he situation is tricky because people can still import traps and can still use them for
insect: ?Tnessaging will be key. The upcoming alternatives workshop will be aimed at supporting
use@et their food safety obligations by showing them what others are already doing.
CA has been approaching two-dollar shops and other places selling traps in order to tell them
t the upcoming prohibition. There will be a press release at the time, and perhaps a letter will go
out to these shops.
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Another use for these traps — pest management — was noted; while they cannot be used on rodents
without approval, DOC has been using them to catch rainbow skinks and this use will be able to
continue.

09. NAWAC correspondence

There were no comments on recent correspondence received by or sent on behalf of NAWAC. The
greyhound report was noted.

0 10. Committee members’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at cenférences

V Williams chaired the latest Animal Behaviour and Welfare Consultative Committee{ABWCC) meeting.
This is a forum for the exchange of information of animal welfare between many parties. It was a really
good exchange of information with great presentations. One issue that came up was that of dairy goats
and what to do with goat kids; a representative of the industry came along fopthe'first time. They are
doing some work on using penetrative captive bolts.

s 9(2)(a)

Action - to circulate ABWCC minutes/reports for information

Y@@ attended the Asia Pacific Poultry Congress and talked aboutthe codes for meat chickens and
layer hens. One highlight was learning about some exotic crosspreeds being developed in Asia to raise
production (e.g. pheasant x chicken or duck x chicken). Some-greducers are coming up with new
alternatives to antimicrobials, like turmeric added to the feed:
P@@ " also attended the OIE collaborating centre meetifig.held in Korea. The main focus was how the
Australian/New Zealand collaborating centre can expand/iie implementation of international animal
welfare standards through the Middle East and Asig:
P@@ - attended the New Zealand Companidn/Ariimal Annual Conference. The main focus was on
cats and stray/feral cat control, as well as the/SPCA's ‘Saving Lives’ programme. To that end "
was invited to speak and his talk wasery interesting although the fundamental difference of
opinion between him and the SPCA on the efficacy of Trap Neuter Return programmes was not
resolved. P Fisher stated that Landcaré Research is currently doing some research into what feral cats
actually eat in the wild. There is alsa.amissue around toxoplasmosis affecting wildlife (especially in
Australia). Cat curfews were discussed— do they work? Australia is very progressive in this; in some
areas you must keep cats indoots, you can’t have cats in apartments, etc. New Zealand is behind on
this thinking. The ‘Enhancing, the Halo’ project in Wellington was noted - this is a programme
spearheaded by F*®® ‘g(, to encourage those who live near the sanctuaries and town belt to own
fewer cats or to control thembetter.

Closing

There being no further items of business to discuss, K Phillips thanked the committee members for their
attendance and deelared the meeting closed at 4:30pm.

Next meeting: 10 and 11 March 2015
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$9(2)(a) $9(2)(a)

It was noted that the Agenda contains an error: is attending from Policy rather than

PART ONE
10:30am - 2:00pm
(OPEN TO THE PUBLIC)

0oL Visit to Whangara Farms
In the morning the Committee visited Whangara Farms.

They were able to see new technology in action (including weather stations aid the use of EID tags in
sheep) as well as learning about how the station plans to provide more shade and shelter to the animals
by starting up their own plant nursery.

Lunch was provided by the marae at Whangara.

PART TWO
2:30pm - 5:00pm
(OPEN TO THE PUBLIC)
STRATEGY AND PLANNING
02 Appointment of Deputy Chair

The Animal Welfare Act 1999 (section 67 and ‘Schedule 1, clause 3(1)) requires the committee to elect
one of its members as its deputy chairperson at its first meeting each year. J Hellstrém nominated V
Williams.

Moved (J Hellstrom /1 Collins):

That V Williams be elected deputy thairperson of the committee for 2015, pursuant to the Animal
Welfare Act 1999 (section 6%&nd Schedule 1, clause 3)).

The motion was put: carried

It was noted that V Williams will finish her term at the end of October 2015; MPI and NAWAC will deal
with any gap in deputy chairmanship at the last meeting of the year if needed.

Action: Sectetatiat and Chair to arrange appointment of interim deputy chairperson at the November
meeting or the first meeting after Virginia is replaced on the Committee, in accordance with Schedule 1,
clause (5)\afthe Animal Welfare Act.

0 3: The New Zealand animal welfare strategy: an update
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PR (Manager, Animal Welfare, Regulation & Assurance), was invited to give an update on the

progress of New Zealand’s animal welfare strategy. He handed out a paper (secretariat note: later
circulated and filed as NAWAC 24/15).

The (draft) paper describes a high-level strategy intended to outline an ‘animal welfare system’ greated
from a service design perspective. At the moment much of the work being done is related to pulling
together a system within MPI, but the view of this paper is of New Zealand's animal welfarg
infrastructure as a whole.

The circular diagram in the paper puts animals at the centre, with progressively less4nvolved groups
radiating outwards (though even the citizens on the outside can be very interested ‘@ttimes). The idea of
depicting it in this way is to create a different viewpoint. Imagine the benefits flowingjoutwards and the
costs pushing back in.

Those further removed from the centre (i.e. animal advocates, general publi¢) may have different
expectations and knowledge than those working closely with animals (i.farmers); however it is
important that the learning and knowledge can go both ways, that fagmers continue to listen to those on
the outside layers, not simply dismiss them because they “have no4deawhat we do”. On the other
hand, those further removed from the food system can place unpealistic burdens on it, expecting
welfare/quality to be better and food to be cheaper at the same.life.

Problems and opportunities in the system were summarised, which included:

» Husbandry practices that are accepted as necessary but cause pain and distress

» People in charge who are indifferent or unawakeof animals needs, or cut corners

» Those experiencing difficult personal circumstances - e.g. health, finances, relationships
» Rascals who are entertained by mistreatment

» People with ‘pathological’ traits

» Unrealistic or unfair expectations af people, for example, those in charge of animals

» More efficient coordination andsuse of experiences and resources in addressing priorities
» Equity of costs and benefits agtoss the animal welfare system.

The future state section was then discussed, with focus falling on the statement “Animal welfare
inspectors resourced accordinggoexpectations”. It was noted that SPCA inspectors are resourced in a
different way (they are a nof-prefit); in the future state would this need to change in order to meet the
above statement? NAWAC questioned how much MPI contributes to the SPCA inspectorate. It was
explained that MPI contribtites up to $400,000 per year for farm animal intervention and for inspector
training.

In regards to the drivers of animal welfare, it was acknowledged that cost and economics is a key
element; for example eggs have become progressively cheaper, driving farmers to intensify over the
decades.

The “Response” section of the future operating model was then discussed. DairyNZ's Early Response
System was noted. This system identifies poor performers and brings in bank managers, support, etc.,
all/(nopefully) before the animal welfare situation on farm really falls apart. Response also means
€mergency responses to earthquakes, droughts, etc.
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P@@  then discussed the idea of an animal welfare forum as part of the future state — one that could

include NAWAC and NAEAC; can we pull together these and other organisations to create a forum like
the Australian and New Zealand Council for the Care of Animals in Research and Teaching
(ANZCCART) for airing issues?

Action: Explore the idea of an animal welfare forum (as part of implementing the NZ animal welfare
strategy) at the NAWAC/NAEAC joint meeting in August

Governance is another key part of the future state of the animal welfare system. Resoutcing will be key,
as will delineating roles (e.g. between MPI and NAWAC). The inspectorate between<Pl'and SPCA
needs to work together efficiently.

PO sought feedback on the paper from the Committee. Members thoughtth& Circular diagram was
good because it really places the focus of the system on the animals themsélves.

In regards to governance and leadership it was thought that the issue of cenfidentiality needs to be
worked out. This has been a problem and has caused a few ‘false alarms*where people thought they
were on watch. For industry groups, being able to have a quiet wopa-with the person in question before
it gets really bad will make a huge difference for the animals.

It was suggested that one way to get engagement across the:system may be to think about the types of
people in each layer. It was noted that any one individual is inngiany layers; a sheep farmer would be
considered to be in the second circle, but then when thinking,about pigs, would be all the way on the
outside layer.

P@@ - thanked the Committee for their feedbackiand discussion. An updated copy will be completed

over the next few months.
Action: Secretary to circulate final copy of the.animal welfare operating model when complete.

0 4. NAWAC self-evaluation: fesults and discussion

The results of the review of the comimittee’s performance in 2014 were summarised (NAWAC 09/15).
Overall it seemed that NAWAC anththe secretariat performed well in 2014 but there were specific issues
to discuss.

The first comment on the reyiewwas in regards to the difficult-to-find mission statement, which is part of
a bigger issue: animal welfatésis difficult to find on the MPI website. It was thought that it should be easy
to find from the front page:

It was confirmed by MP} that as part of the biosecurity.govt.nz website migration, NAWAC and NAEAC
will get their own updated web pages. It could be possible to pursue a separate website, as NAWAC
and NAEAC arghindependent Committees. In the end it was agreed that the chairs of the two
Committees wolg request a joint meeting with Martyn Dunne asking for more visibility or, if not, their
own website.

Action/Secretariat to arrange for V Williams and J Hellstrém to meet MPI's Director-General to discuss
the yisibility of NAWAC, NAEAC and animal welfare on the new website.

Proagtive work was raised in the review several times. NAWAC has already begun this, with the
stlective breeding, shade & shelter, and entertainment work programmes underway. Of course, the
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Animal Welfare Amendment Bill has also caused NAWAC to stop and think about what it does, which
has been beneficial. The new meeting paper, “animal issues”, to be discussed under agenda item C5.0n
11 March, was also explained. The systems review subcommittee had recommended more focus omthe
agenda item at the previous meeting in November (refer NAWAC 74/14), and this meeting will becthe
first round of that type of ‘horizon scanning’, assisted by topics that MPI staff have picked up oniLhe
weekly emails have also been beneficial, and it was agreed that big issues from those should be fed
back to MPI to be added to the issues list. Having discussed strategy, it was noted that codes and
regulations will continue to be a part of NAWAC's work. However, the codes may become.something
more like a guidance document in the future.

NAWAC appreciated clear time frames and deadlines from the secretariat. MPI agreed that they can
keep this in mind going forward.

There were some comments under the section for external communication.i”@ explained that once
per year, the Farm Animal Welfare Council (FAWC, UK) runs an open sessign — would NAWAC want to
do something like that? It was noted that while their sessions are widelysadvertised, not many people
come. It may not be efficient to do in New Zealand. As part of the draft fegulations process, NAWAC
members are meeting with industry stakeholders soon (around 25groups identified so far). J Hellstrém
will take the opportunity to ensure that the stakeholders know what's-coming and why, and will have a
chance to say what they want to see regulated. These meetings Would be an opportunity to ask the
question: do you see value in an open forum, annually for example?

It was noted from**®®  that the chairs of NAWAC and NAEAC and the staff at MPI do a lot of the work
in this area, and perhaps all need to take more responsibility for sharing what they already do. Other
members agreed that while the Chair meets with many, external stakeholders, not all members feel so
involved.

V Williams explained that NAEAC writes the animal ethics committees a newsletter a few times a year,
and it's a good way to connect everybody,butynoted that NAWAC has many more stakeholders.

Induction of new committee members was then discussed. It was suggested that there should be a brief
document stating exactly what the chairshould do when inducting new committee members. They
should not just be given material, but hiave it explained to them along with the background on
contentious issues. It was noted.that each member does already get a letter from the chair and a
meeting with them before the fitstquarterly meeting that they attend. Another issue however was that
members often need ‘refreshers when they begin work on a subcommittee. MPI staff already try to do
this but agreed that they €ould continue to work on it. It was explained that NAWAC members should
always refer to the code reports and the NAWAC guidelines in the first instance.

Action: Secretary and.Chair to review the introductory letter from the chair and contents of induction
pack, with a viewtoyincluding more information on contentious issues and statutory functions (like
operational regeareh).

It was agreed that the work of supporting team in MPI has been much appreciated. **®®  raised the

score given' by the Committee on scientific support; at 4.3/5 it was the lowest score. What can be done
to raisedt?/t was suggested that science on welfare issues (especially the most contentious issues like
farrowing) can be contradictory or unavailable, but the score is not a reflection on staff.

Operational research was also discussed. It was explained that NAWAC has twice previously
commissioned a review to identify research gaps but this function has recently fallen behind as the
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national animal welfare strategy implementation work continues. It is a NAWAC function to provide this
advice. It was confirmed that identifying research priorities will be included as part of next years’ work
plan and strategic plan update. It was also noted that MPI's animal welfare operational research fund
will support two studies starting this year: farrowing crates and bobby calves. It was also noted that
operational research is included in each MPI Update document and NAWAC can request copie$«f the
reports mentioned within at any time (and eventually they're available to the public).

There were no further comments raised. J Hellstrom stated that he believed the annual performance
review was a good exercise and should continue in the future.

05. Agree on final 2015 work plan (including subcommittee structure

The NAWAC work programme, circulated as paper 10/15, had been finalised at theprevious meeting.
Members discussed whether there was more to change before it is published:

It was agreed that the Systems Review Subcommittee work should be added to the document (though it
starts in August). It was also explained that the farrowing crates work wasCurrently working on advice
on options only, rather than proposing already that the code of welfareShould be amended. S Brown is
a member of the farrowing crates subcommittee and should be addedjto the list of members on the
workplan.

Saleyards has been dropped as a subcommittee but the relevant issues are being picked up as part of
the regulations work.

[Secretariat note: at this point®*®® AN arrived to give their presentation on
Whangara farms — the below section of discussion‘wag continued first thing on 11 March]

The subcommittee membership was reviewegd. There was a vacancy on the dairy cattle subcommittee,
which J Wagner agreed to fill.

Another member would potentially be needed for systems review, but that would be determined later in
the year once they know the workload;

It was noted that J Wagner has joined the farrowing crates subcommittee. K Phillips is also staying on
for 6 months as an ex-officio member.

P@@ " oxplained that thefsted MPI contacts would be switching around in May once the new team
member has joined the SeCrétariat.

The shelter subconimittee required a new member to replace B Nicholas, and K Bicknell requested that
she be removed/from the subcommittee due to the workload of the farrowing crates review. Katie M
offered to join/ Collins agreed to lead the subcommittee as the new chair. That leaves one space open,
but it was npteththat there would be a new NAWAC member in May.

The Cammittee then agreed that the work programme was ready to publish on the web in the format
used ingrevious years.

\Whangara Farms Presentation
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At 4:30pm **@@

arrived to give a presentation to NAWAC on the background and
functioning of Whangara Farms. Whangara Farms is a partnership between two Maori incorporatio %
Pakarae and Whangara B5. The shareholders are all direct descendants to families associated @
land. Therefore, sustainability is key - the land is not and never will be for sale.

N
Questions from the Committee after the presentation &

Do Whangara Farms feel that an ‘animal welfare’ label would be beneficial for their pro
Whangara is involved in selling direct to business (via a slaughterhouse in Auckland; Ison HeIIabys
Ltd). This provides branding and traceability. Whangara is strict on meeting code elfare and other

animal welfare guidelines and are often audited by various buyers. They have ered further
branding, and the story of the farm that is sold to consumers features good welfare They also
strive to meet the high quality BeefEQ threshold, which requires low pH (= ess animals). The

mlsconceptlon of some labelling terms was noted - many consumers loo abe s such as organic’ or
‘green’, thinking that it automatically means good animal welfare.

Does Whangara share its success story with other incorporationsQ
Whangara has always shared its story with other Maori trusts§ ed success (it is difficult t)o sell the

idea of partnerships, boards etc, as it can be perceived as leading'to a loss of autonomy). R is
currently on the road doing governance training workshopsﬁo\ ori incorporations and trusts through
an SFF partnership.

Y/

Questions from Whangara Farms to the Committee \2

of animal welfare? What can we do better?

or now it's the lack of analgesia, but in the long term,
will the practice be accepted at all?), low | rvivability, and shade & shelter. However it was noted
that the sheep & beef industry currently d in terms of animal welfare especially when compared to
the other high profile industries in New@and.

How is the sheep & beef industry as a whole in
Issues raised included horned cattle, tail docki

EIDs in sheep were noted as a gc@). It was explained that the EIDs at Whangara are part of a
funded trial to gather data to see whéther it's profitable; often, there needs to be a motivator such as

profitability to change behavioQ-

&

es) Q were thanked by the Committee and the chair declared the

meeting closed for thbﬁ% at 5:30pm.

