%

neighbours is the first sign that a dog may be inappropriately treated - the inspectors should be able to check
the conditions in which the dog is being kept and not just respond to barking complaints. Multiple such
offences should lead to criminal prosecution.

10 Dogs & Cats - Drowning Dogs and Cats

Fully support placing this prohibition in regulation so that it is absolutely clear that drowning cats and dogs
is inhumane and unacceptabie. Fully support this being a prosecutable regulation offence with criminal
conviction.

12.0 Surgical and Painful Procedures Regulatory Proposals
12.4 The Proposals

56 Cats ~ declawing

Fully support a specific regulation dealing with declawing of cats. Fully support this being a prosecutable
regulation offence which includes a criminal conviction.

Do NOT support any circumstance where a cat is declawed as I do not believe this could ever be in the best
interest of the cat - declawing is inhumane (it involves amputation of the third and final toe bones and may
Jeave the cat in chronic pain; declawed cats are unable to defend themselves or to express natural behaviour
like climbing and scratching. It is only done for the convenience of humans, there are much more humane
alternatives such as fitting nail caps).

57 Companion animals ~ desexing

Fully support this proposal. I do not believe veterinary nurses have the appropriate training to perform this
procedure. However there may be situations (such as in remote rural areas) where a veterinarian is
unavailable but [ still believe that a vet should be performing this procedure.

59 Dogs - dog debarking

Fully support a specific regulation dealing with debarking of dogs. Fully support this being a prosecutable
regulation offence which includes a criminal conviction. Do NOT support dog debarking as this removes a
key means of communication by the dog. Debarking may cause scar tissue and is often temporary and may
need to be done over and over again. A debarked dog would be unable to alert its owners to danger or
intruders. I do not believe this could be in the best interests of the dog. As with declawing of cats, this is a
procedure done for the convenience of humans rather than with the welfare of the dog in mind.

Regards,

Elene (Helen) Anderson
$9(2)(@)
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Animai Welfare Proposed regulations feedback submission form

bx- The proposed regulation states; Must be performed by a veterinarian or veterinary student
under the direct supervision of a veterinarian.
Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons
Pain relief must be used at the fime of the procuedure.

[ disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons:

Iam a member of the New Zealand Kennel Club(NZKC}and am «a registered breeder of
pedigree dogs.

The NZCDB as an organization was established in 2004 and our membership is focossed on
the welfare of tail shortened breeds. We operate as a fully audited and regulated
groupunder the umbrelia of the NZKC with the approval of the Nationai animaiWelfare
Adyvisory Committee (NAWAC)

I have never had a complaint orissue arise from any litter that | have had banded by an
accredited tail bander to the best of my knowledge | understand that as an accredited
group they have performed tail shortening on over 10 500 neonate puppieswithout incident
since 2005.

I am of the understanding that the procedure of tail banding{described by the NAWAC
approved scheme) is vasily different from the process of tail amputation. TAIL BANDING 1S
NOT A SURGICAL PROCEDURE.

Our puppies are sfill drinking from their mother while the bands are put on.

The breed | am associated with and that are banded by an accredited tail bander
fraditionally docked dogs that stili perform their duties that they were designed for.

| understand that in 2012NAWAC agreed and suggested a study should be completed to
dispel myths around the process of tail banding, yet to date, this has not been carried out by
NAWAC so | am surprisedthat this proposal has taken shape.

| Understand that MPI partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC yet they are both major
stakeholders in wrifing this proposal which [ see as being extremely one sided and is not



T

A
‘factual. | also understand that the governing body of professional dog world Namely the
NZKC has over 6000 members, but were noft included as a major stakeholder when writing
these proposals and nor are they funded by the Ministry.

Fact. when breeding in Australia i had 2 litters of Dobermanns with undocked iails, amd
three of them when a few monihs old after bregking their tails had to be shorfened by a vet,
which became a major surgical intervention. {pocumentation Can e provided)



Was

| understand that over 170 countries do not ban the tail shortening procedure however these
countries are not spoken about in any documentation produced by MPI.

! understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
(no registration with the NZKC) dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to answer
such detailed questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purposes of this
proposal,

| understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This group
also deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their opinion
on pedigree dogs and the reasons for tail shortening.

t am of the belief that there is currently a process in place for the SPCA to act on individual cases that
perform a tail shortening procedure illegally on a litter of non-registered NZKC members neonate
puppies, however in the last 4 years | only know of 2 cases where the SPCA has acted on this
information.

61. The proposed regulations states: Frontlimb dew claw removal and articulated (jointed) hind
limb dew claw removal:

Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student under the direct supervision of a
veterinarian;

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons; and

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure

Hind limb dew claws: non-articulated (greater than or equal to four days of age)
Must be performed by a veterinarian or veterinary student under supervisions; and
Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

i disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status guo and these are my
reasons:

When performing a dew claw removal, | complete this process in a neonate puppy 4 days of age or
under. At this time it is a weli-recognised fact that the toes and tail are the last part of the neonate
puppy to calcify and develop into bone. The neonate dewclaw is removed without cutting through
hone {has not calcified) and does not bleed when performed correctly.

No other country in the world has proposed this procedure should not be practiced as the health
and welfare of the dog will be compromised.

As a professional dog breeder and caretaker of my chosen breed, | am fully versed in the damage
that a dew claw can cause to the dog if left on. My chosen breed has been bred to be used in its
traditional purpose and the dew claw if left on would result in significant pain and suffering to the
dog.

I understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in wriling these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
{no registration with the NZKC) dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to answer
such detailed questions around ferm and function of a specific breed for the purposes of this
proposal.



B

| understand that another major stakeholder in an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This
group also deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogd vet they feltqualified to once again
offer their opinion on pedigree dogs and the reasons for dew claw removal.

| understand that the Groomers Association have not been contacted for information from
their large membership to dispel the myths displayed in the proposed regulation and | further

understand that the largest governing body (and only-NZKC)have also not been included in
the proposalto not allow this process to remain as is.

Signed

(:ﬁlc—ﬂfwv Qgﬂ’y o0y
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Feel free to continue your submnsszon on additional paper and staple it to this form.

Please place your feedback inside the feedback box. Alternatively, take this form with you
and post your feedback to Animal Welfare Policy, Ministry for Primary Industries, PO Box
2526, Wellington 6148.

You can also email your feedback to animal.welfaresubmissions@mupi.govt.nz

Submissions close Spm 13 May 2018,

Any submission you make becomes public information. Anyone can ask for copies of ali submissions under the Official
Infarmation Act 1982 [O1A). The OlA says we must make the information available unless we have @ good reason for
withholding k. You can find these grounds in sections 6 and 9 of the OlA. Tell us if you think there are grounds to withhold
specific information in your submission. Reasons might Include, it's commerdially sensitive or it’s personal Information.

Hawaver, any dadsion MP makes to withhold information cari be reviewed by the Ombudsman, who mayrequire the
Infarmatinn hs raloacad
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Animal Welfare Proposed regulations feedback submission form

b~ The proposed regulation states; Must be performed by a veterinarian or veterinary student
under the direct supervision of a veterinarian.
Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons
Pain relief must be used at the time of the procuedure,

I disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
redsons:

| am a member of the New Zealand Kenne! Club{NZKC)and am a registered breeder of
pedigree dogs.

The NZCDB as an organization was established in 2004 and our membership is focossed on
the welfare of tail shortened breeds. We operate as « fully audited and regulated
groupunder the umbrella of the NZKC with the approval of the National animalWelfare
Advisory Committee (NAWAC)

I have never had a complaint or issue arise from any litter that ! have had banded by an
accredited tail bander to the best of my knowledge | understand that as an accredited
group they have performed fail shortening on over 10 500 neonate puppieswithout incident
since 2005.

| am of the understanding that the procedure of tail banding(described by the NAWAC
approved scheme) is vasily different from the process of tail amputation. TAIL BANDING 1S
NOT A SURGICAL PROCEDURE.

Our puppies are still drinking from their mother while the bands are put on.

The breed | am associated with and that are banded by an accredited tail bander
tfradifionally docked dogs that still perform their duties that they were designed for.

| understand that in 2012NAWAC agreed and suggested a study should be completed to
dispel myths around the process of tail banding, yet to date, this has not been carmried out by
NAWAC so | am surprisedthat this proposal has taken shape.

| Understand that MPI partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC vet they are both major
stakeholders in writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not



e

. factual. { also understand that the governing body of professional dog worid Namely the
NZKC has over 6000 members, but were not included as a major siakehoider when writing
these proposals and nor are they funded by the Ministry.

Fact. When breeding in Australia | had 2 litters of Dobermanns with undocked fails, aomd
three of them when a few months old affer breaking their iails had to be shortened by a vet,
which became a major surgical intervention. (Documentation Can be provided)



WAs

I understand that over 170 countries do not ban the tail shortening procedure however these
countries are not spoken about in any documentation produced by MPI.

| understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largeiy involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crosshred non-pedigree
{no registration with the NZKC) dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to answer
such detailed questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purposes of this
proposal,

! understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This group
also deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their opinion
on pedigree dogs and the reasocns for tail shortening.

| am of the belief that there is currently a process in place for the SPCA to act on individual cases that
perfarm a tail shortening procedure illegally on a litter of non-registered NZKC members neohate
puppies, however in the fast 4 years | only know of 2 cases where the SPCA has acted on this
information.

61. The proposed regulations states: Front limb dew claw removal and articulated (jointed) hind
limb dew claw removal:

Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student under the direct supervision of a
veterinarian;

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons; and

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure

Hind limb dew claws: non-articulated {greater than or equal to four days of age)
Must be performed by a veterinarian or veterinary student under supervisions; and
Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

| disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons;

When performing a dew daw removal, | complete this process in a neonate puppy 4 days of age or
under. At this time itis a well-recognised fact that the toes and tail are the [ast part of the neonate
puppy to calcify and develop into bone. The neonate dewclaw Is removed without cutting through
hone (has not calcified) and does not bleed when performed correctly.

No other country in the world has proposed this procedure shouid not be practiced as the health
and welfare of the dog will be compromised.

As a professional dog breeder and caretaker of my chosen breed, | am fully versed in the damage
that a dew claw can cause to the dog if left on. My chosen breed has been bred 1o be used in its
traditional purpose and the dew claw if left on would result in significant pain and suffering to the
dog,

| understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
(no registration with the NZKC) dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to answer
such detailed questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purposes of this
proposal.
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| understand that another major stakeholder in an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This
group also deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogd yet they feltqualified to once again
offer their opinion on pedigree dogs and the reasons for dew claw removal.

I understand that the Groomers Association have not been contacted forinformation from
their large membership to dispel the myths displayed in the proposed regulation and | further

understand that the largest governing body (and only-NZKC]have also not been included in
the proposalto not ailow this process o remain as is.

Signed / 0 /
Y / NELZaN

s 9(2)(a)



Out of Scope

From: s.little 9@

Sent: Tuesday, 17 May 2016 4:47 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Animal Welfare Submission

To the Ministry of Primary Industries,
This is my submission on the reguiations released for consultation in April 2016.

{ would fike you to conduct a full and thorough review of factory farming as a whole, including all the animals trapped
indoors in permanent confinement. We shouid not be regulating practices that breach NZ’s own Animal Welfare Act,
we should be looking into the future and creating a pian to ban them.

Please remove the regulations you have created regarding factory farmed animals, stch as the ones that relate to
farrowing crates and colony cages. Then set a date to review these and all other factory fanning practices.

Factory farming is an abhorrent practice, and New Zealand needs a long term strategy for phasing it out. A factory
farming review will send a message to industry to guide future investment, as well as give an opportunity to address
the fargest animal welfare issue facing New Zealand.

| also ask that you consider the evidence that rodeos are cruel, and ban them. The animals will not perform if not
distressed by a variety of means, such as the flank strap.

Finally, | would fike to you to ban the use of exctic animals in circuses. There is ample evidence that these animals
suffer in captivity, and there is no reason to allow that suffering for entertainment purposes.

Kind regards
Simone Little

[x] 1 Virus-free. www.avast.com
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Animat Welfare proposed regulations feedback submission form

Carol Kerr
s9(2)(a)

As a Breeder and Qualified Veterinary Nurse with over 20 years experience , my submissions to the
proposed changes are firm and listed

I would also like to add that my dogs get breakfast every morning which is more that some children
in NZ . They are housed and cared for better than some of our children and NEVER go without
medical treatment .

Shame, shame on a country that puts tail banding and dew claw issues before , starving , abused
children .

62. The proposed regulation states: Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student
under the direct supervision of a veterinarian.

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

| disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my reasons:

| am a member of the New Zealand Kennel Clubh (NZKC) and am a registered breeder of pedigree
dogs.

I am an accredited member of the New Zealand Council of Docked Breeds (NZCDB) and have had my
animal husbandry skills signed off by a veterinarian, who must complete my application for
accreditation by either witnessing neonate puppies being banded or being in the presence of
another accredited bander to enable me to perform tail shortening.

The NZCDB as an organisation was established in 2004 and our membership is focussed on the
welfare of tail shortened breeds. We operate as a fully audited and regulated group under the
umbrella of the NZKC with the approval of the National Animal Welfare Advisory Committee
(NAWAC).

I have never had a complaint or issue arise from any litter that | have completed banding on and to
the best of my knowledge | understand that as an accredited group, we have performed tail
shortening on over 10 500 neonate puppies without incident since 2005.

I am of the understanding that the procedure of tail banding (described by the NAWAC approved
scheme) is vastly different from the process of tail amputation and as an accredited bander | only
perform the tail banding procedure under the Animal Welfare Act (No2) 2015 and this is not a
surgical procedure.

The breeds that | am associated with and that are banded by me are traditionally docked dogs that
still perform their duties that they were designed for.



[ understand that in 2012 NAWAC agreed and suggested a study should be completed to dispel any
myths arcund the process of tail banding, yet to date, this has not been carried out by NAWAC so |
am surprised that this proposal has taken shape.

| understand that MPI partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC, yet they are both major
stakeholders in writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not factual. |
also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has over
6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakeholder when writing these proposals
and nor are they funded by the Ministry.

| understand that over 170 countries do not ban the tail shortening procedure however these
countries are not spoken about in any documentation produced by MPI.

| understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
(no registration with the NZKC) dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to answer
such detailed questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purposes of this
proposal.

| understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This group
also deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their opinion
on pedigree dogs and the reasons for tail shortening.

| am of the belief that there is currently a process in place for the SPCA to act on individual cases that
perform a tail shortening procedure illegally on alitter of non-registered NZKC members neonate
puppies, however in the last 4 years | only know of 2 cases where the SPCA has acted on this
information.