S
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11 March 2015

%
General Meeting &\O
Ny

9:00am - 4:00pm C)Q.

Accountants oﬁice&
1 Peel Street ™

Gisborne./
N
I\}(Qg'f ES
O

Committee members: John Hellstrém/(Chair), Kathryn Bicknell, Sue Brown, Ingrid Collins, Katie Milne,
David Scobie, Alan Sharr, Julie Wag ginia Williams.

In attendance: **@® ( Mar‘éu, Animal Welfare, Regulation & Assurance),”*®®  (Manager
Standards Programme),sgaX’)Q_ (Senior Adviser, Regulation & Assurance), =" (Policy

Analyst, Policy & Trade), ““2&/ (Principal Adviser, Policy & Trade), @@ (NAWAC
Secretary).

Apologies: Penny§

Any Other Business Part One (Public Excluded Agenda): None

Any Other B%ess Part Two (Open to the Public): None
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PART ONE

(PUBLIC EXCLUDED AGENDA)

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 4987

There being no other introductory items of business, it was moved (J Hellstrém /. Williams)
That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, namely:

ClL Confirmation of previous minutes

C2 Status of actions arising from previous meetings

C3. Work programme update

(J Hellstrém)
(J Hellstrém)

(J Hellstrom / All)

C4. Animal Welfare Amendment Bill and draft regulations update (J Hellstrém)

C5. Animal welfare issues register and discussion

C6. MPI update and feedback on informatje‘shared

¢ 0@ All)

S aY))

THE GENERAL SUBJECT OF EACH MATJER TO BE CONSIDERED WHILE THE PUBLIC IS EXCLUDED,
THE REASON FOR PASSING THIS RESOLUTION IN RELATION TO EACH MATTER, AND THE SPECIFIC
GROUNDS UNDER SECTION 48(1) OF 7HE LOCAL GOVERNMENT OFFICIAL INFORMATION AND
MEETINGS ACT 1987 FOR THE PASSING OF THIS RESOLUTION ARE AS FOLLOWS:

General subject of each matter.tobe
considered

Reason for passing this
resolution in relation to each
matter

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the
passing of this resolution

C1l Confirmation ef-previous
minutes

To protect the privacy of natural
persons.

That the public conduct of the relevant
part of the proceedings of the meeting
would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
withholding would exist under section
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act
1982 (OIA).

Cc2. Status of actions arising from
previous meetings

As above.

As above.

CA. Work programme update

To maintain the effective conduct
of public affairs through the
protection of Ministers, members
of organisations, officers and

That the public conduct of the relevant
part of the proceedings of the meeting
would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
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General subject of each matter to be

Reason for passing this

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the

considered resolution in relation to each passing of this resolution
matter (\/
employees from improper withholding would exist under %n
pressure or harassment. 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA.
Cc4 Animal Welfare Amendment Bill | To maintain the constitutional That the public conduct ofthe relevant
and draft regulations update conventions for the time being part of the proceedings™f the meeting

which protect the confidentiality of
advice tendered by Ministers of
the Crown and officials.

would be likely to resultin/the disclosure

of information for W'good reason for
withholding wog exist under section

92)(f(iv) of t
N

(03 Animal welfare issues register | To maintain the effective conduct | That the Wonduct of the relevant
and discussion of public affairs through the free part (;%};mceedings of the meeting
and frank expression of opinions | would be'ikely to result in the disclosure
by or between or to Ministers of of ini ion for which good reason for
the Crown or members of an ling would exist under section
organisation or officers and )(i) of the OIA
employees of any department or Q—
organisation in the course of t
duty. [ ’
C6. MPI update and feedback on To maintain the effective That the public conduct of the relevant
information shared part of the proceedings of the meeting

of public affairs througr\w
protection of Ministers bers

of organisations, o
employees from er
pressure or% nt.

would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
withholding would exist under section
9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA.

| also move that:
$9(2)(@)

N’
&

O
&

&\%

be permitted to remain at t
of meeting procedure an
information to ass:st

C1.  Con '@on of previous minutes

The draft

accepte no comments.

Mo c{%lcknell /' V Williams)

etmg after the public has been excluded, because of their knowledge
subject matter under discussion. This knowledge is relevant background
mittee in its deliberations.

s of the general meeting held on 5 November 2014 (NAWAC 03/15) were reviewed and

e draft minutes of the general meeting held on 5 November 2014 be adopted as a true and

curate record of that meeting.
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The motion was put: carried.
C2 Status of actions arising from previous meetings

The committee reviewed progress on the list of actions (NAWAC 04/15) agreed at previous meetings.
The following updates were provided:

e Action 4: Complete — wildlife work plan circulated as paper 15/15.
e Action 20: Complete — work plan finalised, will be published.

e Action 22: P Fisher and**®®  to discuss, but suggested that a speaker wobid be suitable in
November or perhaps at the NAWAC/NAEAC joint meeting.

e Action 23: Complete — invitations to fitness for transport roadshows have been sent.

Further discussion included the animals in public display, exhibition and enterfainment work. J Hellstrom
explained that he will talk to the Government Administration Select Committée on 25 March about
greyhounds. A letter summarising NAWAC’s main points has already peencirculated and J Hellstrém
will report back on the submission afterwards.

There was a question on sheep riding in rodeos. There has been atatk of clarity among other groups
(e.g. A&P shows) about sheep riding. It was noted that there iS\potential to pass a regulation here once
the Animal Welfare Amendment Bill has passed in order to make it consistent. It was interesting to note
that at least one rodeo has offered a mechanical sheep instead.

There was discussion on the joint NAWAC/NAEAC meeting. The topic is new technology but not much
planning has gone into the day yet. An invitation haS gene to one speaker (relating to 3D printing). It
was thought that SAFE and the SPCA would be invited, but K Bicknell raised that the meeting will be
just before the release of NAWAC's advice on,farfowing crates, and the pork industry is already on edge
about NAWAC's motives.

Action: J Hellstrom and V Williams to discussS the planning of the joint meeting further.
C3. Work programme update

The work programme update (NAWAC 11/15) was circulated prior to the meeting. For work programme
items not already on the agen@la, the following updates were provided:

Animals in Public Display{Exhibition and Entertainment — this workstream is on hold at the moment,
except for some work onrgreyhounds and some work feeding into regulations (for which there would be
an update later in thesajeeting).

Wild Animals - armrupdate has been circulated in paper 15/15 (via email). In summary, there will be work
on snares and/generally accepted practice. The key issue is to define ‘generally accepted practice’; the
subcommittee 1S proposing to draft a new NAWAC guideline. As part of that work, the subcommittee will
hold a workshop with stakeholders, talk about what they do and why, and use that to start the
conversatigh on what generally accepted practice is. Hopefully the draft guideline will be done by
Decembgthis year. There was a question on the progress of glueboard exemptions.

Ation:**®®  to bring information on glueboards to the next committee meeting — on how many
exemptions have been given and any issues raised from that process.
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Members were asked to consider the stakeholder list circulated in paper 15/15. Subcommittee members
noted that they had discussed the stakeholder meetings and whether a workshop with many large
groups would be better compared to individual meetings with smaller groups. On one hand smaller
groups may talk more but larger groups could result in a ‘cross-pollination’ of ideas.

It was also noted that most people who hunt and fish are not part of these groups; is it worth
approaching individuals and communities? There was a mixed reaction — talking to the representatives
of industry groups is more of a ‘fact finding’ mission and they would be suitable for that. However
individuals may not join these groups if they feel they don't represent them.

Selective Breeding — The subcommittee has had meetings with all key stakeholderssincluding contact
with the New Zealand Kennel Club since there was a recent visit from an Australian representative. The
subcommittee has divvied up species amongst themselves, and everybody has produced papers that
answer key questions within those species - now it's a matter of pulling it together into some kind of
paper.

The information that could feed into regulations was discussed. It wag Suggested that some ‘black and
white’ issues like breeding lethal genes could be banned. The rest=how to breed animals, what traits to
choose, etc. - is difficult to regulate. The New Zealand Kennel Club.is’not very proactive in some areas
like brachycephaly, and how would NAWAC even reach the backyard breeders? It was noted that the
state of Victoria in Australia has a code for breeding, and it is<€onsidered unenforceable and ineffective
by the Australian Kennel Club.

There was discussion on the selection of polled genes /attle. It's a big welfare gain, and the genetics
are there, but people are not selecting for it over preduction values.

J Hellstrom stated that it will be good to have adNAWAC opinion-type document for the first time. The
draft will be presented at the May meeting.

Dairy Cattle Housing Amendment — This amenadment is now in the post-consultation stage. NAWAC
received lots of feedback, including mafly comments suggesting it is ridiculous to believe that cattle
don't need to graze. Other issues included bedding (riverstones) and access to the outdoors.

The code has been amended and wilt be sent to the subcommittee to review. The amended code will
then hopefully go out to widerdngdustry-NAWAC writing group by the end of March, be back to NAWAC
at the May meeting, and relgased in August. The difficult thing to consider is the timing of the code
amendment alongside thg-development of regulations. It is likely that a recommendation will go to the
Minister basically saying«this is how the code should be amended, but we are also looking at
regulations for issuesxand y”.

DairyNZ are working on guideline for dairy housing that covers cow comfort for cows in purpose built
housing. It does natcover other off-paddock systems (e.g. feedpads). They're close to finalising it. Does
NAWAC think'that'they should hold off on publishing until the code amendment is recommended? It
was agreed-that it would be helpful if DairyNZ could wait if possible.

It was€xplained to NAWAC that MP1 doesn’t have a collective view on dairy cattle housing, and there is
a risk that water quality and climate change colleagues will be saying different things than animal
wélfarg’and NAWAC — meaning there is potential for the Minister to receive conflicting advice. **®
has_been working on informing across MPI. Others need to be aware that there are welfare concerns.
Then, the advice to the Minister will consistently be “this is why it works, but here are the concerns”.
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It was noted that legislation in other areas (e.g. environment, irrigation and water quality) has an impact
on farmers that can conflict with animal welfare requirements.

Farrowing Crates — The subcommittee has been busy, having already toured a few systems and with
more scheduled in the future.

There has been some industry contact and K Bicknell and**®®  have been looking at scientific

literature. The terms of reference came direct from Minister: to summarise what's happened Since the
code was released in 2010 and see whether or not there is cause to reconsider farrowifigzeenditions.
Industry involvement so far has been beneficial because of their data, but they are also concerned with
potential future impacts for them. The major next step is to progress the economic aaalysis on
alternative ways of managing farrowing.

The subcommittee’s focus has been identifying information gaps and any changes to the information
that was available when the committee came to its current position on farrowing crates, which is stated
in the pig code of welfare. It was noted that there are other things that affect'mortality other than
housing — one is litter size (tied in with genetics), so you end up with & ¢yCle where litters are bred to be
larger and larger and that's considered to be a reason why crates are\justified. This also has
consequences for other factors such as body weight at birth andsrate-of heat loss. The other factor, of
course, is management.

The other thing is that all of the focus on piglet welfare is mortality. There is virtually no information on
welfare of surviving piglets. How do you compare the loss.of for example .5 piglets per litter vs. the
increased welfare of 11 other piglets that can spend timeAwith their mother outside of the crate?

As well as this there is the need to future-proof. Rightow, if you only look at scientific literature, there
are arguments to retain short-term use of farrowing Crates. However, there is work on alternatives that
could provide significant welfare benefits anddhere is a risk in providing advice that requires adoption of
a management system that could be reviewet\again in the future, requiring another change if the
Minister was to instigate another review,

The use of induction was mentioned. Sews can be induced with synthetic oxytocin (because when
confined, they produce less of the/hormone) so that they farrow during working hours. This is not
addressed in the pig code. This issue’is part of farrowing (as is nest building) — should it be considered?

Another issue is that the daté s reported as ‘mortality to 10 days’, which looks good in crated piglets,
but in a longer time scaleou €an see mortality spikes due to scours. Are piglets in other systems,
overall, maybe more robust?’Are the piglets who die in other systems actually dying for reasons other
than crushing or wouldthey die ‘anyway'?

The final point is that enrichment in crating systems is pretty much ignored. It doesn't fit in the
management syStems and feedback so far is that the farmers are not willing to try.

The subcommittee is summarising these points and the scientific literature to provide a brief update to
the Committee.

Horses and Donkeys — MPI Policy has reviewed the draft code and report and identified some areas for
updating or discussion with the subcommittee. One example is hot branding, which may be restricted by
regUftions in the future, and therefore should be carefully considered in the draft code.**®® s

dealing with this, with the subcommittee.
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Shade and Shelter - the Safeguarding our Animals, Safeguarding our Reputation programme will not be
progressing work on shade and shelter in this calendar year, as the work was not supported by the
industry operational group for the Programme (the Farm to Processor Animal Welfare Forum). Howeyery
it remains on NAWAC's work programme under the new subcommittee chair, Ingrid Collins.

Systems Review — this subcommittee is on hold at the moment, to resume in August according to
NAWAC's 2015 work plan. Committee members discussed that NAWAC will need to develop“a position
on what it wants the codes of welfare and regulations to really look like — how will they be\printed, how
will they work together? @ suggested that when proposals for regulations go out fgwider
consultation, people may start asking this question, and NAWAC may want to think akout it sooner
rather than later. As a minimum, would it be helpful to confirm whether codes of welfare/regulations are
in one document?

It was noted that the Systems Review subcommittee had earlier proposed havirig material from the
relevant code or codes of welfare and regulations, all in one document..

Stakeholders also should be asked what they would like to see.

Companion Animals in Temporary Housing — The subcommittee;has finished considering the code
following public consultation and a contractor is drafting the accempanying code report. The
subcommittee is planning on bringing a draft for recommendatiorrto the Minister, to the August NAWAC
meeting.

C4. Animal Welfare Amendment Bill and draft fegulations update
J Hellstrém had circulated a paper (NAWAC 12/15)0 the Committee before the meeting.

In summary, there are two sets of regulationsthatNAWAC is involved in: care & conduct and significant
surgical procedures. The regulations workipgsgroup is trying to keep them at the same point of
development throughout the process, so itaow meets for 2 days each time, spending one day on each.

Appendix one of the paper 12/15 shows which issues/codes have been assessed for potential
regulations, noting that further issuesfeodes have been assessed since this paper was written. Some
issues are pretty straightforward, but'some are more subjective — for example how do you regulate feed
and water objectively in an oujcome-based way? What's the symptom that you want to prevent? Do you
regulate inputs instead?

Other things consideredJneluded issues that are currently not minimum standards (maybe
recommended best practice, or for which there is not yet a code or minimum standard) but it's clear that
they need to be included in regulations. A simple example is hot branding - this is currently allowed in
codes, but there are alternatives, it could be considered outdated, and perhaps should be banned.

The regulations/are being developed in at least two tranches. Tranche one offers quick benefits, and will
be issued ds.sqon as possible (hopefully within 18 months). Tranche two requires more careful
consideratign-and buy-in from industry and will include ‘grey’ areas, developed perhaps a year after
tranché png. There may be further tranches required for very contentious issues that require long
perigds of work with affected industries.
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The role and format of codes of welfare will need to be addressed in light of regulations, for instance
they may become a guidance-type document that helps you avoid getting to the point of breaching %
regulations. (b

There are some areas where NAWAC may take a separate view to the wider working group. O q
example is shechita slaughter. The Minister is entitled to make exemptions for religious reasgns but
NAWAC has previously recommended that non-stun slaughter is inadequate for good ani Ifare.

Breeding was discussed again and, while it was noted that NAWAC is developing advi breeding
issues, there were some immediate problems such as the Scottish Fold cat. These cats have folded
over ears, achieved by breeding cats that have a cartilage defect. If cats get two cOpies of the allele it is
a lethal defect; with one copy, their ears will fold over but as the gene affects all @ age in their bodies
not just in their ears, they will also suffer pain and a shortened lifespan. The as been banned in
the UK and in some other EU countries.