61. The proposed regulations states: Front limb dew claw removal and articulated (jointed) hind
limb dew claw removal:

Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student under the direct supervision of a
veterinarian;

Must only be performed far therapeutic reasons; and

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure

Hind limb dew claws: non-articulated (greater than or equal to four days of age)
Must be performed by a veterinarian or veterinary student under supervisions; and
Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

| disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my reasons:

When performing a dew claw remaval, | complete this process in a neonate puppy 4 days of age or
under, At this time itis a well-recognised fact that the toes and tail are the last part of the neonate
puppy to calcify and develop into bone. The neonate dewclaw is removed without cutting through
bone (has not calcified) and does not bleed when performed correctly.

No other country in the world has proposed this procedure should not be practiced as the health and
welfare of the dog will be compromised.



As a professionai dog breeder and caretaker of my chosen hreed, | am fully versed in the damage
that a dew claw can cause to the dog if left on. My chosen breed has been bred to be used in its
traditional purpose and the dew claw if left on would result in significant pain and suffering to the
dog.

 understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
{no registration with the NZKC) dogs. 1 would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to answer
such detailed questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purposes of this
proposal.

| understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This group
also deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their opinion
on pedigree dogs and the reasons for dew claw removal.

| understand that MP| partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWALC, yet they are both major
stakeholders in writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not factual. |
also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has over
6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakeholder when writing these proposals
and nor are they funded by the Ministry.

In my profession as a Groomer/Boarding Kennel facility | have witnessed many incidents of dew
claws growing back into the skin of the dog as the pet owner doesn’t understand how to trim the
nails and often as the dog is of a coated variety, they are not aware of a dew claw being present.

1 understand that not all front dew claws are articulated and once again the breed specifics have
been ignored in this instance and MPI have been advised incorrectly.

| understand that the Groomers Association have not been contacted for information from their large
membership to dispel the myths displayed in the proposed regulation and | further understand that
the largest governing body {and only = NZKC) have also not been included in the proposal to not
aliow this process to remain as is.
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Bitl Smith
s 9(2)(a)

My feedback:

62. The proposed regulation states: Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student
under the direct supervision of a veterinarian.

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

i disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons:

I am a member of the New Zealand Kennel Club (NZKC) and am a registered breeder of pedigree
dogs.

As | am an accredited member of the New Zealand Council of Docked Breeds (NZCD8) and have had
my animal husbandry skills signed off by a veterinarian, who must complete my application for
accreditation by either witnessing neonate puppies being banded or being in the presence of
another accredited bander to enable me to perform tail shortening.

The NZCDB as an organisation that has been established for 12 years and our membership is
focussed on the welfare of tail shortened breeds. We operate as a fully audited and regulated group
under the umbrella of the NZKC with the approval of the National Animal Welfare Advisory
Committee (NAWAC).

I have never had a complaint or issue arise from any fitter that | have completed banding on and to
the best of my knowledge. As an accredited group, we have performed tail shortening on over 10,
500 neonate puppies without incident since 2005.

I am of the believe that the procedure of tail banding {described by the NAWAC approved scheme) is
vastly different from the process of tail amputation and as an accredited bander [ only perform the
tail banding procedure under the Animal Welfare Act (No2) 2015 and this is definitely not a surgicai
procedure.

The breeds that { am associated with and that are banded by me are traditionally docked dogs that
still perform their duties that they were designed for.

l understand that in 2012 NAWAC agreed and suggested a study should be completed to dispel any
myths around the process of tail banding, yet to date, this has not been carried out by NAWAC so |
am surprised that this proposal has taken shape.

tunderstand that MPI partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC, yet they are both major
stakeholders in writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not factual. |
also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has over
6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakeboider when writing these proposals
and nor are they funded by the Ministry.



[ understand that over 170 countries do not ban the tail shortening procedure however these
countries are not spoken about in any documentation produced by MPJ, this includes the country of
development of many traditionally docked breeds.

L understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
{no registration with the NZKC) dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to answer
such detailed questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purposes of this
proposal.

t understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This group
also deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their opinion
on pedigree dogs and the reasons for tail shortening.

i am of the belief that there is currently a process in place for the SPCA to act on individual cases that
perform a tail shortening procedure illegally on a litter of non-registered NZKC members neonate
puppies, however in the last 4 years 1 only know of 2 cases where the SPCA has acted on this
information.

61. The proposed regulations states: Front limb dew claw remaoval and articulated {jointed) hind
limb dew claw removal:

Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student under the direct supervision of a
veterinarian;

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons; and

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure

Hind limb dew claws: non-articulated {greater than or equal to four days of age)
Must be performed by a veterinarian or veterinary student under supervisions; and
Pain relief must-be used at the time of the procedure.

| disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
Teqasons:

When performing a dew claw removal, | complete this process in a neonate puppy 4 days of age or
under. At this time it is a well-recognised fact that the toes and tail are the last part of the necnate
puppy to calcify and develop into bone, The necnate dewclaw is removed without cutting through
bone (has not calcified) and does not bleed when performed correctly.

Na other country in the world has proposed this procedure should not be practiced as the health
and welfare of the dog will be compromised.

As a professional dog breeder and caretaker of my chosen breed, 1 am fully versed in the damage
that a dew claw can cause to the dog if left on. My chosen breed has been bred to be used in its
traditional purpose and the dew claw if left on would result in significant pain and suffering to the
dog.

funderstand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely invelved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
(no registration with the NZXC) dogs. | would sincerely guestion the stakeholder's ability to answer



such detailed questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purpases of this
proposal.

| understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This group
also deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their opinion
on pedigree dogs and the reasons for dew ctaw removal.

1 understand that MPI partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWACL, yet they are both major
stakeholders in writing this proposal which I see as being extremely one sided and is not factual, |
also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has over
6000 members, but MZKC were not included as a major stakeholder when writing these proposals
and nor are they funded by the Ministry.

In my profession as a Groomer/Boarding Kennel facility | have witnessed many incidents of dew
¢laws growing back into the skin of the dog as the pet owner doesn’t understand how to trim the
nalls and often as the dog is of a coated variety, they are not aware of a dew claw being present.

| understand that not all front dew claws are articulated and cnce again the breed specifics have
been ignored in this instance and MPI have been advised incorrectly.

| understand that the Groomers Association have not been contacted for information from their
farge membership to dispel the myths displayed in the proposed regulation and | further understand
that the largest governing body {and only ~ NZKC) have also not been included in the proposal to not
allow this process to remain as is.

Yours Sincerely /
e
-~/

Bill Smith /
Al Breeds ludge &nd custodian of pure bred dogs since 1989
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My feedback:

62. The proposed regulation states: Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student
under the direct supervision of a veterinarian.

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

| disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons:

I am a member of the New Zealand Kennel Club (NZKC) and am a registered breeder of pedigree
dogs. As such | am aware, as an NZKC member, that any tail docking must be performed by an
accredited bander that is a member of the New Zealand Council of Docked Breeds (NZCDB) and have
had their animal husbandry skills signed off by a veterinarian, who must complete said application
for accreditation by either witnessing necnate puppies being banded or being in the presence of
another accredited bander to enable them to perform tail shortening.

The NZCDB as an organisation was established in 2004 and membership is facussed on the welfare
of tail shortened breeds. They operate as a fully audited and regulated group under the umbrella of
the NZKC with the approval of the National Animal Welfare Advisory Committee (NAWAC). To the
best of my knowledge | understand that this accredited group, having performed tail shortening on
over 10 500 neconate puppies, have done so without incident since 2005. | understand thatin 2012
NAWAC agreed and suggested a study should be completed to dispel any myths around the process
of tail banding, yet to date, this has not been carried out by NAWAC so | am surprised that this
proposal to change the current status has occurred.

i am of the understanding that the procedure of tail banding (described by the NAWAC approved
scheme) is vastly different from the process of tail amputation and that accredited banders can only
perform the tail banding procedure under the Animal Welfare Act (No2) 2015 and thisis not a
surgical procedure. Research shows that puppies under four days of age do not have a fully
developed nervous system and so banding is not a painful procedure, nor is it a surgical procedure.
Having been involved with dogs for over 20 years | have seen no evidence that a banded dog
communicates less effectively than a tailed dog or suffers in any other way socially or physically and |
have seen no scientific research to support this.

I understand that MP| partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC, yet they are both major
stakeholders in writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not factual. |
also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has over
6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakeholder when writing these proposals
and nor are they funded by the Ministry.

lunderstand that over 170 countries do not ban the tail shortening procedure however these
countries are not spoken about in any documentation produced by MPI,



| understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
(no registration with the NZKC) dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to answer
such detailed questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purposes of this
proposal.

| understand that another major stakehaolder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This group
also deals with crosshred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their opinion
on pedigree dogs and the reasons for tail shartening.

1 am of the belief that there is currently a process in place for the SPCA to act on individual cases that
perform a tail shortening procedure iliegally on a litter of non-registered NZXC members neonate
puppies, however in the last 4 years | only know of 2 cases where the SPCA has acted on this
information.

The difficulty with ensuring compliance with any regulations changes is that the target group of
registered NZKC breeders, whom are breed caretakers, will be enforced to comply by having
penalties and sanctions imposed on them whilst any non-registered breeders such as backyard
breeders or puppy farmers will not be identified and therefore compliance cannot be mandated or
enforced on them as well. Additionally these people are the groups that would, and have, continued
to practice banding without an accredited bander completing this task for them. These are the
groups that need to be identified and have sanctions imposed on them as they have never and will
never fully comply with accreditation standards either by wilful disobedience or neglect.

61. The proposed regulations states: Front limb dew claw removal and articulated {jointed) hind
limb dew claw removal:

Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student under the direct supervision of a
veterinarian;

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons; and

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure

Hind limb dew claws: non-articulated (greater than or equal to four days of age)
Must be performed by a veterinarian or veterinary student under supervisions; and
Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

i disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons:

When performing a dew claw removal, | complete this process in a neonate puppy 4 days of age or
under, Atthistime it isa well-recognised fact that the toes and tail are the last part of the neonate
puppy to calcify and develop into bone. The neonate dewclaw is removed without cutting through
bone {has not calcified) and does not bleed when performed correctly. However | would be very
happy to support the need for this procedure to be completed by an accredited person under a
quality assurance scheme, such as that developed for taii docking or by a vet in the future.

As a dog breeder and caretaker of my chosen breed, | am fully versed in the damage that a dew claw
can cause 1o the dog if left on. My chosen breed has been hred to maintain its function as a herding
dog and the dew claw if left on could result in significant pain and suffering to the dog if caught or
pulled, In particular the breed coat characteristics of our breed can preclude pet owners from
noting or ensuring that dew ciaws are maintained correctly underneath it and lead to incidents of
dew claws growing back into the skin of the dog. Additionally despite having the importance of nail



care advised to pet owners when they collect their puppy, some become lax in nail care
maintenance or do not seek assistance from myself or their vet of choice to ensure nail care, in
particular dew claws, is completed until too late and the dog itself develops skin irritations or
infections secondary to pressure and impairment of skin integrity. Dew claw injuriesin older dogs is
painful, expensive and distressing both for the dog and owner — all the proposed change is doing is
penalizing those responsible breeders whom remove dew claws to prevent injury or neglect via
ignorance to puppies and dogs in the future,

| understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
(no registration with the NZKC) dogs. | befieve that MPI have gone beyond their regulatory power by
attempting to capture a rocudye that Parliament never intended to be included.

Compliance would once again become an issue as well as how will this be-monitored throughout
New Zealand. Once again the registered NZKC breeders, whom are trying to do the right things by
their chosen breed to ensure their preservation for the future, become the easy targets to ensure
compliance and can have sanctions and penalties imposed on them whilst the non-registered
breeders would not be able to policed effectively to ensure compliance occurs.

I understand that MP| partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC, yet they are both major
stakeholders in writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not factual. |
also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has over
6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakeholder when writing these proposals
and nor are they funded by the Ministry.

| understand that the Groomers Association have not been contacted for information from their
large membership to dispel the myths displayed in the proposed regulation and i further understand
that the largest governing body {(and only ~NZKC) have alsa not been included in the proposal to not
allow this process to remain as is.

Yours sincerely
Kathryn Stewart









Submission to Proposed Animal Weilfare Regulations (Care
and Conduct and Surgical & Painful Procedures) MPI
Discussion Paper No:2016/12

Submitted by Tony Robson

Submissions on Part A Overview of the Proposed
Regulatory Package

1 Compliance and Enforcement Regime

-Question 9 Are the Infringement offences and respective fees proposed for breaches of the
proposed regulations outlined in Part B appropriate? Should any of the proposals attract higher or
lower fees or penalties?

I do not support any lowering of the Fees. The fees are not high enough as it is. Setting such a low
fees sends a message that animal welfare is not important.

~-Question 11 Should any of the proposed regulations, set out in Part B, include a mental element
fe.g. intention, knowledge or recklessness)? If so are the penalties for a prosecutable offence under
regulation (see Table 2) appropriate for the regulated activity?

I'do not support inclusion of mental element (e.g. intention, knowledge or recklessness) in any of the
proposed offences.



2 Implementation

-Question 14 Do any of the proposed regulations, set out in Part B, require a lead-in period? If so
what period is reasonable? Are there any other challenges relating to the timing of regulations
coming into force?

Regulations should not require lengthy phase in periods.

-Question 15 How should the codes of welfare be amended by the proposed regulations to ensure
the codes continue to work effectively within the legislative scheme?

The codes of welfare should be consistent with the Animal Welfare Act 1999 and should include all
the 5 freedoms (including ability to display natural behaviour) as a minimum requirement and not
just provision of adequate food, water and shelter. Suffering is not just physical but psychological as
well. Depriving an animal of freedom, social contact and meaningful enrichment {by tethering,
caging or crating) is detrimental to their psychological and emotional well- being.

Submissions on Care and Conduct Regulatory
Proposals

1 Goat Tethering

1t is disappointing that once again the practice of tethering goats has not been appropriately
addressed, despite a large number of submissions against this practice in the development of the
goat code of welfare in 2012 (MPI, 2012) and a petition of 7329 signatures presented to Parliament
{Robson, 2015). | believe the petition submission was sent to you by the Primary Production
Committee “for considering future changes to animal welfare codes or legislation” as communicated
to me in a letter by lan McKelvie as Chairperson of the Primary Production Committee.

While 1 supportinfringement offences for “low level” offending, the proposed regulation to merely
place a $300 fine for not providing constant access to food, water and shelter is not sufficient
enough to protect the welfare of goats.