The people in the regulatlons working group are: Fe® (MPIP. tions Manager), two or
three from MPI Policy team, **®@ (Chief Inspector, Royal Ne nd SPCA),#*®@
(Verification Services, MPI), one from MPI Regulation & Assuranc AC'’s secretariat),sgax')

(MPI Legal), the members of the NAWAC subcommi = (Veterinary Council of
New Zealand) and +90%) (MPI Compliance). &

It was clear that there is no point in having a regulation if it cannot be enforced - and badly-considered
ones may not actually hold up the court. N4

table, while others will only need a phone call or tion (e.g. some NGOs), but it is important that

Stakeholder groups are being contacted soon. So&%ries are booked for meetings around the
everyone knows what's going on.

It was noted that where an issue says “no é{o assess’, that doesn’t mean it's not considered, there
SO

is other information to draw on apart from fwelfare
By the May meeting the regulations s mittee should be in a position to put forward a short list of
(tranche one) work. &

CS5. Animal welfare issngister and discussion

It was noted that there is
programme update. C5 i

in the table that goes with the resolution in the agenda — C5 says work
ally the animal welfare issues register.

Moved (V Williams LA

That item C5 b ged to accurately reflect the discussion on ‘animal welfare issues register and
discussion’ a ain closed to the public, to maintain the effective conduct of public affairs through
the free an expression of opinions by or between or to Ministers of the Crown or members of an
organisati officers and employees of any department or organisation in the course of their duty.

The m%ﬁ was put: carried.
\/

explalned that this item used to be called ‘emerging issues for the public’. There was a
estion from the systems review subcommittee that the agenda item could be revitalised by MPI
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doing a bit more homework and bringing some items along to discuss in order to start the conversation
(but of course NAWAC members continue to add their own). Therefore, the paper 13/15 is the list of
issues that have come across MPI's desk since the last NAWAC meeting and they are as broad as
possible as an exercise in ‘horizon scanning’. The proposal was to go through and identify where
NAWAC wants more explanation.

Craddock farms layer hens conversion — this was an example of Resource Management Act
requirements conflicting with code of welfare requirements. An egg producer needed newspremises in
order to move hens from conventional cages to colony cages, and resource consent wasrequired to
install the new system. Public consultation was undertaken as part of the resource ceqsenting process,
which animal activists made full use of. Consent was denied because of the possible.odour from the
new facility. Craddock farms has indicated they will appeal.

NAWAC considered this potential issue in its advice to the Minister on the layerhen code of welfare. As
a result the timeline for shifting to colony cages was discussed extensively and even pushed back by
two years. The industry has been updating the Minister on progress. Thereys nothing further for the
Committee to do at the moment except to follow the story with interest,

Nepalese Gadhimai Festival — there is an international movement te.stop the festival (which involves
extensive non-stun slaughter of sheep). There was some concer.from the public that New Zealand
animals ended up there.

Only breeding animals have been exported to Nepal. Thexssue is of interest but NAWAC as part of a
general concern about non-stun and religious slaughterut no further action is required.

Electronic collars - just before Christmas, *®® { ‘eceived a big envelope from the Electronic Collars
Manufacturers Association overseas providing & |ot of data and promoting the equipment. Notably it
also contained information on collars for cats{lpwas presumed that this Association is feeling the
movement around the world towards banninghis equipment. They are used in NZ, though there are
standards under the dog code of welfare (butnot the cat code). There is a risk is that with no answer to
correspondence like this, sometimes NAWAC finds out that the group has labelled “NAWAC endorsed”
on their products. But it was agreed.there would be no action.

Grooming Spitz breeds —**®® g the first point of contact for public enquiries, and received one call

from a dog groomer/breeder ot’s\pitz breeds (double-coated dogs like huskies). The caller claimed that if
you groom certain dogs in theAvsong way — e.g. shave a double-coated dog - it disrupts their ability to
thermoregulate and on top Ofthat the coat may never grow back. The grooming industry is not regulated
and so a code of welfaréwas requested by the caller - she was advised that this was not likely but
wanted the issue passéehon anyway. S*®®  to investigate — does the dog code of welfare
successfully address«the issue?

P@@ - hadsalsedseceived a call on untested veterinary devices. A vet physio called to ask whether a

handheld ‘lighttheérapy’ device could be imported into New Zealand for home use. The Agricultural
Compounds“and Veterinary Medicines Act doesn't cover devices, so there is no barrier to importation.
This raises/a tisk that has come up before with alternative medicines, i.e. people failing to provide
effective’veterinary treatment. No action identified.

Shade and shelter - NAWAC already aware of this, but with the unusually hot weather and drought
there were several calls and complaints about why people are not required to provide shelter from the
son.
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In the news — an off-duty policeman shot a dog with a crosshow; both MPI and the SPCA were
interested in investigating. Noted that warranted police officers are animal welfare inspectors under the
Act. The Committee will be given an update when one is available.

There was also a video circulating that showed a man on a commercial fishing boat apparently bashing
a shark to death with a piece of wood. Apparently both he and the cameraman were immediately fired.
Again, the Committee will be given an update when one is available.

Rodeos - as identified earlier, enquiries have been coming in from A&P shows on whetherthe effective
ban on sheep riding in the code of welfare for rodeos applies to them. Also, some rodeosare still using
sheep but not riding them — whereas under the code, they shouldn't be using sheep-atall. MPI was
aware of the issue and following up on complaints as necessary.

The Committee discussed other events including dog trials.

The letter from #*®@ regarding ongoing pyrotechnics at rodeos. was discussed. The response

has been circulated (06/15). It is not anticipated that this issue will continbe.

Drones — more and more stories are coming through about how ahimals react to drone use, this time
there has been one about seagulls attacking the drones being tséd to film the cricket. What about using
them on farm to check on young animals — does it stress the«methers? Will animal advocates use the
tech to survey large farms?

A drone demonstration was suggested for the NAWACINAEAC joint meeting, since the topic is ‘new
technology’. | Collins has a contact through **#® X ‘and it was noted that Beef + Lamb are trying
them out as well. The Secretariat will continue to citculate to the Committee items on drones of
relevance to animal welfare.

Live exports — issues continue. NAWAC not-directly involved in live exports but will be consulted on the
set of regulations that will cover them.

Prodders — there are new handheld preddeérs that look like Tasers on the market that are being stopped
at the border by customs. So, how,do%ou prove they're for animal use?

Also there are ‘swine’ prodderg™being sold on TradeMe - but under the code of welfare, they can't be
used on pigs.

NAWAC and the Nationahgthics Advisory Committee (NAEAC) have previously expressed to the
Minister a shared a coneefn that traps and devices can be used in NZ until such a time as NAWAC
makes regulations qr some other Act comes into force that restricts them. So anyone can import
anything and use,it on-an animal until that point. This issue had been ruled out of scope in the recent
review of the Arimal Welfare Act. It was noted that NAWAC may be called on to develop advice on
these electricqprodders and also that MPI was working with TradeMe on this issue.

Exotic pettratde — New Zealand has a project on the go looking to agree which animals can be traded
based,0n biosecurity risk. This is led by a group in MPI with relevant stakeholders including pet retailers

and the‘€@ompanion Animal Council. This group is aware that there are also animal welfare concerns
with keeéping exotic pets.
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Cats — the current issue is that vets are being given the responsibility for euthanasia of stray cats
brought in by members of the public, as the SPCA moves away from routine euthanasia and towards
Trap Neuter Return under its Saving Lives programme. It's a risk to the profession — vets can be
pursued by owners if they accidentally euthanaise someone’s property. Complicating matters, the Act
requires animals to be held for 7 days prior to euthanasia or rehoming in certain situations. It wauld
probably be better for a wild cats welfare to euthanase it than hold it.

There is no single piece of legislation for cat management in New Zealand, like there is for dogs, and
various groups around the country are dealing with issues relating to cats. These includ€zewer Hutt city
council investigating whether they can introduce a bylaw to enforce microchipping, MR looking at what
they can do to support biosecurity managers who are working with local councils and.the NZVA is
looking at whether they coordinate some kind of national forum on cats. MPI als@,re¢eives inquiries from
the public on what to do with trapped cats, including whether gassing or drowgingys acceptable.

NAWAC agreed to leave this issue on the animal welfare issues register butthere was no immediate
action.

After the discussion there was a clear consensus that this ageroa item is worth continuing, and it was
agreed that there would be a fresh list next time (though eachdistwould stay on for one more meeting
post-discussion before it is deleted).

The Committee was reminded to send issues that theythink of to the secretary to be added to the list.

One more point was raised - how well NAWAC has\been informed by compliance data while working
through the regulations process. It gives a good‘evidence base for decisions.

$9(2)(a) $9(2)(a)

stated that there is a plan for*®$=&  (Verification Services) and
(Compliance) to share their reports with industries, and NAWAC could be added to this list.

Action — Secretariat to ensure that NAWAC is included in any upcoming Compliance / Verification
reports

C6. MPI update and fee@back on information shared

There were no questions or.comments.
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PART TWO
(OPEN TO THE PUBLIC)

OTHER REPORTS AND DISCUSSION

01. Mini tutorial: shade & shelter

S@@ - gave a presentation on the provision of shade and shelter for livestock, how it ¢an affect

welfare, and options to deal with the problem.

One point that was especially noted and discussed was the information on howto-each farmers in
order to educate them on issues such as shade and shelter. A study had beendone which listed
effective and ineffective ways to reach farmers, and Committee members Wanted more information.

K Milne noted that booklets are a great way to distribute information wherdone correctly (e.g. strong
waterproof paper, pictures, ringbinder or can be hung up in the shed):

It was thought that although phone or mobile device apps and texis Were ranked quite low, they are still
good for the younger farmers but they can be limited by the celtular network.

One way to reach farmers effectively is through their own comrmunity — it was noted that vets, stock
agents, and other farmers make up some key areas of the*eommunity that can share information.

It was emphasised that what is needed to move thg"shade & shelter issue forward would be data on
how respiration rate or live weight is linked to shade;

Action - Circulate Blair et al & Stewart et al. Massey study on how farmers learn.

02 NAWAC minutes: sharing with"other committees

Secretary*"®®  explained that MPMas received a request from the government of Singapore to

share information on how NAWAG‘gpeérates, as Singapore looks to set up their own independent
advisory committee on animal welfare. As well as sending the publically available guidelines and
meeting summaries, the Committe€ was asked whether they would consider sharing their full minutes.

Moved (J Hellstréom / S Browm)
That NAWAC shares<a'year's worth of minutes with Singapore, making sure to note their confidentiality.
The motion was put; carried.

Sharing information with EuroFAWC was also discussed; NAWAC receives their minutes each year,
plus major Updates from European countries every now and then — see the recent documents circulated
from The'WNetherlands. NAWAC used to send their own minutes to EuroFAWC, but this has dropped off.
It wasdagreed that meeting summaries would be sent to the EuroFAWC secretary along with major
documents when required (e.g. new strategic and operational plans, opinions and codes of welfare).

Agtion: Secretary to share minutes and meeting summaries as discussed (one-off with Singapore,
ongoing with EuroFAWC).
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03. NAWAC correspondence
There were no questions or comments on recent NAWAC correspondence.
04. Committee members’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at conferences

J Hellstrdm has had an invitation to present to the Australian RSPCA. This would be a provocative talk
comparing the state of New Zealand’s animal welfare system to Australia’s.

He has also been invited by the New Zealand poultry industry to speak to them in May about the new
regulations.

V Williams summarised her presentation to the New Zealand Hunts Association. . She talked to them
about hound and horse welfare but also gave a warning — while their industry is.flying under the radar
right now, the greyhound industry can be held as a cautionary tale on how fastthat can change (and, in
New Zealand, a good example of how to proactively work on issues). The\Faur Corners exposé on live
baiting in Australia had broken just before the talk. Discussion movedse this issue. V Williams had
asked GRNZ welfare officer**®®  about live baiting, and he staed.that there was none in New
Zealand. He explained that New Zealand has been more proactiye,than Australia (see 2013 review),
and has no private tracks for members to use.

It was noted that keeping a wild animal captive for hunting (i"e.live baiting) is illegal in New Zealand, but
hunting an ‘animal in a wild state’ (i.e. hunting with hounds) is not.

V Williams also told the New Zealand Hunts Associatieq that the industry should begin to gather data
(e.g. on injuries and number of captured animals). Thejuse of live animals as prey would need to be
justified in the face of available alternatives.

K Bicknell,**®®  and K Phillips have beenJfvited to an event put on by company EcoPharm,
attended by vets and producers. It is quite & closed event but they are able to go along and listen to
farrowing-related presentations for par/of the afternoon.

There was some feedback on the firstfew fitness for transport workshops in the South Island. They are
going well but transporters are saying 'these issues are the farmers fault’ (farmers have not been invited
to these workshops).

With no further businessythe’chair declared the meeting closed at 2:30pm.
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PART ONE

(PUBLIC EXCLUDED AGENDA)

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987

There being no other introductory items of business, it was moved (J Hellstrom / | Collins)
That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, namely:

Cl
C2
C3.
C4.
C5.
C6.

CT.
C8.
Co.
C 10.

C11.

Confirmation of previous minutes

Status of actions arising from previous meetings
Work programme update

Horses & donkeys code of welfare

Greyhounds: live baiting

AW Bill and implementation

Regulations update

Information and knowledge sharing with indUstry
1:00pm: Safeguarding update

1:30pm: MPI compliance update

Animal welfare issues registér,and discussion
2:30pm: The 2014 bobhy calf season summary

MPI update

J Hellstrdm

J'Hellstrom

@@

v

592)(@)
P Fisher / J Hellstrom
592)(@)

J Hellstrom /7@

592)(@)
592)(@)
592)(@)
J Hellstrom / All
592)(@)

s 9(2)(a)

THE GENERAL SUBJECT @FEACH MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED WHILE THE PUBLIC IS EXCLUDED,
THE REASON FOR PASSING/THIS RESOLUTION IN RELATION TO EACH MATTER, AND THE SPECIFIC
GROUNDS UNDER SEGTION 48(1) OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT OFFICIAL INFORMATION AND
MEETINGS ACT 1987 FOR THE PASSING OF THIS RESOLUTION ARE AS FOLLOWS:

General subject,of gach matter to be

matter

Reason for passing this
conhsidered resolution in relation to each

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the
passing of this resolution

C1l

Corifirmation of previous To protect the privacy of natural

minutes persons.

That the public conduct of the relevant
part of the proceedings of the meeting
would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
withholding would exist under section
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act
1982 (OIA).

Cc2.

Status of actions arising from As above.
previous meetings

As above.
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General subject of each matter to be

Reason for passing this

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the

considered resolution in relation to each passing of this resolution
matter
&
oV
C3 Work programme update To maintain the effective conduct | That the public conduct of the rg
of public affairs through the part of the proceedings of th m
protection of Ministers, members | would be likely to result in th losure
of organisations, officers and of information for which @;reason for
employees from improper withholding would existunder section
pressure or harassment. 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. tl)
Cc4 Horses & donkeys code of As above. As above.
welfare
Cb. Greyhounds: live baiting As above. As above. f'\e
c6 AW Bill and implementation, et As abOV\\J
Regqulations update, Information &
and knowledge sharing with
industry
C7. Safequarding update To maintain the effective conduct ‘the public conduct of the relevant
of public affairs through the free art of the proceedings of the meeting
and frank expression of opmro s would be likely to result in the disclosure
by or between Ministers anQ of information for which good reason for
officials. withholding would exist under section
‘é 9(2)(g)(i) of the OIA.
-
C8 MPI compliance update As above. “ N As above.
2
Cc9 Animal welfare issues register | As above. g As above.
and discussion \v~
C10. The 2014 bobby calf season To maintain the effective conduct | That the public conduct of the relevant
summary of public rough the part of the proceedings of the meeting
protecti inisters, members | would be likely to result in the disclosure
of orgénisations, officers and of information for which good reason for
e from improper withholding would exist under section
pri or harassment. 9(2)(q)(ii) of the OIA.
C11. MPI update ;zbove. As above.

| also move that:
59(2)(a)

ng procedure and the subject matter under discussion. This knowledge is relevant background
ation to assist the committee in its deliberations.
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C1. Confirmation of previous minutes

The draft minutes of the general meeting held on 10 and 11 March 2015 (NAWAC 26/15) were revi%h/
and accepted with the following amendments:

¢ In section O4, remove section on greyhound rumours; e simply stated that theré'was

no live baiting.
Moved (A Sharr /S Brown) C)
That the draft minutes of the general meetings held on 10 and 11 March 2015 be adopted as a true and
accurate record of those meetings. \5
The motion was put: carried. O
N
c2 Status of actions arising from previous meetings

The committee reviewed the list of actions (NAWAC 27/15). The follow dates were provided:

e Action 3, to explore the idea of a new animal welfare forurﬁm pending and will be added to
the agenda for the combined NAWAC/NAEAC meeting i st.

e Action 5, to follow up with Martyn Dunne (MPI Directo eral) about the new website, is still
pending. V Williams had received information that | welfare would not have a permanent
place on MPI’s front page and the committee found this disappointing. e explained that
the animal welfare content had been drafted a@ﬂld be up in the next month or two, and at
that point there may be content on the front temporarily; many of the icons swap around

depending on what's topical. Animal welfa | also have its own ‘landing page’, and an

example of this was passed around. V{Z-‘hms shared NAEAC's experience in setting up their
own wiki page in order to share inforzz . Action will remain pending with another update

requested at the next meeting.

e Action 7, to review the induction pack; has started and is still in progress.
e Action 8, to plan the NAWA&C joint meeting, has begun. Speakers invited include: the
SPCA, WAP and SAFE toQ their views on how the commiittees are doing; AgResearch and

a scientist working on 3D bi )@
from the science medi

rinting for an animal testing and science view;
tre who talks about increasing transparency in science; and L
talk about ramifications of the Amendment Act and the animal
ential of national animal welfare forum. The venue will be the Royall

welfare strategy
Society, date 4

e Action 14, to tirCulate the study on ‘how farmers leam’, is complete.
e Action1 share minutes and summaries with the Singaporean government and EuroFAWC,
is co%
c3. V\@programme update

ogramme update (NAWAC 30/15) was circulated prior to the meeting. For work programme
already on the agenda, the following updates were provided:

Dairy cattle housing: On track to be discussed at the August meeting. It was noted that there
Q had been a story about dairy housing on Seven Sharp the night before.

o Animals in the wild: A workshop to discuss generally accepted practice has been lined up for
the 16 and 17 June. Stakeholders identified and will be invited as soon as possible. Some work
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on snares has been carried out by MPI's graduate staff member. The RNZSPCA continues to
supply evidence of misuse of snares.

o Selective breeding: With members also involved in farrowing and dairy housing, it had been teg
busy and this item will be left until the next meeting.

e Companion animals in temporary housing: The new MPI contactis**®®  Only work

needed now is to confirm the final changes. This is anticipated to be considered at the August
meeting and then recommended to the Minister.

o Shade and shelter: | Collins has received information and papers on the subject and,stated her
willingness to get this piece of work underway. A few of the proposed interventiois-include
regulations; some will have an impact on other areas such as resource conseats. All angles
need to be considered.

e Systems review: > @@ explained a possible new issue - the MPI gorim{inications and web

teams have kicked off some work to ensure all consultations share & censistent MPI ‘voice’
when put up on the web. This may not be appropriate for codes of wélfare consultations, which
are led by NAWAC and only organised/hosted by MPI. It was agreed that the systems review
subcommittee would organise a response or solution if required, ¥ >®  asked whether the
committee was happy to start the work on re-formatting codeS of welfare (with regulations) in
August or whether they wanted it sooner, so that it be ingluded in conversations with
stakeholders at regulations workshops. It was agreed thaf there is not a big rush, and it would
be better to have draft regulations first. | Torrance ageeed to join this subcommittee.

Farrowing crates update

It was first shared that K Bicknell had stepped down as.chair due to illness. It was proposed, and
agreed, that K Phillips (ex-officio member) should ¢haif the subcommittee.

S@@ - had shared paper 31/15 which summariSed the work of the subcommittee so far. Since the
date of the paper, the subcommittee had visitéha ‘high-health’ facility, had a subcommittee
teleconference, and had a free and frank discussion with NZPork in regards to farrowing.

At this point, the subcommittee is not sure/that a prohibition on crates can work, since the amended
Animal Welfare Act allows for a maximum transition period of 10 years and the literature shows that
there is no viable equivalent to transition to. The industry is receiving a strong message that when there
is, they will need to move quickly:

An economic impact analysis is' underway, as requested in the Minister’s letter. It will compare a 3-week
system (essentially, early weaning) and a one-week system (farrowing pen system).

Selective breeding is.another issue that has become evident. Bigger sows means some animals are
touching the front-and back of their crate at the same time, breaching a minimum standard in the pig
code. This standard’is being discussed as part of the regulation work. Larger and larger litter sizes are
also a problem¢

Another minimum standard to allow for nesting behaviour is not being met in many cases. Most farms
seempot to providing nesting material because the slatted system cannot handle substances like straw.
Thissstandard is being discussed as part of the regulation work. It was noted that there are 120 farms in
New Zealand that are with NZPork.

Committee members questioned why sows are in crates for 5 days before farrowing. The reason given
by industry is that they need time to settle, and that some sows will farrow earlier than expected.
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Discussion moved to the economic analysis. Cooperation from industry has seemed grudging at best,
with NZPork contesting decisions. With the loss of K Bicknell, it was suggested that NAWAC needs
economic knowledge to push back against their concerns. **®®  suggested an MPI animal welfare

policy staff member that has an economics background.

The company contracted to do the analysis, Nimmo Bell, would like a reference group for
technical/welfare issues. It was suggested and agreed that NAWAC agrees with the creation of a
reference group and that K Phillips or J Wagner be on the group.

s 9(2)(a)

In regards to appointing K Phillips as chair of the subcommittee, noted that she had:confirmed

with MPI legal that an ex-officio member can chair a subcommittee.

Moved (J Hellstrom / | Torrance):
That K Phillips be elected chair of the farrowing crated subcommittee
The motion was put: carried.

Moved (J Hellstrdm / Sue Brown):
That the Committee formally acknowledges K Bicknell's work and wilk’Send a letter of thanks.
The motion was put: carried.

Moved (J Hellstrom / V Williams):
That changes to subcommittee membership be made as diseussed during the work programme update
The motion was put: carried.

s 9(2)(a)

Action — to update and circulate subcommittee/master list

C4. Horses & donkeys code of welfare

Paper 32/15 containing suggested final changes to this code had been circulated prior to the meeting,
and it was explained that the reason these changes are being suggested to the whole committee is
because all original subcommittee members-have since left NAWAC.

e Minimum standard 6: In general'iaformation on using the nose twitch, remove the reference to
not using it on other parts pf'the body, leaving just “the nose twitch is only to be used on the lip”.

e Minimum standard 10: Ja regards to rectal examination, it was noted that there is some cross-
over between this mjrimgum standard and potential future regulations. It was explained that MPI
would prefer to release the code as-is, since everything can't be on hold for two years while
regulations are déveloped.

e Minimum stag@ard™10d: This refers to seeking expert assistance when a horse is having
difficulty foaling) but 10a requires there to be people available who are experienced and
competent.

P@@ - axpréssed concern about releasing minimum standards for hot branding and rectal
examination that'will be out of date or superseded by regulations 18 months down the line. It was
agreed that;the issues can be flagged within the code with a note from NAWAC that these standards
may change soon.

Therewere no further comments.

Cs. Greyhounds: live baiting
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P Fisher summarised the background on the petition presented to Parliament by e of the
Greyhound Protection League. Further correspondence from e , after J Hellstrom presented
NAWAC's view on greyhounds to the Government Administration Select Committee, had been
circulated to the Committee as paper 33/15.

s9(2)@) . @

was concemned about the possibility of live baiting in New Zealand after the evidence w.
exposed by the programme Four Corners in Australia. A Cross has been reading industry mes
boards online and thinks there are rumours of the practice within the industry.

It was noted that this issue of live baiting is not restricted to greyhounds - see pig dogs o@en fishing.

It was pointed out that in Australia, authorities received the same kind of assurances tare being
given by the New Zealand racing industry now. Should the committee ask for m crete evidence?

V Williams reminded the committee that she had spoken to the greyhound i s welfare offi cer(
, who was adamant that there are no private tracks. J Wagner stated tﬁi has had several
greyhound clients, and all had private tracks.

It was clarified that live baiting is already clearly prohibited in the Act{j.é=there is no need for new
regulation. NAWAC does need to be certain that it is not happemr@ as suggested that NAWAC
formally seeks evidence (not just assurances) from the greyho%& ustry that live baiting is not
occurring. For example, the way that they have gathered infor n on private tracks is already a
question that needs to be settled.

Action: NAWAC to ask Greyhound Racing New Zeala vidence that they have investigated the
possibility of live baiting occurring in New Zealand (h ting the severity of the offence under the Act
and their obligation to report).

C6. Animal Welfare Amendment Bill a Iementatlon

The Animal Welfare Amendment Act (No @s passed on 5 May and received royal assent on the 9

May
Paper 40/15, available at the meetinéét circulated beforehand, listed all the changes made to the
Animal Welfare Act. J Hellstrom ledged the extensive work by MPI staff to get to this point.

The committee was reminded that™*®®  is working on care & conduct regulations; **®® on
surgical and painful proced nd’ ™ on live animal export.

.@ nd conduct

paper 38/14, the animal welfare regulations progress report, prior to the meeting.
he hard work from NAWAC subcommittee on this work.

Regulations update -

@@ " had circulate
She acknowledged

Consultations y stakeholders will be in July/August and will firm up proposals in order to get a
package together for public consultation in early 2016.

The commi@was asked to agree that the NAWAC subcommittee continue with developing regulations
with MPI rding to the process outlined in the paper, and also to the care and conduct matters to
progr listed in Table 1.

T@g@estion to list recommended best practice in the dairy code — that recumbent cows should have
istance within 24 hours — was questioned, as well as the suggestion for caustic disbudding under

ays. It was explained that this is why some of these potentially more controversial requirements are
listed in ‘tranche 2, and that concerns can also be raised in consultation.
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The amended Animal Welfare Act requires the Minister to consult with NAWAC when he releases
regulations (these first rounds are being released by the Minister — future regulations will be developed
by NAWAC alongside codes). It was explained that formal consultation will happen next year, in that the
Minister will formally write to NAWAC. This will run alongside public consultation.

Preconsultation was discussed and it was noted these are almost complete except for the greyhound
industry and SAFE due to scheduling.

Regulations update - surgical and painful procedures

S@@ - had circulated a paper prior to the meeting, 38/14 (3).

It was explained that a lot of focus has been on provision of pain relief. The other main foeus is who
should do each procedure: a vet, an ‘accredited person’ (current setup for deer velvettmg), or a
‘competent person’. There are some controversial topics in this area — see tail dgckihg across species.
Black and white definitions can be hard to write.

It was noted that the SPCA and the Veterinary Council of New Zealand aresep.the working group but will
also be able to make their own submissions.

The time frames are that informal conversations will be held with key,Stakeholders July/August; public
consultation early 2016; and first tranche expected to be issued by,enth2016.

Regulations update - live animal exports

It was explained that live exports are in a bit of a different areao the other regulations. They are
governed under a separate part of the Act with less NAWAC input, since NAWAC's influence is limited
to domestic issues.

These regulations are at the scoping stage. The big-foeus is exporting for slaughter, currently prohibited
with exemptions given by the Director-General of MRL/However, this prohibition is under the Customs
Act and it expires at the end of 2016. This will bé Jifted into regulations under the Animal Welfare Act..

The scope for the prohibition on export for slaughter currently includes only cattle, sheep, goats, and
deer. However, a wider scope and standards around age, pregnancy, and stocking density are currently
contained in guidelines which are also being examined. Other species would be considered as part of a
second tranche of regulations.

Regulations are intended to be in glace by March/April 2016, so will need to be publically consulted in
September/October this year.

NAWAC will definitely be invelved during that public consultation period. The committee was asked
whether they wanted to be_involved at a higher level- by having someone on the working group, or
being considered a stakeholder on the same level as exporters. It was agreed to accept MPI's invitation
to be more involved; NAWAC elected A Sharr to be on the working group.

Information and knowledge sharing with industry
Regulations aresa tool at the sharp end of the enforcement process. MPI is working hard to find out how

to drive complianCe/behaviour change without getting to that point.

The industry-has been very engaged in ‘early warning’ systems that can deploy industry resources and
help. [ wag'explained that MPI is hoping to involve the willing resources of industry to drive behaviour
change before we have to get to enforcement.

Moved (V Williams / S Brown) that NAWAC:
e agrees to the care and conduct tranche 1 matters to be progressed in Table 1
e agrees to the care and conduct activities to propose banning in Table 1
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e agrees that the NAWAC sub-committee continue with developing the regulations with MPI
according to the process and timeline outlined in this paper
The motion was put: carried.

Moved (D Scobie / | Torrance) that NAWAC:

e agrees that the NAWAC sub-committee continuing to work with MPI in the development 0fthe
surgical and painful procedures regulations with MPI according to the process and timeline
outlined paper 38/15 (3).

The motion was put: carried.

Moved (A Sharr / S Brown):

That NAWAC formally acknowledges the work that MPI staff, NZVC, SPCA and theNAWAC
subcommittee have done so far on regulations.

The motion was put: carried.

02 Glueboard traps update

With time to go until speakers arrived for item C7, NAWAC moved onsg item O2.
P@@ summarised the paper 36/15 that explained the history of glueboards regulations. In January of
2015, glueboards were finally prohibited for all users except for€xemptions issued by the Minister
(delegated to the Ministry). Approval to sell or use can only he.granted where there is no viable
alternative and it is in the public interest. The paper provideSwiore detail on these examinations.
Exemptions are issued with a list of conditions.

There are 3 main groups: Department of Conservationyusing boards on boats/planes/islands;
multinational companies, that may have rules from'qverseas or other countries/companies to use
glueboard traps; and smaller players that use thém'because they always have and don't see
alternatives (whether true or not). It would be itlgakto use the resources available to that second group
to find alternatives to glueboards for the thiregroup.

There was some question around how 0, distinguish between intentional and accidental targeting of
rodents (because glueboards for insects afe allowed). Ultimately, it is up to animal welfare inspectors to
decide on a case-by-case basis. Howeyer, there are different types of traps marketed to different
species, places where you expect only one variety of rats, etc.

It was agreed that it is not idéal'te have to give exemptions, but at least now MPI maintains a clear list of
users. Approval is only for-a.year and users will have to justify their use again with each application.

NAWAC had previousty-discussed approaching the Minister with their concerns over exemptions being
granted. It was agreed'that this could wait for the next update; if NAWAC did approach the Minister it
could be in February I'€. after the next round of applications.

Action: **®® £ t6 give another update in November with NAWAC to provide further advice to the
Minister aftérwards.

@@ s planning another meeting of the glueboards alternatives working group.

Cd., Safeguarding update

‘QW’) arrived to give NAWAC an overview of the last six months.
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In the last few months, focus has been on the 12 fit for transport roadshows across the country. There
were more than 600 attendees — transport operators/stock agents rather than farmers. The key
messages were: animals need to be fit for transport as part of a whole-of-supply approach (not just from
farmers); if they’re your livelihood, their welfare is their responsibility; consumer perception is reality;
slaughterhouses are food processors, not dumping grounds; and doing nothing/ignoring problems isot
appropriate. One action pushed was to ask the farmer: “Are your animals fits for transport?” Just asking,
and noting the answer, would help to defend the transport operator in any investigations and may‘make
the farmer stop and think.

An unintended consequence was a significant spike in veterinary certificates issued to transport sick
animals to saleyards, but these certificates are only supposed to be used to get animals o slaughter.
Some vets are issuing certificates with destination unspecified which is illegal (514)s

Attendees were also encouraged to work on their relationships with clients (i.e.<farmers), as the
transport operators can see problems developing over time. There were somespromising examples of
businesses saying no to transporting animals and not losing clients.

The workshops cost $30,000 and there was great feedback. One side.gffect has been many more
codes of welfare being printed and distributed. A future challenge is haWto maintain this good
engagement. Less than a dozen attendees knew about the Amendment Bill, but all were pleased about
the potential ability to fine the bad operators.

The next big chunk of work is on bobby calves. Statistically speaking, it is reported that there is 99%
compliance — sounds good, but that still means thousands of bobby calves dead/injured every year.
Research is being commissioned to find welfare indicaters for calves, since it tends to be measured via
mortality at the moment.