It is the practice of tethering that is the root cause of much neglect and harm. The minimum
standard from the goat code of welfare:



“{d) kids, sick goats, pregnant or nursing does, or goats physiologically compromised in any other
way must not be tethered”

Should be revised to include ALL goats.

The practice of tethering goats on roadsides places the animal in a very vulnerable position and
many goats have been the victim of cruelty because of this. Goats can easily become tangled in
tethers and left unattended on roadsides can remain tangled for hours. Tethering can also cause
injuries to the goat and even self- strangulation.

The definitions of “shelter” and “feed” are too broad and need to be clearly defined. As goats are
natural browsers they require more than just grass or a bucket of pellets for adequate nutrition,
Shelters are often completely inadequate. Small plastic drums and corrugated iron huts that are cold
in winter and hot in summer are not adequate shelter.

Goats are a very social animal and do experience foneliness and emotional stress if kept alone
without any company or meaningful social relationships. {Miranda- de la Lama and Mattiello, 2010).

The goat code of welfare 2012 admits that “Goats should not be tethered as they are social animals”
and “Goats are social animals and need to be provided with one or more companions”. However,
this is not reflected in the proposed regulation. Allowing a goat to be tethered indefinitely is not
consistent with section C of the Animal Welfare Act 1999, “the opportunity to display normal
patterns of behaviour”. A normal behaviour is the way an animal acts in its natural environment.
Having adequate exercise and company and the opportunity to play with the animals own Kind
encourages the expression of normal behaviours. Keeping a goat constantly tethered, socially
isolated and in poor conditions has a negative impact on the emotional weli-being of the goat.
(Briefer and McElligott, 2013).

ft is my opinion tethering also breaches section D of the Act “physical handling in a manner which
minimises the likelihood of unreasonable or unnecessary pain or distress.”

Switzerland and Austria have good animal welfare laws regarding the tethering of goats, permanent
tethering is prohibited and company must be provided (Robson, 2015).

The practice of tethering goats should be banned altogether.

2 Pigs — Size of Farrowing Crates



Farrowing crates are detrimental to a sow’s psychological well-being and natural behaviour. Sweden,
Switzeriand and Norway have banned farrowing crates and Austria has started phasing out their use.
(University of Edinburgh, 2014},

i am of the view that factory farming as a whole contravenes section C of the Animal Welfare Act
1999 “opportunity to display normal patterns of behaviour”. | believe a long term strategy for
phasing out factory farming needs to be implemented.

3 Layer Hens — Opportunity to express normal behaviours in housing systems.

Colony cages are in effect still battery cages that do not meet the welfare needs of hens. Hens will
still spend their life in a cage denied wing flapping, walking, pecking and scratching. Switzerland has
phased out all battery farming and Austria is in the process of doing so.

| oppose battery hen farming in any form.

4 Rodeos and Fireworks

Allowing calves to be roped, placing flank straps to horses and Bulls, steer wrestling and other
associated practices in these events is nothing but cruelty.

Rodeos are in my view abusive and contravene section d of the Animal Welfare Act 1999, “physical
handling in a manner which minimises the likelihcod of unreasonable or unnecessary pain or
distress.”

Rodeos are banned in the UK, the Netherlands, certain States in Australia, the US and Canada.

| submit that Rodoes should be banned altogether.

5 All Animals

- Twisting an Animals tail

I am in favour of prohibiting this and making it a regulation.

-Electric prodders



} want the use of electric prodders prohibited
-Use of goads

| want the use of goads prohibited

6 Dogs

— Pinch and prong collars

| am in favour of prohibiting Pinch and prong collars.
-Injuries from Collars of Tethers

The practice of chaining/tethering dogs needs to be addressed. Dogs are a pack animal and too
many live miserable lives chained indefinitely in backyards around the country.

-Dogs left in Vehicles
I agree with the proposed regulation and support it.
-Drowning Dogs {and Cats)

| agree with prohibiting this and | propose this should be extended to all animals.

7 Horses and Donkeys

-Horses Use a lot of whip, lead or any other object

| agree this should be prohibited.

-Horses Injuries from equipment such as halter, head ropes and saddles
| agree in making this a regulation.

-Horses and Donkeys — Tethering requirements

It is my view horses and donkeys should not be tethered.

8 Llama and Alpaca — Companion Animals

While i agree with this proposal, | would like to see a regulation like this for goats as they are a social
herd animal as well.

9 Exotic Animals Used in Circuses



| believe all animals exotic or otherwise should be prohibited from Circuses. Merely placing
restrictions is not enough 1o adequately provide for their needs. The worldwide trend is now to
disallow using animals in Circuses.

10 Stock Transport

-Cuts and abrasions

| agree with the proposed regulation
-Pregnant Animals

1t is my view this should be prohibited entirely.
-Animals with injured or diseased udders

| agree with the proposed regulation.

-Cattle or Sheep with Cancer eye

| agree with this proposed regulation.

Submissions on Surgical and Painful Procedures
Regulatory Proposals

1 Hot Branding All Animals

1 agree with prohibiting hot branding.

2 Dogs
-Dogs Cropping the Ears
| agree in prohibiting this practice.

-Dogs Tail Docking



| do not agree with this practice and this should be banned altogether.

3 Horses

-Blistering, firing or nicking

| agree with prohibiting these procedures.

-Tail Docking

My view is this practice needs to be prohibited.

-Rectal pregnancy diagnosis of horses

| agree this procedure should only be performed by a veterinarian.
-Rectal examination of horses

| agree this procedure should only be performed by a veterinarian.
-Caslick’s procedure

| agree this procedure should anly be performed by a veterinarian.
-Castration

! agree this procedure must only be performed by a veterinarian,

4 Various Cattle Sheep Goats Pigs

-Cattle Clow Removal

t agree in this proposal

~Cattle Teat QOcclusion

| agree with this proposed prohibition.

-Cattle Tail Docking

My view is this practice needs to be prohibited.
~Cattle, Sheep and Goats - Dehorning

I'do not agree that “any” person may undertake this procedure. This procedure should be restricted
1o a veterinarian.



-Sheep Mulesing
| agree with prohibiting this practice.
-Pigs Castration

| agree with this proposed regulation.

Farm Animals in General

Regulations around farm animals having shelter need to be implemented as it is a common site to
drive past barren paddocks with sheep and cattle having no shelter in the hot sun and other harsh
weather conditions.
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@ dehorning.mp4

My name is Jorgen Hansen and | come from Denmark. { come from a dairying background and am qualified through Agricultural
College in Denmark as a farm manager, which entitles me to buy farmland there.

| came to New Zealand in 1980 and have continued to farm here as a 50/50 sharemilker, eventually selling our cows to buy our
own sheep farm, which we owned for 20 years.

| began our disbudding service in August 1991. For the last 20 years | have disbudded on average 34,000 calves per year,
servicing about 170 farms over Southland, West and South Otago.

| use a Danish designed flat head cauterizing iron and was trained by one of the vets who designed the irons and developed this
method of disbudding.

Because of the farmer demand for this method | have trained four other operators. Two have gone on to full time farming and the
remaining two (named below) continue to offer separate disbudding services. Betlween them they disbud approximately 34,000
calves per year on about 180 farms in addition to what | do. They are:

5 9(2)(a) s9(2)(@)

We, as well as our clients, are very concerned that the new proposals for disbudding calves will effectively stop this method being
used. Advantages over conventional disbudding include, but are not restricted to;

* These irons do only a surface burn, they de not break through the skin. Blood vessels supplying the horn are cauterized so the
horn cannot grow, leaving a scab that will drop off in a few weeks.

* Calves remain in their own envirenment, food is not withheld, so that after being disbudded they are in a familiar place and seitle
very quickly.

* 1t only takes opprox 5 seconds for each horn , stress to the calf is minimal .
*We do not use a crush, Calves are laid gently on the ground on their side, held tightly between our legs.

* So little stress, calves remain calm. Calves get up immediately after being disbudded and most times are seen playing around
and feeding in a short time.

* Optimum age for disbudding is 4 - 30 days old.
* The burn site is completely sterilized by cauterization and there are no infections.

Many of our clients have had calves disbudded by young vets or operators with little practical experience in the correct handling of
calves or the correct use of methods of disbudding. in fact, many of our clients have come to us as a direct result of these bad
experiences. Irons are often used at too low a temperature, which prolongs the procedure and does not seal the wound. When the
calves wake up, their blood pressure rises to nhormal, causing the unsealed wound to bleed, raising the risk of infection.

We believe that any method that breaks through the skin or goes even deeper into the head is totally unnecessary and cruel,
causing great pain, trauma and a slow recovery, often with ongoing infections. We would like to see these inhumane methods
compietely banned.

White we are pro animal welfare and are pleased so many issues are being looked at, we feel a blanket approach does not allow
for the good and best methods to continue. We - and our clients - do not believe pain relief is essential for our method. It will cause
the calves to undergo an extra procedure and the stress it will cause with the double handling will only unsettle them for
disbudding.



e

¥ We hope that our method will be looked at properly and fairly and preferably not by biased vets. We hope to be able to continue to

offer this clearly superior, humane method of calf disbudding to our clients. We have young men keen to {rain and carry on this
disbudding procedure and are willing to train others across the country.

Most farmers and certainly our clients are very conscious of the welfare of their animals and are very fussy about who is aliowed to
handle their stock, especially their calves. They are very concerned that a proposal to make disbudding a vet only procedure
effectively takes the control for animal welfare on their farms away from the many farmers who choose not to put their calves
through the unnecessary suffering of other methods. There is also great concern that vets will not be able to cope with the high
numbers of calves, causing them to be disbudded at a later age, causing more problems.

As our clients are already booked in for this season which begins in July, we all want to know what the plans are for this season,
s0 we can plan and prepare. If pain relief becomes law, who will be able to administer it? The practical issues of working this out
on site are huge - with or without a vet.

On Friday 13th May we will be disbudding autumn calves on a property near Winton. The farm owner is happy to invite anyone to
come and walch, film and talk about the procedure. If interested please contact Jorgen Hansen by 11th May for more information.

Jorgen & Helen Hansen

s9(2)@)

[ am ﬁsihg the Free version of SPAMfighter.
SPAMfighter has removed 168 of my spam emails to date.

Do you have a slow PC? Try a free scan!












Out of Scope

From: Kathryn Renfro s9@2)@
Sent: Tuesday, 17 May 2016 12:16 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions

To the Ministry of Primary Industries,
This is my submission on the regulations released for consultation in April 2016.

I'would like you to conduct a full and thorough review of factory farming as a whole, including all the
animals trapped indoors in permanent confinement. We should not be regulating practices that breach NZ's
own Animal Welfare Act, we should be looking into the future and creating a plan fo ban them.

Please remove the regulations you have created regarding factory farmed animals, such as the ones that
relate fo_farrowing crates and colony cages. Then set a date to review these and all other factory farming
practices.

Factory farming is an abhorrent practice, and New Zealand needs a long term strategy for phasing it out. A
Jfactory farming review will send a message to industry to guide future investment, as well as give an
opportunity to address the largest animal welfare issue facing New Zealand.

[ also ask that you consider the evidence that rodeos are cruel, and ban them. The animals will not perform
if not distressed by a variety of means, such as the flank strap.

Finally, I would like to you fo ban the use of exotic animals in circuses. There is ample evidence that these
animals suffer in captivity, and there is no reason to allow that suffering for entertainment purposes.









Having to have a Dew Claw removed at a later age, due to injury requires a General Anesthetic and is
a major operation, which can, depending on the injury to the Dew Claw, can also involve the
tendons.

Tendons that atiach
= tothe dewclaw

_—Dewclaw

1 have imported several adult dogs with intact Dew Claws and have encountered many problems
with the Dew Claws being ripped/torn while playing with other dogs/hunting/digging/jumping.

A Stud Dog caused massive injuries to a bitch during mating, as his Dew Claws ripped her shoulders
and sides. He also left me bleeding & scarred when he jumped up & his Dew Claws caught my arm.

Hate to think what could happen to a small child.

We must be able to retain the option to have Dew Claws removed by a Vet to prevent injury and
distress, not only to our dogs, but people as well.






Animal Welfare: Proposed Regulations

Shirley Herbert
s9(2)(a)

My feedback:

62. The proposed regulation states: Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student
under the direct supervision of a veterinarian.

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

| disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons:

I am a member of the New Zealand Kennel Club (NZKC) and | am a registered breeder of pedigree
dobermanns.

[ am a member of the New Zealand Council of Docked Breeds (NZCDB) and | only use the services of
NZCDB accredited members to sharten the tails on my dobermann litters.

The NZCDB as an crganisation was established in 2004 and our membhership is focussed on the
welfare of tail shortened breeds. We operate as a fully audited and regulated group under the
umbrella of the NZKC with the approval of the National Animal Welfare Advisory Committee
(NAWAC).

| have never had an issue arise from any litter that | have had banded.

When [ first bred dohermanns the tails on litters were shortened by my vet using pain relief and then
severing the tail, and a few stiches applied to hold a fold of skin over the exposed end. | believe the
current practice using accredited tail banders is far superior, is not a surgica! procedure and is much
preferrrable to the method that | used thirty years ago with the vet.

The handing is performed in my home with no undue stress to the mother or to the puppies.

I am of the understanding that the procedure of tail banding {described by the NAWAC approved
scheme) is vastly different from the process of tail amputation and | am 100% an advocate for tail
banding by an accredited bander performing the tail banding procedure under the Animal Welfare
Act (No2) 2015 and this is not a surgical procedure.

The dobermann breed that | am associated with and that have their tails shortened by banding, are
traditionally docked dogs that still perform their protection duties that they were bred for. In the
current envirecnment of home invasions and opportunist crimes of attack when out walking or
jogging, the dobermann as the protector is highly valued. A dobermann is sleek and has nathing that
a would be attacker can gain a hold of. Itis clear that breed specifics were not taken into account
when this proposal was documented.

I'think the proposal is totally ocne-sided and | am very surprised that it could be written and cirulated
for discussion with such obvious and extreme bias.



61. The proposed regulations states: Front imb dew claw removal and articulated (jointed) hind limb
dew claw removal:

Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student under the direct supervision of a
veterinarian;

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons; and

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure

Hind limb dew claws: non-articulated (greater than or equal to four days of age)
Must be performed by a veterinarian or veterinary student under supervisions; and
Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

| disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons:

My dobermann puppies have front dew claw removal performed as a neonate puppy 4 days of age
or under. The neonate dewclaw is removed without cutting through bone (has not calcified) and
does not bleed when performed correctly.

As a dog breeder and caretaker of the dobermann, | am fully versed in the damage that a dew claw
can cause to the dog if left on. 1 have a bloodhound with her dew claws and they are exposed, do
not wear down and require regular clipping to prevent total curling round and digging into her skin.
They are of no use and are not articulated. They require regular manicure attention.