Questions and suggestions were welcomed.

There were some questions around animals being sent to slaughterhouses that are far away from the
farm, dramatically increasing travel time, in_order to get more money. The bottom line is that MPI will
investigate the welfare of the animals without regard to contractual arrangements.

| Collins invited the Safeguarding pregramme to future open days at Whangara Farms and nearby
properties, run by Silver Fern Farms.and local FarmiQ members.

It was suggested that the messages need to be shared in pictures — examples of conditions that need a
veterinary certificate, videos«af lameness scores, even photos of animals after a long journey or after
suffering backrub, because farmers never get to see the outcome. MPI does not like to share graphic
pictures (market access)-but DairyNZ does have good information out there.

It was noted that industry groups are saying things like “when you transport a heavily pregnant animal
you need to congider A, B and C” but in fact the pregnant animals should not be transported at all;
there’s a logig/to saying “it's happening anyway so we just want to help” but they are opening
themselvesup.te’prosecution or consumer backlash.

Any furthex/suggestions via email were invited. It was noted that shade and shelter was back on the
agendadyith | Collins leading.

C8 MPI compliance update

@ arrived to give a compliance update.
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There has been a steady increase of complaints so far - a 46% increase in Jan-Apr from 2014. It was
noted that glueboards, drought, and rodeo account for a few of the extra. It is expected that drought-
related complaints will rise. It was also noted that that animal activists seem to have developed a
strategy of laying complaints, then making an OIA, then taking the OIA to ombudsman, which has the
effect of wasting compliance time.

Lifestyle block-related complaints are on the increase. There is a need to get animal welfare messaging
out to them. There are a lot of well-meaning people that don’t know enough, and about 30%¢f total
complaints relate to this group. The question of the definition of lifestyle block was raised /Compliance
does not have a definition, and NAWAC/MPI is coming up against this problem as they.tryte’draft
regulations. An ad-hoc definition by the animal welfare coordinators, who answer the hotline, is whether
the block is their primary source of income. Another possibility is anything ‘less than-180 acres’ (except
for chickens/pigs). It is thought there are about 30,000 lifestyle blocks in NZ.

Complaints were broken down by species. There has been an increase in dairy,(underfeeding), horses
(lifestylers), glueboards, and sheep (rodeo).

It was thought that increased awareness has led to the increase in complaints in 2015 — for example,
inspectors are now uniformed staff. Social media has generated moreomplaints. There is also an
increasing number of urban visitors to rural areas, who tend to genlerate less reliable complaints. About
21% of complaints annually are trivial or aren't followed up. Abaut50% of this set can be dealt with on
the phone, and the other 50% still require a callout which wastes.{ime.

As part of the animal welfare budget bid, compliance is hoping to hire 6 additional inspectors (i.e. not
cross-warranted), 3 regional trauma vets, and a new arimalwelfare compliance manager based in
Pastoral House. With this set up, more proactive workscan be done (e.g. links with Safeguarding).

C10. The 2014 bobby calf season summary
PR was welcomed to talk to NAWAGZbout the bobby calf project and results. The Bobby Calf
project aims to reduce the number of calves that die before they can be processed. It focuses on
ensuring all members of the supply chain (farmers, transporters and processors) meet their animal
welfare responsibilities and protect the health and welfare of the calves. This project has been running
for four years and has targeted all aspects of the supply chain.

Situations of poor animal welfare, are identified by MPI VS veterinarians at processing plants. Recurring
incidents (when a trigger is exceeded a third time) will be referred to the Compliance Branch for
investigation along with suffieient supporting evidence.

The trigger level for individual suppliers is either:

e A mortality tate)of 5% or higher within a three week moving window for all calves submitted by a
supplier duting that three week period, or

e A morfalityrate of 5% or higher in each of any two consignments from that supplier within a
three week period.

For transparters, when the mortality rate from any transport load exceeds 1.5% of that load, the meat
processar is expected to immediately investigate that incident.

Far pragessors, the total daily mortality of all calves associated with any day’s processing should be less
than 0°7%. If this level is exceeded, the meat processor is expected to immediately complete an
ipvestigation.

In 2014, mortality rates dropped even with more total calves. It was noted that next year may be
interesting with the ban on blunt-force trauma to kill calves on farm.
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Issues arising from the project include: young female vets are much less tolerant of bobby calf issues
than the generation before; there is concern from processors around the potential to make them move
to same-day processing; and there is some resistance to these types of projects from the Meat Industry
Association.

There needs to be further analysis on impact of preparation, fitness, and lairage. It was found that.umore
calves were condemned in the yards than on arrival.

NAWAC questioned why calves were not all processed same-day.**®®  responded thatit js up to
NAWAC to change the rules (currently, calves must be processed within 28 hours and yerifieation works
to encourage this as a maximum amount of time rather than a routine occurrence). Safeguarding’s
aforementioned research project on welfare indicators may help to build an evidence base for changing
this.

It was noted that mortality rates tend to go up as the season progresses. Some of'this is to do with
procurement - calves are trucked further near the end of the season as plants-shut. It was noted that
farmers who truck their calves further may never even know they have a tead calf (since they're paid on

pickup).

An interesting finding was that the premises that do well have vets'tha fule ‘with an iron fist’, while
collaboratively working with stakeholders and encouraging proactiveemployees.

In 2015, there will be no change to the trigger setup. Howeveryactions taken as a result of breaching
triggers will be more serious, with less educational responses and more enforcement responses. A
communications strategy is in place, and proactive farm.yisits will be carried out, including audits of
petfood and slinkskin operations.

The roadshows have been done, and Safeguardifig.has the operational research on welfare indicators
in the works. There has also been an industry agteement to stop shipping bobby calves across the
Cook Strait.

P@@ " noted MPI's new Primary Growth Parthership Programme, which aims to try crossing dairy cattle
with Wagyu beef to make calves that dre_bétter for raising as beef animals.

OO \yas thanked for his time.

coa. Animal welfare issues Tegister and discussion

A list of wide-ranging natiofal and international animal welfare issues had been shared with the
committee (paper 34/15)rier to the meeting. The following issues were discussed:

e Skinny cattte.on the Interislander: This story went viral. MPI found no breaches of the Act. The
outstanding,issue is whether it was right that they were transported between islands at all; this
has bgenvidentified as a focus of the second tranche of regulations. No immediate actions
ideptified!

e ,PaWJustice’s Don't TradeMe puppy mill campaign: **®®  has had a meeting with TradeMe.

They are looking at limiting the number of puppies an account can list per year and introducing

a voluntary code. They had requested an OIA to find out how many puppy mills MPI is actually

aware of; there are not many cases found by compliance. MPI's view is that the alleged issues

raised by Paw Justice can be managed under the Act or codes of welfare. The only thing with
no hard and fast rule is the number of litters a bitch should have per year, which is contained
under recommended best practice in the dog code.

12 -
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e Chained Dog Awareness letter and new website: there were big assertions made in the letter —
any substance behind them? | Torrance is not aware of specific numbers, but the SPCA
responds to many reports of chained dogs, and the main tool is education. Tethering (not just
for dogs) is on the radar under the regulations workstream.

o Stock-X:*"®@  had taken a call from a start-up from Stock-X who are starting up an onlihe
marketplace for livestock; they were sent the relevant codes of welfare and links to animal
welfare information. No actions identified.

C1l. MPlupdate

The MPI update was circulated prior to the meeting (35/15). There were no commenis:or questions.

PART TWO
(OPEN TO THE PUBLIC)

STRATEGY AND PLANNING

Ol Mini-tutorial: farrowing crates
Massey PhD student®*®® was welcomed. Sheshad previously given a good presentation to
the farrowing subcommittee at Waratah Farms, and it wags-thought this information would be useful for
all of NAWAC.

Her research objectives were to compare performanee, behaviour and welfare between traditional
farrowing crates (where sows are confined 5 dayS+before birth and then a maximum of 4 weeks
afterwards) and temporary confinement (wherg'the sows are released into a farrowing ‘pen’ 4 days post-
partum).

Indoor farrowing systems can include simple pens - containing a temporary crate, heated creep area
and feed trough — to pens with separate nesting and dunging areas and a sloped wall to discourage
crushing (as the sow will lean against'the wall while lying). Waratah uses temporary crating in a simple
pen with slatted floors. Many af the-sows had been moved from crating only to the pen system.

Weaning weight was higherimthe pens than a farrowing crate (hypothesised to be due to behaviour
differences), but mortality, was higher in pens than the crate. Farrowing systems had no effect on the
sows’ reproductive peffarmance.

Videos of the peps.in action were shared with the committee and questions were welcomed.

The first questiohwas whether any data was collected on the stress levels of sows. The study staff
wasn't able(tergollect cortisol, due to practical difficulties of conducting research on a commercial farm.
They did tegerd behaviours like bar biting. This data is still being reviewed and will be shared with
NAWACwhen available. Gilt behaviour was also observed - to see whether their behaviour differed
whep they were raised in a different environment to that which they gave birth in (i.e. do they learn to be
bad,mpthers)?

itwas clarified that the data collected is with the intervention of the staff during crushing events or poor
health of animals, meaning there could be an interaction between staff/system/pigs. If there is one, it is
at least consistent across both systems.
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It was pointed out that no nesting material was visible in the video. Waratah had trialled nesting
material, but the effluent system could not handle it.

Was the cause of death recorded? It was judged by farm staff, with the vast majority of deaths being
crushing/suffocation. Weakness/starvation piglets are generally euthanized.

How many piglets born per litter? At this farm, there were on average around 13, with around 12*born
alive. Farrowing pens equated to around 0.5 extra deaths per litter. There are 2.4 litters per sow per
year. After that initial extra mortality event, it is expected that all other piglets will make it tesmarket.

It was clarified that there is no difference in mortality rate when following sows through moré than one
round of farrowing in pens —i.e. no subsequent reproductive effect.

s there an increase in scours in ‘freer’ systems? There was no effect found in this_study, but
anecdotally staff found that piglets that didn't find the udder and got cold and/diedsrom
chilling/starvation. They had to restrict the space that piglets had by modifying.the pen.

In farrowing crates, can a piglet approach the sows head? Yes, and it isithe only interaction they can
have (the piglet has to initiate).

Are Waratah’s farrowing crates better than in general? They are/dgfinitely modern — as seen in the
flooring materials, for example.

Do the sows learn to use the sloped sides - is the reason that'they lie down quickly because they were
so used to the crate? In general sows will aimost alwaysfegk to lie down against a surface. The sows
observed would have farrowed in crates before, so it is ‘&/possibility. That's why the study is looking at
gilts born and raised in a pen and whether that affects Iying behaviour. The general rule is that in the
pens, a good mother will become a better mothersapoor mother will become a poorer mother. In crates
you can't see the difference.

Why didn't the sow respond to squawking piglet'in video? Have they learned not to respond (because
most of the time, when they hear that ngiseit's not their own piglet)? Not clear from the study.

It is possible to breed sows (strain calléd.GenoMum) that reduce crushing behaviour. Genetics will get
more and more attention, in regards_to'temperament as well as maternal behaviour.

2@ was thanked for a helpfd] presentation.

OTHER REPORTS ANB.DISCUSSION

03. Discussterof information circulated by MPI

No comments wereymade on any information circulated by MPI.
04. NAWAC correspondence

Correspohdence was received from Chained Dog Awareness (with a response sent) and **®®

(greyhiounds — potential response discussed above). There were no comments.
0&y ,° Committee members’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at conferences

JHellstrom was invited to speak to the Australian SPCA in Canberra on why "animal welfare matters to
New Zealanders”. There were a range of speakers talking about why animal welfare is important in their
sectors. It was a bit of a sombre meeting given that the federal government had dropped leadership in
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animal welfare, leaving it to the states. J Hellstrom was proud to talk about the Amendment Bill, the
recognition of animal sentience, and the 1st-equal ranking given by World Animal Protection.

J Hellstrém also presented a paper to the New Zealand poultry industry in Palmerston North the week
before the meeting about regulations and the Amendment Bill. Feedback was that the broiler industry
does not want to be regulated by the number birds per area, but rather the weight of birds per areasNot
much controversy elsewhere.

J Jamieson attended a talk at Wellington Zoo by **@® called 'wild welfare’; he had-intetesting
views on the negative presentation of zoos in social media and the true role of a zoo - primarily
entertainment, followed by education, then conservation.

| Collins had been invited to an executive 'boot camp’ at Stanford.Unfortunately car’tattend this year,
but will try again next year.

V Willaims had chaired NAEAC meetings earlier in the week. They visited the research institutes at
Palmerston North and had the incoming chair, **®® , at that meeting. He will be taking over in
November.

V Williams was also invited to ANZCCART, and talked to them abgUttfie research, testing and teaching
system and whether it's working. Had a really good conversation’ abott potential holes in the system,
the main one being that there is no requirement for competency.testing people working in research
conditions.

| Torrance had attended the national SPCA conference and AGM. It was agreed at the meeting to
launch a strategy to bring the many member societies,into one entity. As well as achieving economies of
scale and lowering inspector turnover, this will standargise the complaints process, as it was agreed
earlier this year to roll out Shelter Buddy, a software that tracks all complaints, inpectors, and animals
that come through the door. The organisation is going through the Amendment Act in relation to their
own policies.

With no further items of business, the meeting was closed at 4:15.
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PART ONE

(PUBLIC EXCLUDED AGENDA)

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987

There being no other introductory items of business, it was moved (J Hellstrom / D Scobie)
That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, Ramely:

Cl
C2
C3.
C4.
C5.
C6.
CT.
C8.
Co.
C 10.

C11.

Confirmation of previous minutes

Status of actions arising from previous meetings

Work programme update

Dairy housing amendment

Companion animals in temporary housing draft code

11:00am: Farrowing crates

Selective breeding paper

Animal welfare regulations progress repert

Subcommittees — departing NAWAC members

Animal welfare issues register and-discussion

MPI update and discussion @f information circulated by MPI

JHellstrom

J Hellstrom
Q@ A

J Hellstrom

K Bicknell

K Phillips

V Williams

J Hellstrom

J Hellstrom / All

J Hellstrom / All

s 9(2)(a)

THE GENERAL SUBJECT OF EACH MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED WHILE THE PUBLIC IS EXCLUDED,
THE REASON FOR PASSING THISRESOLUTION IN RELATION TO EACH MATTER, AND THE SPECIFIC
GROUNDS UNDER SECTION.48(1) OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT OFFICIAL INFORMATION AND
MEETINGS ACT 1987 FORTHE'PASSING OF THIS RESOLUTION ARE AS FOLLOWS:

General subject of eaChymatter to be

Reason for passing this

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the

considered resolution in relation to each passing of this resolution
matter
C1l Confirmation of previous To protect the privacy of natural That the public conduct of the relevant
minutes persons. part of the proceedings of the meeting
would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
withholding would exist under section
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act
1982 (OIA).
¢ 2 Status of actions arising from As above. As above.
previous meetings
c3. Work programme update To maintain the effective conduct | That the public conduct of the relevant

of public affairs through the

part of the proceedings of the meeting
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General subject of each matter to be Reason for passing this Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the
considered resolution in relation to each passing of this resolution
matter
D
protection of Ministers, members | would be likely to result in the dis ‘suV
of organisations, officers and of information for which good r r
employees from improper withholding would exist unde 160
pressure or harassment. 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. G\
4
C4 Dairy housing amendment As above. As above. IN
Ch. Companion animals in As above. As above. C)
temporary housing draft code
C6. Farrowing crates As above. As above. v
CT. Selective breeding paper As above. As above. M
C8 Animal welfare regulations As above. As above.
progress report
C9 Subcommittees — departing To protect the privacy of natural That th ic conduct of the relevant
NAWAC members persons. part roceedings of the meeting
woxlwﬁkely to result in the disclosure
0 ation for which good reason for
Iding would exist under section
<2(G (a) of the Official Information Act
(\ 982 (OIA).
C 10. Animal welfare issues register To maintain the effective comd That the public conduct of the relevant
and discussion of public affairs through th part of the proceedings of the meeting
protection of Ministers, @rs would be likely to result in the disclosure
of organisations, officers of information for which good reason for
employees from imprope, withholding would exist under section
pressure or haraé/ 9(2)(9)(i) of the OIA.
C12 MPI update and discussion of As above. \ As above.
information circulated by MPI ‘C)

| also move that:
$9(2)(@)

Q\
S

&
S
&
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S

be permitted to r
of meeting
information

v
%&
%

in at this meeting after the public has been excluded, because of their knowledge
ure and the subject matter under discussion. This knowledge is relevant background
sist the committee in its deliberations.
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ClL Confirmation of previous minutes

The draft minutes of the general meeting held on 20 May 2015 (NAWAC46/15) were reviewed and
accepted with the following amendments:

e Remove Barbara Nicholas from attendees

Moved (V Willaims A Sharr)

That, subject to the above amendments, the draft minutes of the general meetings held,on 20 May 2015
be adopted as a true and accurate record of those meetings.