Finally l implore you to retain the status quo and allow me to band tails using an NZCDB Accredited
Bander and to remove dew claws on my beloved dobermann breed.

| consider myself to be a caretaker of a dog hreed that | love and admire for the purpose it was
originally bred for. To leave this breed with a tail is to go against the very reason for its being.

Regards,
Shirley Herbert















Support for tail banding

It states in the report that the tail has a function for balance. | am yet to see a docked breed having
any trouble with balance as far as the tails giving cue | am sure that most breeders would agree with
me when | say that the dogs have no trouble tail or no tail in letting you know what they want.

The tail banding is done by an accredited tail bander a process set up by the NZKC. There is a
register and all litters bred that have been banded have heen registered. Tail banding is done by
people who know and understand the breeds and many have been banding tails for decades with
little or no issues yet, | know of one case where the tail was surgically removed by a vet and the
breeder of that dog had many issues with infection and the like. Tails are banded hefore the eyes
are open and the bone in the tail is not yet firm. Sedating these puppies at this early age surly would
be most dangerous for the puppies.

There can be no historical evidence in support for non- banding as all the banded breeds have been
banded for centuries and therefore you cannect have evidence on something that cannot be
measured. | feel sure that those that banded the breeds in the first place had very good reasons to
do so.

| know | speak for all breeders when | say that we breed dogs to ensure the integrity of the breed is
maintained. We breed to try and get best specimen, able to do the job that it was bred to do. In the
case of the banded breeds this means removing the tails, because with the tail they would struggle
to do the jobs bred to do. Case in paintin Wales the welsh Pembroke corgi have the tails removed.









Sarah Abelsan
s9(2)(a)

My feedback:

62. The proposed regulation states: Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student
under the direct supervision of a veterinarian.

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

| disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons:

| am a member of the New Zealand Kennel Club (NZKC) and am a registered breeder of pedigree
dogs.

| am an accredited member of the New Zealand Council of Docked Breeds (NZCDB) and have had my
animal hushandry skills signed off by a veterinarian, who must complete my application for
accreditation by either witnessing neonate puppies being banded or being in the presence of
another accredited bander to enable me to perform tail shortening.

The NZCDB as an organisation was established in 2004 and our membership is focussed on the
welfare of tail shortened breeds. We operate as a fully audited and regulated group under the
umbrella of the NZKC with the approval of the National Animal Welfare Advisory Committee
{NAWAC).

I have never had a complaint or issue arise from any litter that | have completed banding on and to
the best of my knowledge | understand that as an accredited group, we have performed tail
shortening on over 10 500 neonate puppies without incident since 2005.

| am of the understanding that the procedure of tail banding (described by the NAWAC approved
scheme) is vastly different from the process of tail amputation and as an accredited bander { only
perfarm the tail banding procedure under the Animal Welfare Act (No2) 2015 and this is not a
surgical procedure.

The breeds that | am associated with and that are banded by me are traditionalily docked dogs that
still perform their duties that they were designed for.

| understand thatin 2012 NAWAC agreed and suggested a study should be completed to dispel any
myths around the process of tail banding, yet to date, this has not been carried out by NAWAC so |
am surprised that this proposal has taken shape.

| understand that MPI partly funds bath the RSPCA and NAWAC, yet they are both major
stakeholders in writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not factual, |
also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has over
6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakehotder when writing these proposals
and nor are they funded by the Ministry.



| understand that over 170 countries do not ban the tail shortening procedure however these
countries are not spoken about in any documentation produced by MPI.

| understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
{no registration with the NZKC) dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to answer
such detailed questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purposes of this
proposal.

| understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This group
also deais with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their opinion
on pedigree dogs and the reasons for tail shortening.

1 am of the belief that there is currently a process in place for the SPCA to act on individual cases that
perform a tail shortening procedure illegally on a litter of non-registered NZKC members neonate
puppies, however in the last 4 years | only know of 2 cases where the SPCA has acted on this
information.

61. The proposed regulations states: Front limb dew claw removal and articulated (jointed) hind
limb dew claw removal:

Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student under the direct supervision of a
veterinarian;

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons; and

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure

Hind limb dew claws: non-articulated (greater than or equal to four days of age)
Must be perfarmed by a veterinarian or veterinary student under supervisions; and
Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

i disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons:

When performing a dew claw removal, | complete this process in a neonate puppy 4 days of age or
under. At this time itis a well-recognised fact that the toes and tail are the last part of the neonate
puppy to calcify and developinto bone. The neonate dewclaw is removed without cutting through
bone {has not calcified) and does not bleed when performed correctly.

No other country in the world has proposed this pracedure should not be practiced as the health
and welfare of the dog will be compromised.

As a professional dog breeder and caretaker of my chosen breed, | am fully versed in the damage
that a dew claw can cause to the dog if left on. My chosen breed has been bred to be used in its
traditional purpose and the dew claw if left on would result in significant pain and suffering to the
dog.

L understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
{no registration with the NZKC) dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to answer
such-detailed questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purposes of this
proposal.



| understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This group
also deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their opinion
on pedigree dogs and the reasons for dew claw removal.

I understand that MPI partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC, yet they are both major
stakeholders in writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not factual. |
also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has over
6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakeholder when writing these proposals
and nor are they funded by the Ministry.

In my profession as a Groomer/Boarding Kennel facility | have witnessed many incidents of dew
claws growing back into the skin of the dog as the pet owner doesn’t understand how to trim the
nails and often as the dog is of a coated variety, they are not aware of a dew claw being present.

I understand that not all front dew claws are articulated and once again the breed specifics have
been ignored in this instance and MPI have been advised incorrectly.

1 understand that the Groomers Association have not been contacted for information from their
large membership to dispel the myths displayed in the proposed regulation and | further understand
that the largest governing body (and only — NZKC) have also not been included in the proposal to not
allow this process to remain as is.












| wish to express my opposition to the proposed tail docking and dew claw removal ban, under the Animal Welfare Act review.

| am deeply concerned that, having only just heard about this proposal myself, many affected people may miss the opportunity
to subemit their views,

| am a professional gamekeeper with over twenty years of experience in both NZ and Europe, currently operating in the Bay of
Plenty region. | have a team of working dogs of various breeds, which enable me to do my job effectively.

My way of life involves long hours, usually alone, and the bond that develops with my team of dogs is difficult te describe to
somebody who does not work with animals. There is pride at having trained them myself and seeing them go about the work
they were bred to do; there is genuine affection and respect from countless hours spent together in the field.

t am grossly offended at the suggestion that the practise of tafl shortening and/or dew-claw removal is inhumane.
t have first-hand experience of a working dog with a full fength tail.

When last practicing in the United Kingdom, the subject of tail docking was then under review. This coincided with me taking
on a new Springer Spaniel puppy, and so ! decided to keep an open mind and try one with a full tail. By the age of two years,
the tail was permanently damaged. She was unable to work and in constant pain. My options were to retire her {an unhappy
situation for a dog that is bred to work) or have the tail surgically shortened.

| chose the latter. This is a surprisingly complex operation on an aduit dog under full anaesthetic; it is very expensive and of
course, most distressing for the poor dog. All in the name of ‘animal welfare’. A classic example of well-meaning legistation
doing more harm than good.