The motion was put: carried.

C2 Status of actions arising from previous meetings

The committee reviewed the list of actions (NAWAC 47/15). The follawing updates were provided:

e Action 1, to advise the speaker of an appropriate wildlife.speaker, is still pending. Fish & Game
didn’t come to the recent wildlife workshop and they were.the preferred speaker. P Fisher to
follow up.

e Action 3, to discuss a new animal welfare forum, was done at the joint meeting. It was clear that
the committees wish to have joint meetings mare,ftequently (annually was proposed). There is
the potential to liaise with other groups such.as ABWCC (the Animal Behaviour and
Consultative Committee), which started astan advisory group to AgResearch Ruakura and grew
to include many industry representatives from there. The new forum could be the home for New
Zealand’s Animal Welfare Strategy. S?z/"( offered to take paper to the next ABWCC
meeting. Action to be left as ‘in progress’.

e Action 5, to discuss the new website'with MPI, to be closed. NAWAC still disappointed that
animal welfare is not easy to find from the front page, but is satisfied that the new pages are
easy to navigate and have goodvinformation.

e Action 7, reviewing the induction pack, is in progress. The idea is to add a briefing on current
Issues so that each new/member is more prepared for their first meetings. The idea was
welcomed and it was suggested that contact points for subject matter in each area should be
added.

e Action 8, to plan-the joint meeting, is complete and can be removed.

e Action 10, te.bring information on glueboards, will be discussed later in the meeting and is then
completes

e Action ¥3,to ensure the committee is included in MPI compliance/verification reports, is
complete. NAWAC will receive quarterly reports.

e ,Acii0n 14, to update and circulate subcommittee list, is complete.

e “Action 16, to ask Greyhound Racing New Zealand for evidence that they have investigated the
possibility of live baiting is completed, but in person. This is to be followed up with a formal
letter.

Action — Secretariat to dratft letter from John Hellstrom for Greyhound New Zealand.

e Action 17, on sharing glueboard information, also complete.

-4 -
168



C3.

Work programme update

The work programme update (NAWAC 51/15) was circulated prior to the meeting. For work progtamme
items not already on the agenda, the following updates were provided:

Animals in public display, exhibition, and entertainment: A work plan has been pulleditogether. 5
has looked at the scope but has a few questions — the next step is tdorganisea ¢
subcommittee meeting to further discuss scope.

Systems review: An updated terms of reference had been circulated priar tojthe meeting

(NAWAC 52/15). One meeting has been held and recommendations from.this will be written up

and presented in November. There was some discussion on the rale of'science in NAWAC's

decision making and **® work on positive welfare. It was\uggested that he (or ="
) could be invited to the next meeting.

Action - secretariat to invite **®® to present the five-dgmains model at a NAWAC
meeting.

C4.

Horses & donkeys: The code has been commented saby Policy, and is now in a legal review.
Expected to be issued by the end of the year.

Wild animals: The wild animals subcommittee heldra workshop in June with two groups: pest
managers and game hunters. Some were warysabout the purpose of the meeting at first, but
realised quickly that NAWAC was there simply to encourage thinking around generally accepted
practice. It was noted that Game Animal ouncil stated that something like 80% of hunters are
not associated with any organisationé—the' normal approach of approaching representatives
might not work here, however ther€ iS\some obligation on these organisations to contact or
promote this issue alongside promating the practice of hunting.

There was good discussion.around general principles of generally accepted practice, and it was
thought it would be best teieave it up to individual groups to further define it for their own
purposes. The Game Animal Council have convened a group to discuss the issue (ungulates
only). Meeting notes,axg dtie out to whole committee in the next few weeks.

One interesting igSUe Was remote monitoring (electronic) of traps; under the Act that's OK for kill
traps, but a live‘capture trap must be inspected every day, and there is question around
whether this farm of monitoring counts as an ‘inspection’. There is a potential need to amend
the Act if it tuens out that remote monitoring does not count and we want to allow it. The
Subcomniittee is reviewing this issue.

Déipyyhousing amendment

The papers,49/15 (proposed amendment), 63/15 (Federated Farmers and DairyNZ submissions), and
62/15 (draft code report) had been circulated prior to the meeting.

[t was’explained that the industry groups have reiterated their opposition to the amendment on dairy
housing, stating that the science to support outdoor access as a behavioural need for dairy cattle is not
valid or doesn't exist, and that the consultation process was too short. Comments had not been
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received from the New Zealand Veterinary Association, but other comments had been forwarded to the
Committee.

What NAWAC has put forward is a proposal that cows should not be housed for life, and in general
where cows are kept indoors they should get outdoor access sometimes, e.g. by not being housed
during their dry period. The draft code report describes the basis for the proposal: NAWAC does hot
maintain that access to the outdoors is a need, as such, but notes benefits from access to the outdoors
contrasting with risks of insufficient system design and management that are magnified whef.cows are
permanently housed.

Only one farmer is apparently housing cows (or intending to) for longer than one lactation currently in
New Zealand, so there does not appear to be a strong drive for permanent housing..There are,
however, more farmers housing cows for several months with daily access to the-outtloors, or with a
period out of doors each year.

J Hellstrdm met with the Minister on August 3@ and advised him of on-going-industry opposition to
constraints on permanent housing. The next step is for the subcommitte&tq'meet with industry face-to-
face to explain why they have interpreted the science the way they do..Fig*Minister would also like a
further briefing from NAWAC before he receives the Committee’s final@dvice on the revised code.
P@@ " explained that the report and code had been reviewed by MPT staff and will be externally peer-

reviewed (py ¥ @@ at Massey).

In the past, industry bodies have said many times that NAWAC is being unscientific and pandering to
the public when it has proposed policies they don't agree With. It seems unclear what farmers want
compared to what the industry says that they want. Farmers themselves may not be interested in
moving to lifetime housing.

There is a national reputational risk as well, apthifdustry groups may not have considered this aspect in
developing their position. The subcommittee has noted that overseas dairy is moving back outdoors or
providing access to the outdoors for loafing, and considers that if we recommend allowing permanent
housing now, this is likely to be going against furture international developments.

It was agreed that subcommittee goes’back to these groups stating that the amendment has been
reviewed again, but after consideration of the science, public submissions, overseas progress, and the
precautionary principle, NAWAGywill still recommend this amendment to the Minister for Primary
Industries in November, pending.external peer review and final comments from sector representatives.

PO raised the issuelof the dairy goat industry. They are already housing full-time. It is worth

looking at this and makingssure it's not totally at odds with this decision. The difference is that goats run
outside get footrot, anehthe sheds for goats tend to have more space and have enrichment. It was noted
that sheep milking is"also an emerging industry.

Action — subcegmiittee to look at codes of welfare for other housed animals to consider alignment.

The NAWAC guideline on Multi-Criteria Decision Analysis was discussed, and how the process to
develop the code of welfare for layer hens included a MCDA approach where the 5 domains of welfare
were overjaid with other considerations, and public submissions.

Agtionr: Dairy housing to be put through the MCDA decision making process, as documented in NAWAC
Guideline 08.
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C5. Companion animals in temporary housing draft code

This code, originally drafted by a group convened by the New Zealand Companion Animal Couneil,
originally contained a tremendous amount of detail. It has been through a number of iterations and is
now considerably slimmed down.

The most recent discussion was around the definition of companion animal — broadenet {6-include
horses and donkeys and other animals that might find their way into a stock pound.

A number of submissions wanted vets’ clinics included as a ‘temporary housing facility’, but they are
excluded (they are medical facilities and subject to Veterinary Council sanctiofis)Nt was noted that
SPCA does sometimes investigate vets’ clinics anyway. Boarding facilities that are attached to vets’
clinics are covered by the code.

The suggested changes were:

e Training exclusion: what is the logic in not including traipingfacilities? There had been a lot of
debate here. Some members have seen kennels etc. with, training facilities associated. Also,
there are places offering ‘training while you're at work,The main stumbling block however was
how difficult it would be to include horses that are sentaway for training. It was noted that the
training facility itself could be considered differently, ffom the associated housing. It was also
explained that with horse training for racing (or'greyhounds), this facility is not ‘temporary’; the
facilities are housing animals permanently /1t was decided to keep the exclusion as it is.

e Emergency management: Is having sameone on site at all imes impractical? It was decided to
keep this, as it is recommended best{practice not a minimum standard.

e Lighting: recommended best practice (a) is essentially the same as minimum standard (a) -
could delete the recommended/bgst practice. (d), under recommended best practice, is
essentially already covered by,minimum standard (a), but is included for more information —
could be moved to introdugtien or kept as an example indicator. It was also questioned why (b),
‘care should be taken to énSure that lights to not cause excessive heat for animals’, and (c),
‘lighting should be instdlled safely and securely, and be inaccessible to animals’, were
considered best practices

e Hygiene: recomngended best practice (k), ‘hot and cold water should be available in sufficient
quantities to enable'the area and feeding utensils to be thoroughly cleaned’, does not specify
which area it's talking about. Should be changed to indicate ‘adequate cleaning’ of everything,
I.e. without Specifying utensils or areas at all.

e Sale andrehoming: should recommended best practices (d) and (e) become minimum
stapdafds? “Animals should not be released for sale or rehoming if there is any doubt about the
ability_of the potential owner to care for them appropriately.” And “Animals should not be made
available for sale if temperament evaluation indicates a lack of suitability, unless the new owner
has experience and the ability to manage and correct the unwanted behaviours.” It was agreed
that the ‘any doubt’ statement sets too high a bar, especially when people can get animals from
anywhere at the moment. It would be too difficult to enforce as a minimum standard.

e Sale and rehoming: is minimum standard 16 (e) realistic (desexing)? Subcommittee considered
that it was, and noted extensive public support for the standard.
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e General Health: recommended best practice (b), vaccination — should this be a minimum
standard? It was thought there are welfare arguments for it, but there are legal arguments
around on imposing things like vaccination on to people and their pets. It was noted that the
New Zealand Veterinary Association had discussed this issue in the regulations workshops and
also were not ready to require this via regulation.

e Desexing: What about animals that are not common but end up in shelters (turtles, llamas, &tc?)
It was noted that the wording allows an ‘out’ by saying desexing must be done only ’f they are
of a species and an age for which such procedures are surgically possible.”

e Behaviour: Is enrichment a recommended best practice or should it be a minimgim.Standard? It
was agreed to move this sentence to be an example indicator.

Moved (K Bicknell / V Williams)

That, subject to the above changes and a legal and peer review, NAWAC regémmends the proposed
code of welfare for temporary housing of companion animals to the Ministet<for. Primary Industries.

The motion was put: carried.

The subcommittee should note in their letter to the Minister their thanks. for the New Zealand

Companion Animal Council’'s work, which was led by @@

Cé6. Farrowing crates
P (MPI) and Karen Phillips (co-opted member and subcommittee chair) arrived for the
discussion of farrowing crates at 11am.

Farrowing was also discussed at the May NAWAC (megting. Since then, the economic analysis has
begun. The scope has been narrowed down quite,a-bit so they are looking quite specifically at certain
areas that NZPork and the subcommittee have jdentified.

NAWAC 54/15 was discussed, and the following points raised:

The biggest problem is that the modex*sow has been bred for maximising piglet production not for
mothering ability. Minimising piglet /attality is a challenge to the farmer and is met through confinement
in farrowing cages.

The subcommittee looked at/keeping sows in a crate for a shorter period of time (at the moment farmers
keep them in crates for up {o§ Weeks — 4 weeks farrowing + a few days before). Nimmo Bell, the
company contracted to de.the economic analysis, is looking at the economic side of shortening the time
to 3 weeks. NAWAC has-looked at the welfare impacts. One issue is that is sows aren’t farrowing on the
same day, so weaningat'the same time 3 weeks after the first sow farrows is not ideal for younger
piglets whose sows farfowed later. Introducing parturition inductions is not a good option. Another way
is to open up thé.side of the crate after a few days/a week to allow more movement. However, the sow
still can’'t walk; all she can do is turn around, and this system is associated with higher rates of piglet
death.

The prghlem is that where modified confinement systems provide a welfare benefit to the sow, there's a
trade-offin reduced welfare for the piglets. Scientific consensus supports that there is no ideal solution;
even with substantial investment.

SOW welfare may be improved in out-door systems but piglet mortality is much higher. A number of
issues affect the welfare of the sows and piglets, including environmental temperature, as piglets can't
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thermoregulate for several days after birth and wet and muddy conditions have an impact. Sows also
have much higher food requirements to keep themselves warm in outdoor systems.

Selective breeding has a major part to play. Litter size is a major factor in survivability. Piglet size is
going up at 1.5 piglets per year, and teat number by only ¥4 per year. Further, more piglets means mgre
frail piglets. The industry is against change in regards to genetics which are controlled by breeding
companies based overseas, but if NZ industry never says anything, how will it change? The genetic
manipulation is an ethical issue that is creating a welfare problem.

Nurse sows were also identified as an issue, with industry reporting it has difficulty complying with
current code requirements in regard to the length of time nurse sows are held and the pefcentage of
sows held as nurse sows at any one time.

The minimum standard requiring manipulable material in new farrowing crates.is also an issue, with
farmers telling NAWAC that they will not use straw because it doesn't fit with\their systems — but the
code of welfare doesn’t require straw, specifically so that farmers couldSanevate if needed. Also, there
is only quite a small window (pre-farrowing) where they have the instinctto nest and require the
material.

It was noted that the only country that has banned farrowing crates is Sweden (but they have
exemptions in place for farmers to use them for 4 days, whiefrare widely used), and they are
investigation whether crates should be allowed for longer again.

It was also explained that the Act no longer allows minimum standards to be written below the level of
the Act in exceptional circumstances.

Exporting the welfare problem (increasing NZ production costs so that people buy more imported pork)
is also an issue, but this is not within NAWAG's/influence.

NAWAC, therefore, is in a position to advise*that the crates are not acceptable, but there is no
alternative, so for now they must remaindnplace. There is currently no need for transition as there is
nothing to transition to.

The fact that the industry seemsto be systemically ignoring parts of the code will go in the report.

The ultimate direction couldédoe towards smaller litter sizes. Denmark has started this move. It was
explained that Australia haSheen closed to new genetic material for quite some time. Their litter size is
lower. Ours is averaging~.3:5 or so, theirs is around 11.

It was noted that thedMinister's request including asking for advice on older-style farrowing crates. The
newer crates segny the subcommittee were better/bigger — sows were not touching the edges.
NAWAC's advicg'would cover this aspect.

It was suggested that NAWAC continues to work with the industry outside of the regulations and codes,
for examplg’in the style of/with the help of the Safeguarding programme. The industry needs to keep
working0n-many aspects.

ltavas Noted that the view that the welfare of the sow is more important than that of the piglets is not
ethically defensible. It was questioned whether there is a need to justify why NAWAC prioritises piglet
welfare more than other interested groups, since the decision is likely to be criticised. Is a neonatal
piglet mortality caused by starvation, hypothermia or crushing really comparable to 12-15 weeks of
confinement a year of a production sow? An ethical component should be included in the report.
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Action: Farrowing should be put through the MCDA decision making process, as documented in
NAWAC Guideline 08, to document the rationale in comparing piglet vs. sow welfare.

CT. Selective breeding paper

The draft paper on selective breeding and animal welfare was circulated prior to the meeting (NAWAC
56/15). This is a new type of work for NAWAC; an opinion/statement is something that NAWAC ‘hasn't
done to this extent before and is a landmark approach that allows NAWAC to consider socialand
strategic issues, not just rules and minimums.

V Williams explained the work process: The subcommittee went through different industries and
highlighted issues. At the end of each section, there is comment on what NAWAC thinks.

It was agreed that the structure of each section was good, as was separating the\fwo fish sections.
The final report will need an executive summary at the beginning for being sent to the Minister.

A peer review was discussed and it was agreed that this paper should ke-peer reviewed before release.

Several names were su including > @@ : I h
ggested including 0_ and someone related to the

poultry industry like **®®

It was suggested that the teats issue (increasing number of tea{S4ather than reducing litter size) should
be added to the pig section.

V Williams welcomed further feedback.
Action: Committee to read and send feedback to V Williams by the end of August.
C8. Animal welfare regulations progress report

Paper 55/15, the regulations progress repast-vas circulated prior to the meeting and was taken as read.
P@@ - symmarised the recent meetings,by the regulations working group where they discussed
penalties with prosecutions and complianee. The group really had to test that they weren't accidentally
‘downgrading’ any minimum standardsS.and existing offences in the Act. Regulations are, after all, for
mid-lower level offending.

MPI staff are now organising’a Series of workshops, for fact-finding and for stakeholders to get the
chance to consider what matters need to or should be regulated.

There were some questiofs on specific matters proposed for regulation:

Must not be lifted by the tail — it was noted that some cows may sometimes be encouraged to stand or
stand still by liftiag the tail, which is in the best interests of the animal. Further, lab mice and rats are
commonly liftéd/hy the tail.

Difference-between species — why prohibition on drowning only for dogs and cats? It was explained that
this is pecause there already are minimum standards so the regulations will start here and roll it wider
later if hegded. It is also still much more common to drown cats and dogs than other species.

Dentistry in horses — some equine dentists are well qualified. Although they are not vets, should they be
alfowed to operate? What about requiring vet supervision? It was explained that this is something that
has been looked at extensively and will no doubt be discussed further in workshops/consultation. At the
moment, there is no requirement for qualification at all.
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Restrict blunt force trauma — why is this infringement only, rather than regulatory offense? This offense
is written for the person who wasn't really in an emergency situation. It was noted that baby dairy goats
are also killed by blunt force trauma. (\/

Docking dogs vs. declawing cats — why does docking have an exemption for ‘therapeutic’ reasons Q)
declawing has an exemption for when it’s in ‘the best interest of the animal? What's the differen
Explained that when cats are brought to vets for declawing, there are instances where owners wi
choose to put down a cat if declawing is refused — so it may not be therapeutic (as in medi

necessary) but could still be argued to be ultimately in its best interest. Q

There will be one or two more working group meetings before November; with an upda&"provided at
the November meeting.

Moved (A Sharr / Ingrid Collins) O

That the regulations subcommittee:

e continues through the process set out in 55/15 @E

e holds workshops with stakeholders

The motion was put: carried.

co. Subcommittees — departing NAWAC members %((
N

With three committee members finishing at the end of O ob r, the membership of the subcommittees
was reviewed.

Regulations: It has been suggested to el that D Scobie stays until the public
discussion document is launched. During that p will sitin, and then take over from
there. V Williams will stay on until the publlc issions have been analysed (mid-2016), then the

subcommittee will be reviewed again.

was volunteered due to veterinary ex . K Milne to chair. New animal science nominee to be the

third member. &

Farrowing: No need to changesSince the work is just about finished.

Breeding: V Williams plans to get th%to a pretty good stage for someone to take over. J Wagner

Temporary housing: | Torr; ppointed new chair; one of the new members should also join.
Wildlife: There are thr aining members and it was agreed that this is enough.
C10. Animal weﬁbe issues register and discussion

A list of wide- g national and international animal welfare issues had been shared with the
committee 57/15) prior to the meeting. The following issues were discussed:

g laws: so-called ‘ag-gag’ laws have been a big deal in America, with laws preventing
loyees of factory farms from going to the media unless they have first complained to the

thorltles We have had some of the same issues around footage getting to the media before
Q/ MPI but MPI considers our current laws are sufficient. No further action required.

Q- Traps: Can live animals be used as lures? This has been asked by DOC. For example, in other
countries trappers may attach a mouse hutch to a snake trap, who only eat live animals. The
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animals cannot actually be eaten and will have food/water but will that be true in all cases? MPI
is pursuing this issue. No further NAWAC action required.

o Wildlife: MPI was asked by a pet food operator whether they can shoot wild animals for pet foed
in a commercial way. There was discussion over whether this would be considered a
commercial slaughter or a wild animal/hunting issue. No further action required.

o Wildlife: There has been another enquiry from DOC about freezing reptiles due to new
research. While the AVMA still says no chilling and freezing, this new research suggests it
might be OK. DOC points out that people are uncomfortable about blunt force, and there is a
risk that trapped (pest) skinks will just be let go instead. Keep this issue on the¢egister as a
watching brief.

e Cat café: Agreed that NAWAC were fine with this new business; clarified that.cats are owned by
the café so it is essentially the same as a home environment. No further'action required.

e Crayfish: Consumption of live crayfish at restaurants in Auckland has begen in the media, with
MPI investigating for potential breaches of the Animal Welfare Act. Wo-further NAWAC action
required.

e Live export: NAWAC already aware of the large export to Méxicor it has been in the media
extensively. Keep on the list.

e RTT: A public enquiry from a staff member at a university.sought to clarify whether the layer hen
code applied to chickens when not actively in an experimient. It does, so this is a reminder that
animals kept in research facility, when not being manipulated, may be covered by NAWAC's
codes. Note the meat chickens code would not apply because it's only for commercial
purposes, but the layer hens code is meant to coVer all layers, including backyard chickens, and
so the code will also apply to chickens in researeh facilities. No further action required.

e TradeMe: The working group with TradeMeywMPI, NZVA, SPCA, has finished the ‘welfare code’
for TradeMe users selling animals. It's based on codes of welfare — it contains requirements on
breeding of the animals (no father/dalighter, brother/sister, etc.). If they don’t meet the
requirements, they could be charged under the Consumer Guarantees Act, but it is voluntary.
Traders can still list an animal 16 ye-home at no fee and not subject to the code. No further
action required.

e (Cattle on the interislander\There was no prosecution. One issue raised that is of concern is that
they were travelling under a vet certificate, so why were they going across the Cook Strait?
Keep on register.

C11.  MPIupdate angrdiscussion of information circulated by MPI

There were no commentS on the MPI update.
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PART TWO
(OPEN TO THE PUBLIC)

STRATEGY AND PLANNING
0oL Glueboard traps update

There will be a summary of the next meeting on alternatives to glueboard traps ready by the next
NAWAC meeting.

OTHER REPORTS AND DISCUSSION

02. NAWAC correspondence

5 9(2)(a) s 9(2)(a)

Correspondence was received from

on rodeos, £ on cow pacifiers, and
s 9(2)(a) e

on zoos, which was sent to D Scobie and answered by J Hellstrom.
P had submitted a book chapter that he had drafted on NewZealand zoos and welfare. J
Hellstrom reviewed it and fixed some factual errors. D Scobie alsoeefmented on it in his personal
capacity, not as a member of NAWAC.

P@® - also sent some emails on behalf of the group Advagateship of Purebred Dog Breeders. This
IS In regards to the regulations workshops being organised bysMPI and feeling as if they were left out.

03. Committee members’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at conferences

J Hellstrom met with members of the Zoos and Aguarium Association at their conference. It was a good
meeting; they have growth, but there are issues/around their ‘social license to operate’. For a while, it
was grim and there were entire generations that were turned off and maybe never went back. They
recognise this issue and are working on gaing.way beyond minimum standards and into affirmative
states.

| Torrance and J Jamieson attended the “Wild Future’ talk by **®® in Wellington. He is pushing
z00s to think about their function —/ehtertainment, education, or conservation? How much do they really
do in those areas?

V Williams attended the Austtalian and New Zealand Council for the Care of Animals in Testing and
Teaching (ANZCCART) conference on the Gold Coast. It was a worthwhile conference, one of the main
takeaways being the traiting/and how people are trained to handle/deal with animals is a major area for
NAEAC and others tq €gntinue working on. There is an issue with culture at different institutions. Some
see Animal Ethics Gommittees (AEC’s) as a license for what they do, and others see them as a barrier
to research.

Any Other Béiginess: Fish welfare
P@@ " reminded the Committee of reports in the media about fish mortality events’ on fish farms in the
Marlbofough Sounds in 2012 and again this year. MPI is investigating possible links to disease.

Mortality in these events is very high, with morbidity leading up to mortality as well. It seems likely that
these’events will continue periodically. NAWAC has long had on its work programme that there needs to
be a code of welfare for fish and MPI encourages this. MPI has also recently been approached by the
industry body Seafood Standards Council, who want to work more proactively on biosecurity and
welfare. With this in mind, #*®® have been tasked to take something back to the
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Seafood Standards Council on what can be done. This is likely to include suggestions for regulatory and
non-regulatory interventions, possibly including a code of welfare. NAWAC agreed that it could consider
a paper from MPI and should look to including fish welfare on their programme in 2016.

Action -**@® " to coordinate paper to NAWAC for November meeting, with a view to including a

farmed fish standards on the work programme for 2016.

It was noted that the blue-tick scheme for salmon was ended because of perceived lack of gensumer
interest; though it was thought that in other countries (e.g. Canada) there is a lot of interestin welfare-
friendly salmon so this may change.

Closing

With no further items of business, it was acknowledged that this is the last meeting for K Bicknell, D
Scobie and V Williams. They were thanked for their work and expertise that all three brought to the table
during their time on NAWAC, all made fantastic contributions during their tigae.

The meeting was closed at 3:10pm.
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Any ()&?ﬂsiness Part Two (Open to the Public)

@’

:" /- MPI, Pastoral House Telephone: 0800 00 83 33
P O Box 2526 Email: nawac@mpi.govt.nz
Wellington 6140

New Zealand
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PART ONE

(PUBLIC EXCLUDED AGENDA)

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987

There being no other introductory items of business, it was moved (J Hellstrém / | Torrance)
That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meetingsnamely:

Cl
C2
C3.
C4.
C5.
C6.
CT.
C8.
Co.
C10
C 11

C12.

Confirmation of previous minutes

Status of actions arising from previous meetings

Work programme update
Dairy housing amendment
Farrowing crates

Systems review report

Strategic plan in 2016

Animal welfare regulations progress repert

Animal welfare issues register andsdiscussion

Farmed fish

Work programme 2016

MPI update and discussion of information circulated by MPI

Jellstrom
J Hellstrom

s 9(2)(a) / Al |

J Hellstrom

5 9(2)(a)

A Sharr

J Hellstrom / All
J Hellstrom

J Hellstrom / All

s 9(2)(a)

J Hellstrom / All

s 9(2)(a)

THE GENERAL SUBJECTQF EACH MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED WHILE THE PUBLIC IS EXCLUDED,
THE REASON FOR PASSING THIS RESOLUTION IN RELATION TO EACH MATTER, AND THE SPECIFIC
GROUNDS UNDER SEECTION 48(1) OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT OFFICIAL INFORMATION AND
MEETINGS ACT 1987EOR THE PASSING OF THIS RESOLUTION ARE AS FOLLOWS:

General subject'ef/each matter to be

econsidered

Reason for passing this
resolution in relation to each
matter

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the
passing of this resolution

C1l

Confirmation of previous
minutes

To protect the privacy of natural
persons.

That the public conduct of the relevant
part of the proceedings of the meeting
would be likely to result in the disclosure
of information for which good reason for
withholding would exist under section
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act
1982 (OIA).
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General subject of each matter to be

Reason for passing this

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the

considered resolution in relation to each passing of this resolution
matter
D
c2 Status of actions arising from | As above. As above. \ V
previous meetings QQ)
C3 Work programme update To maintain the effective conduct | That the public conduct of thé Felevant
of public affairs through the part of the proceedings of the meeting
protection of Ministers, members | would be likely to resultin the disclosure
of organisations, officers and of information for whit@ud reason for
employees from improper withholding would vﬁ.u nder section
pressure or harassment. 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA!
C4 Dairy housing amendment As above. As above.
C5. Farrowing crates As above. Asabove ()
C6. Systems review report As above. As aboyeN"
C7. Strategic plan in 2016 As above. As abbvas,
C8 Animal welfare regulations As above. As 4?9
progress report AN
Cc9 Animal welfare issues register To maintain the effective conduct he public conduct of the relevant
and discussion of public affairs through the of the proceedings of the meeting
protection of Ministers, membe, ould be likely to result in the disclosure
of organisations, officers ani C’ of information for which good reason for
employees from improper & withholding would exist under section
pressure or harassment, 9(2)(g)(i) of the OIA.
C 10. Farmed fish As above. N As above.
C11. Work programme 2016 As above. ~ W As above.
Cc12 MPI update and discussion of As above. As above.
information circulated by MPI N

| also move that:
$92)(@)

of meeting proced.

the subject matter under discussion. This knowledge is relevant background

be permitted to rer@is meeting after the public has been excluded, because of their knowledge
a
t

information to assi

‘%%
%
Q>/
%

e committee in its deliberations.
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ClL Confirmation of previous minutes
The draft minutes of the general 05 August 2015 (NAWAC 77/15) were reviewed and accepted!

Moved (A Sharr /| Collins)

That the draft minutes of the general meetings held on 05 August 2015 be adopted as a-tg and
accurate record of those meetings.

The motion was put: carried.
C2 Status of actions arising from previous meetings

The committee reviewed the list of actions (NAWAC 78/15). The following.updates were provided:

e Action 1, to advise the secretary of an appropriate wildlife spgaker, is complete with ZIP at the
current meeting

e Action 2, to appoint a new deputy chair, to be completed |atef in the meeting

e Action 3, to explore the idea of a new animal welfarederéim, is in progress. J Hellstrom and V
Williams met with the Animal Behaviour and Welfare*€onsultative Committee (ABWCC) and
discussed it with them. There is an appetite to meye,ahead, as ABWCC is also looking to
expand its remit. There is recognition that the néwforum would meet as a joint group annually
rather than every few years. Discussions witt continue with stakeholders.

e Action 4, to circulate a final copy of the pperafing model, is in progress. *"®®  explained that

there is a draft which lays out the animalwelfare situation within MPI. It is set up along the lines
of key activities: rules, education, epfofcement, response (e.g. emergency), international,
performance, and forums. *®® K iskue to present it to ABWCC in March. After finalising the
MPI area, the next steps are tobying in stakeholders and then the general public, possibly in
conjunction with NAWAC and\NAEAC.

e Action 5, on the new wehsite and NAWAC's visibility, is complete. NAWAC is happy with the
functionality of the website. It was agreed that a letter should be sent to the Director-General
with positive feedback:

Action — Secretary / J Helistrgm to send a letter to the Director-General of MPI with positive feedback on
the new website.

e Action 6, toJeview the induction pack, is complete. New members received summaries and
memos of.the top-priority issues alongside the normal set of codes and other documents. J
Hellstrgm,is’'due to meet with K Schutz, G Shackell and new member Graeme Doole for the
usualipduction meeting with the chair.

e Action/7, to draft a letter to Greyhound Racing NZ to ask formally that live baiting does not
occur, still in progress.

e Action 12, to read the breeding paper and send feedback to V Williams, is complete.

o/ Action 13, for**®®  to coordinate paper on farmed fish, complete and will be discussed later
(agenda item C10).
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C3.

Work programme update

The work programme update (NAWAC 79/15) was circulated prior to the meeting. For work programme
items not already on the agenda, the following updates were provided:

Wild animals: the Game Animal Council (GAC) has written a recommendation to member
societies to write their own generally accepted practice. The subcommittee also had a'meeting
with groups that deal with large game animals, and they are now formally thinking.of putting
together a guideline/statement on animal welfare. The fishing and game bird industries are the
next step.

There was further discussion on how difficult it is to reach hunters andfishefmen who are not
members of any society. One suggestion to reach people was to insértinformation into the
training that you must take to obtain a gun license. Another way is tfirough the media, and the
SPCA has taken two hunting cases recently. Finally, DOC has agreed to refer to animal welfare
whenever anyone applies for a permit to hunt on DOC land (but NAWAC haven't yet seen
wording).

In regards to glueboard traps, **®®  reported that it lopks™ike about % of the exempted groups

will not reapply. MPI is about to send out a reminder letter about re-applying and providing the
data that MPI requires (e.g. on numbers of animals-Caught etc). This data can be difficult to get,
so it was asked whether this would lead to people using the traps illegally. It was explained that
commercial pest control operators can only buy.ghueboard traps through particular suppliers,
and the suppliers can only operate under Ministerial approval. Residential use of glueboard
traps bought in cut-price retailers remains &n issue but is being addressed by MPI and SPCA
animal welfare inspectors.

Selective breeding: A memo has beef girculated suggesting a couple of courses of action
[NAWAC 81/15]. NAWAC was impressed with the paper, and agreed to wait until 2016 to
finalise and consult, which provideS-an opportunity to take it to the Animal Behaviour and
Welfare Consultative Committeeswhich is discussing breeding and sustainability. The paper
can also be discussed in detajlat the first meeting in February. The regulations working group
has been discussing selegtive“breeding in regards to Scottish fold cats.

Temporary housing: ' 2§ at Massey University has agreed to do the peer review;
unfortunately he is pot available until January, but he has said that the report can be ready by
mid-February (firstNAWAC meeting in 2016).

Shelter: | Collin$*has contacted **@® (PhD Agricultural Science) to help write a

paper on thisxthe Safeguarding programme will also take part in the shelter workstream.

Entertainment; Exhibition and Encounter " acknowledged as providing excellent

supportand’a new life to the newly-named ‘3E’s’ code. A memo has been circulated,
explaining that there are two pieces of work being developed: one will be an opinion piece in the
style-6fthe selective breeding paper, and the other to develop the code of welfare, which will
inCorporate the zoo, circus and rodeos code of welfare as well as bringing in racing [NAWC
80/15]. At this point it looks feasible, but it will be a huge code and a lot of work. NAWAC noted
fhe approach and agreed that it should continue.

Horses & donkeys: **®®  has been talking to the Equine Health Association about a few last

minute queries, hence the delay, but the code should be issued before Christmas.
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01 11:00am: Remote monitoring of traps

$9(2)(a) $9(2)(a)

(Zero Invasive Predators) and
open items O1 and O2.

(Massey University) arrived fot the

PR thanked NAWAC for the opportunity to share their work in remote trapdnonitoring

and asked for any feedback on animal welfare during their presentation.

Zero Invasive Predators (ZIP) is a non-profit organisation spun out of the Department ohGonservation
and funded by DOC, the Morgan Foundation, and various dairy cooperatives and businesses.

ZIP's purpose is to eradicate predators, defined as rats, stoats and possums.

Their current focus is at Bottle Rock Peninsula in Queen Charlotte Sound. Usingrleghold traps and the
Trapinator, they are setting up intensive lines of traps across the peninsulg;'they have managed to
eliminate possums from it, and have now set up intensive lines separatigg-if from the mainland to keep it
pest free.

The leghold trap was displayed. It is linked to a wooden platformywith.Space routed out, so the trap is
flush with the platform and the chain can run freely when the aaimals’ leg is caught. The transmitter is
attached to the trap with a magnet, and it is set up so that wherrthe magnets no longer touch anymore
(meaning the trap has been separated somehow), the trap is fegistered as triggered. This information
travels along all transmitters along the trap line in a daisy*ehain until reaching the last node, which
sends the information to a web server.

The failsafe built into the system is that the default.State for a trap is always ‘triggered’. Each trap must
confirm multiple times that they are not triggered Joefore that information will be sent.

Once received by the web server, the inforpration is collated and sent to the field ranger one hour after
sunrise. This is how the system is currently*set up, but the information is available immediately and
could be viewed sooner.

Information will be sent even if nottaps are sprung, to avoid the receiver wondering if the server is
broken. Managers are able to see the trap information and the time at which traps are reset.

If the message is not receivedsby the fieldworker, it will be sent to the manager (and automatically
escalate further as needed):

If the daisy chain mesSage system fails, for whatever reason, (e.g. trees down, system failure) then all
traps that are not responding will automatically register as triggered. If no message is ever sent, then
that is a failure of-the satellite, and it means that every single trap must be checked.

The reason towgSg’leghold traps is that they are much more effective than their kill-trap (the Trapinator)
in catching peSsums. Catch rates can be estimated using chew cards to detect possums that get past
the trap lines:

There is'd visual lure, a white chew card, that is enough to get the possums up off the ground and onto
the leghold trap at the top of the platform (traps must be off the ground in order to eliminate non-target
species from being trapped — having no bait is also useful for this).

Current statistics show that using a remote trapping system reduces the labour cost by 20 times.
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The average time to dispatch was queried. All possums in the trial so far have been dispatched by 1pm.
Most are within 4 hours of sunrise.

NAWAC thanked **®® for their time. The wildlife subcommittee will be continuing to
work in this area and is developing an opinion on remote monitoring.

02 11:30am: Mini tutorial: The Five Domains Model and positive welfare

PR (Massey University) gave a mini-tutorial on the five domains model and how to

Incorporate positive welfare into welfare assessments.

It was explained that the general movement in animal welfare has been in the direction of positive
welfare. The first laws were to protect animals from cruelty, then they required responsibility, and now
alleviating negative states is no longer enough.

The idea of meeting behavioural needs may already require positive experiences (depending on the
definition of ‘needs’). **®® have therefore beenwsidg the five domains model
to look at how to assess positive welfare.

Behaviour and mental state is seen as the area that lags behind insthe research — work is happening
now, but scientists don't want to be anthropomorphic and it is a diffieult area to study.

It was noted that alleviating negative experiences may causessome positive experiences (by causing a
feeling of relief) but doesn’t necessarily lead to long-lasting positive feelings.

How are positive experiences identified?

Species ecology/evolutionary value
Motivation to work to gain access to a reward
Activation of reward areas in brain
Observing behaviour

Opportunities only enhance welfare if (tilised. When animals are severely welfare compromised, there
are also often few opportunities for,enhancement (e.g. an animal in pain will not play with a toy).There is
also individual animal variation — indiyiduals value different things; need to provide choices.

Trade-offs can become very complicated when adding positive dimensions. Weighing whether a positive
experience will ‘cancel out’ a.negative one is comparing apples and oranges, then you have to consider
the individual variation o top.

NAWAC thanked &35 for her presentation, as it was very informative and timely.
C4. Dairy housing amendment
A verbal update.was provided.

The subcammittee have nearly finalised the draft amendment to the code of welfare. At this point it is
the issUg’ of access to the outdoors that remains. Sector organisations first agreed that a requirement for
outdeors time was obvious, but more recently decided that farmer’s choice should not be restricted.

There are a few farmers already doing long-term housing (and at least one that is apparently housing
indoors permanently). However it was noted that industries are trying to move away from this overseas.
This is a risk that needs to be taken into account.
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The subcommittee are waiting for the New Zealand Veterinary Association to get their comments in on
the final draft at the moment. J Hellstrom is also due to speak to the Minister shortly. It is hoped that the
draft amendment can be recommended by Christmas.

It was explained that there is plenty of research saying time outdoors is good for cattle, but not how!
much, and research saying spending all time indoors is not so good; but sector groups are still opposed,
though it is unclear how farmers stand.

NAWAC will need to make an out-of-session resolution to confirm that version of the code-will be
recommended to the Minister. *”®®  reiterated the importance of committee members_being able to
request a meeting if they were not comfortable with making the decision out of session.

The Multi-Criteria Decision Analysis according to NAWAC Guideline 08 has been-eampleted for off-
paddock facilities for dairy cattle and will be received alongside code report.

C5. Farrowing crates

A verbal update was provided. Interim advice has been provided to theMinister based on the August
meeting [NAWAC 54/15]. The advice made it clear that NAWAC hadf'syet made a final decision in the
absence of the economic analysis which has been delayed.

There has been a recent meeting between contractors Nimmo-Bell, the subcommittee and NZPork to
discuss the first results. Everyone seemed fairly happy withfh€ process. The second part of the report,
the industry level report, is due on 10 November. An out-of-seSsion decision will be required.

It was also noted that K Bicknell had visited some pig.faems in Switzerland to look at free farrowing
systems. She has reported back to the subcommittee Qack that the trip was useful, and that sows and
piglets looked relaxed and content, but there was+a high fly burden. A Swiss researcher that she talked
to believed that the mortality levels were comparable to crates. However, the way pigs are farmed is
very different. Approximately 40% of gross fakat income is from the government. Each herd is limited to
150 sows. Cost of pork in Switzerland is 2X that of the rest of the world.

The Multi-Criteria Decision Analysis acearding to NAWAC Guideline 08 will be completed once the
final Nimmo Bell report has been received and will be circulated with the decision.

It was also confirmed that NAWAC did not have to recommend transitional regulations for the use of
farrowing crates up to four weekSafter farrowing: the current code of welfare notes that the use of
farrowing crates is not acceptable for extended periods but it allows use up to four weeks.

It was clarified that the adviee will include how NZ can work on creating a future where there are
alternatives to farrowing~crates. NAWAC will also make it clear that the problem stems from a drive for
profitability from largeclitters.

Cé. SystemsJeview report
A Sharr summarised the report with agreements that had been circulated to NAWAC (83/13)

Each agregment was discussed and agreed to:

o “VThe guideline on level of intervention is underway with help from MPI policy and legal; it will be
ready to discuss at the next meeting.

e Examples of how to include regulations in codes were discussed. The committee agreed to
publish regulations inside codes of welfare, and agreed to use layout option 2.

-8-
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e NAWAC appreciated the new process diagram.
e The updated guidelines should be circulated to all members and discussed at the next meeting.

e NAWAC agreed that the ‘guidelines for writing codes of welfare’ need to be updated, and
decided that it should not suggest that members of the public can recommend regulations
alongside draft codes (but acknowledged they are likely to do it anyway)

e NAWAC agreed that the difference between ‘general information’ and ‘introductior™ should be
made clearer, and the secretariat should support them in this, but that neither sectien should be
removed entirely.

o NAWAC discussed the role of science in its decision making; this will be discussed further when
creating the next strategic plan in February 2016.

Moved (A Sharr / S Brown)

That the recommendations in paper 83/15 are agreed to, subject to thedNAWAC guidelines being
shared, and that option 2 is selected as the layout format for reprinting fegulations.

The motion was put: carried.
CT. Strategic plan in 2016

V@O discussed NAWAC's strategic plan, which expires in 2015. NAWAC was asked what kind of
format they wanted to discuss the plan — a facilitator was.sggested to guide the discussion in a way
that ends in a useable document.

Action —**@®" | J Hellstrom to come up with appteach for working on the strategic plan. To be
circulated to the rest of the Committee by early 2016

C8. Animal welfare regulations progress report

A paper had been circulated to the commitiee (87/15) prior to the meeting. It also had links within to two
other papers that were provided to the/regulations working group.

NAWAC was asked to note theprogress and share any comments on the paper, the matters for
regulation, or on how MPI hasbeen working with NAWAC.

Action — All to share feedback on 87/15 by Wednesday 11 November

MPI is aiming to reportback to the Minister by end of November to update on the workshops and to
share the results of thelatest meeting. MPI then needs to switch to consultation stage before Christmas
so that the consuttation can be carried out in April 2016.

There is ong-Ottstanding issue on consultation: NAWAC will be specially consulted, but if they disagree
with anything.that is released, MPI and NAWAC will need to sort out how this will be handled. MPI
cannot sharethe consultation document before it goes out to the public.

J Hellstrom explained that the 87 matters had been cut to 67 at the latest meeting, and outlined reasons
why/20 were removed.

MPT hopes to have the discussion document prepared by end 2015, but Cabinet may not be able to
consider it until February. Noted that MPI must not share drafts as part of regulatory process.
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After consultation, the timing of the next steps depends on number of submissions and time to
summarise them. NAWAC will be kept well informed.

Tranche 2 has no timeline yet. It is clear that there are groups of issues (e.g. bobby calves, shelter,
transport, breeding) to be addressed; it may be best to go one issue at a time. Each will trigger a large
debate.

J Hellstrom noted that the consultation process was managed by MPI very well, and both MPI and
NAWAC's reputations were enhanced by the process.

coa. Animal welfare issues register and discussion

The issues register was circulated as paper 88/15.

o Dairy price: there have definitely been issues with pregnant cows trapsported, as well as
calves sent for calf serum (since the price increased). Leave it on for' next time.

e Sheep shearing and PETA: Hasn't been new news in NZ, but prebably won't go away; PETA
still releasing videos, putting increased pressure on high-value‘stgpliers. Rumour that new
SAFE campaign on the way.

e Bobby calves: Some processors have done very well, buta few of the individual plants have
not been able to decrease mortality rates. MPI has a wotKing group on it to work it out before
next calving season. There is a reputational issue aswelk Calf serum is marketed as NZ origin,
and buyers are increasingly concerned with animal welfare.

e Compliance: The case of a dairy farming employee’cutting the teats of cows in Te Aroha was
noted as one that generated a lot of public interest.

e Compliance: The highest ever sentence.indicated more appetite to prosecute animal welfare
cases.

e Drought: Drought indicated for 2016.due to El Nino. West Coast is having a wetter season;
East coast drier. Some farmers have been trucking their animals across the island to the West
Coast. Leave it on for next timef

e There were no other issues.to/add.
C10 Farmed fish

A memo (89/15) had been cirgulated to explain why farmed fish will be suggested to be added to the
work programme.

Farmed fish have beefxan NAWAC's work programme for a long time, but it is consistently pushed back
onto ‘next year's pregramme’. MPI is meanwhile pushing aquaculture as a growth industry and is keen
to consider bioseeuity and animal welfare alongside productivity, So now is suggested to be the right
time to engage with/industry and write a code. The industry has come to MPI to ask to work with them
on animal welfare/ so whether NAWAC engages or not, MPI will need to continue to work on this.

C11. ‘Work programme 2016

Historically, the secretariat have prepared a written paper to discuss in November and ratify in February.
Thisyyear, it has been different on one hand because of the regulations process and on the other
becadse the strategic plan also needs to be updated.

Some ideas for how a 2016 work plan might look were discussed:

-10 -
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e On the go - regulations; reviewing the codes once regulations are added (this encompasses
thinking around shelter, saleyards and bobby calves); the 3E’s code

e New - On-farm slaughter, snares, farmed fish — or all fish?, lifestylers (also on Safeguarding’s
programme)

e Finalising - breeding; temporary housing

It was agreed that there was no need to finalise now, but there is clearly a range of issues-o discuss in
February.

The method of problem identification was noted. The regulations working group had been using
compliance statistics, but it was thought that this may be missing major areas of welfare compromise
where there are still animal welfare risks — it is just that the problems have not beentecognised or
formally reported.

NAWAC's PR/Comms strategy was discussed. At the moment, NAWAC tended to be in the news to
respond when things went wrong — it was suggested this could be looked-at. Noted good engagement
has been achieved, for example with the wildlife sector (see magazing wite-up and feedback from
stakeholders).

C12.  MPI update and discussion of information circulatethby MPI

There were no comments on the MPI update.

PART TWO
(OPEN TO FHEPUBLIC)

STRATEGY AND PLANNING
03. 2016 meeting dates

The following dates were suggestechand-agreed:

17 February
18 May

17 August

16 November

04. Appointarent of Deputy Chair
J Hellstrdom nominated J Wagner, due to her extensive experience on other advisory committees.

Moved (J Helfstrom / | Collins)

That J Wagner be elected deputy chairperson of the committee for the remainder of 2015 and 2016,
pursuant,to,the Animal Welfare Act 1999 (section 67 and Schedule 1, clause 3)).

Thesmotion was put: carried.

O'HER REPORTS AND DISCUSSION

05. NAWAC correspondence
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There were no comments on recent NAWAC correspondence.

06. Committee members’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at conferences

J Hellstom attended an Australasian poultry veterinary practicioners association conference in
Queenstown and presented a paper on social license for intensive hen production (to be cirgllated).
Another paper, by researcher:*®®  from Melbourne, was very interesting. The study leeked at the
behaviour of birds in free range operations (RFIDs to track wandering). About 80% birds Spend time
outdoors, contrary to the thoughts of some critics of free range systems.

P@® - has attended two meetings of the newly formed National Cat Managemehtforum, convened
by the NZVA. Currently very early days, but there should be more updates by the.next NAWAC meeting.
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