4
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*In summary:

= Anybody who has witnessed tail docking of three-day old pups would agree that any pain experienced, if at all, is over
in seconds. They continue about their business as normal, aimost immediately.

»  |tis accepted practice to dock or alter all sorts of domestic animals for reasons of health or welfare management (pigs,
cattle, lambs etc.}. Why are dogs somehow different?

»  Adog that has never owned a full iength tail does not miss it and continues with life as normal.

= Adog that has fost its tail due to damage and misguided legislation is often very distressed and struggles to adapt.

=  Thereis no 'natural state’ for any domestic canine. All breeds are the result of human intervention over millennia,
bred for their various attributes to serve man in myriad roles, as they still do today. I would venture to say that my
spaniels are significantly better off in their daily work, hunting game as they were bred and trained to do, than a
Queen’s Street dwelling poodle, coat died pink and carried in a diamond-studded hand-bag. By comparison, which dog
do you think is happier?

= Alogical concession is to allow docking/dew claw removal on working breeds, carried out by registered veterinary
practice.

| would like to extend an open invite to anybody involved in this proposal, to view my dog team in their home environment,
going about their daily duties. A happier pack of hounds you will never find!

Kind Regards
Tim Julou

Gamekeeper, Equine Estate
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Tim {Gamekeeper)
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Feel free to continue your submission on additional paper and staple it to this form.

Please place your feedback inside the feedback box. Alternatively, take this form with you
and post your feedback to Animal Welfare Policy, Ministry for Primary Industries, PO Box
2526, Wellington 6148,

You can also email your feedback to animal.welfaresubmissions@mphgovt.nz

Submissions close 5pm 19 May 2618,

Any submission you make becormes public information. Anyone can ask for copies of all submissions under the Official
Information Act 1932 {O1A). The OIA says we must make the informaticn availzble unless we have a good reason for
withholding It. You can find those grounds in sections 6and 9 of the OIA. Tell us if you think there are grounds to withhold
specific information in your submission. Reasons might include, it's commertially sensitiva or it’s parsonal information,
Howevar, any decision MP{ makes to withhold inforsmation can be reviewed by the Ombudsman, whn may require the
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Feel free to continue your submission on additional paper and staple it to this form.

Please place your feedback inside the feedback box. Alternatively, take this form with you
and post your feedback to Animal Welfare Policy, Ministry for Primary Industries, PO Box
2526, Wellington 614G.

You can also email your feedback to animal.welfaresubmissions@mpi.gaovt.nz

Submissions close Spm 19 May 2016,

Any submission you make bacomes public information. Anyone can ask for cepies of all submissions under the Official
informatices Act 1982 {OFA}. The OIA says we must make the information available unfess wa have a good reason for
withholding it. You can find thosé grounds in sections 6 and 8 of the O1A. Tell us if you think thefe are grounds to withhold
specific information n your submissicn. Reasons might include, it's commergially sensitive or it's personal information.

However, any decision MP! makes to vithhold information can be reviewed by the Ombudsman, who may requira the
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Animal Welfare proposed regulations feedback submission form

Sue Chaytor
s 9(2)(a)

My feedback:

62. The proposed regulation states: Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student
under the direct supervision of a veterinarian.

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

t disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons:

{ am a member of the New Zealand Kennel Club (NZKC) and am a registered breeder of pedigree
dogs.

The NZCDB as an organisation was established in 2004 and the membership is focussed on the
welfare of tail shortened breeds. They operate as a fully audited and regulated group under the
umbrella of the NZKC with the approval of the National Animal Welfare Advisory Committee
(NAWAC).

I have never heard of a compiaint or issue arise from any litter that has completed banding on and to
the best of my knowledge { understand that as an accredited group, they have performed tail
shortening on over 10 500 neonate puppies without incident since 2005,

I am of the understanding that the procedure of tail banding (described by the NAWAC approved
scheme) is vastly different from the process of tail amputation and any accredited bander can
perform the tail banding procedure under the Animal Welfare Act (No2) 2015 and this is not a
surgical procedure.

The breeds that | am associated with and train that are banded by any NZCDB member are
traditionally docked dogs that stilf perform their duties that they were designed for.

| understand that in 2012 NAWAC agreed and suggested a study should be completed to dispel any
myths around the process of tail banding, yet to date, this has not been carried out by NAWAC so |
am surprised that this proposal has taken shape.

| understand that MP| partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC, vet they are both major
stakehoiders in writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not factual. |
also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has over
6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakeholder when writing these propaosals
and nor are they funded by the Ministry.

lunderstand that over 170 countries do not ban the tail shortening procedure however these
countries are not spoken about in any documentation produced by MPI.



{ understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
{no registration with the NZKC) dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to answer
such detailed guestions arcund form and function of a specific breed for the purposes of this
proposal.

1 understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This group
also deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their opinion
on pedigree dogs and the reasons for tail shortening.

| am of the belief that there is currently a process in place for the SPCA to act on individual cases that
perform a tail shortening procedure illegally on a litter of non-registered NZKC members neonate
puppies, however in the last 4 years | only have heard of 2 cases where the SPCA has acted on this
information. '

61. The proposed regulations states: Front limb dew claw removal and articulated (jointed) hind
limb dew claw removal:

Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student under the direct supervision of a
veterinarian;

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons; and

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure

Hind limb dew claws: non-articulated {greater than or equal to four days of age)
Must be performed by a veterinarian or veterinary student under supervisions; and
Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

| disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons:

When performing a dew claw remaoval, | complete this process in a neonate puppy 4 days of age or
under. Atthistime it is a well-recognised fact that the toes and tail are the last part of the neonate
puppy to calcify and develop into bone. The neonate dewclaw is removed without cutting through
bone (has not calcified) and does not bleed when performed correctly.

No other country in the world has proposed this procedure should not be practiced as the health
and welfare of the dog will be compromised.

As a professional dog breeder and caretaker of my chosen hreed, | am fully versed in the damage
that a dew claw can cause to the dog if left on. My chosen breed has been bred to be used in its
traditional purpose and the dew claw if left on would result in significant pain and suffering to the
dog.

| understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
{no registration with the NZKC) dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to answer
such detailed questions around farm and function of a specific breed for the purposes of this
proposal.

| understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This group
also-deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their opinion
on pedigree dogs and the reasons for dew claw removal.



I understand that MP| partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC, yet they are both major
stakeholders in writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not factual. |
also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has over
6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakeholder when writing these proposals
and nor are they funded by the Ministry.

In my area of expertise [dog training] | have witnessed many incidents of dew claws growing back
into the skin of the dog as the pet owner doesn’t understand how to trim the nails and often as the
dog is of a coated variety, they are not aware of a dew claw being present.

1 understand that not all front dew claws are articulated and once again the breed specifics have
been ignored in this instance and MPI have been advised incorrectly.

t understand that the Groomers Association have not been contacted for information from their
large membership to dispel the myths displayed in the proposed regulation and | further understand
that the largest governing body (and only = NZKC) have also not been included in the proposal to not
allow this process to remain as is.












Animal Welfare proposed regulations feedback submission form

Denise Smith
s 9(2)(a)

My feedback:

62. The proposed regulation states: Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student
under the direct supervision of a veterinarian.

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure,

| disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons:

I am a member of the New Zealand Kennel Club [NZKC) and am a registered breeder of pedigree
dogs.

I am an accredited member of the New Zealand Council of Dacked Breeds (NZCDB) and have had my
animai husbandry skiils signed off by a veterinarian, who must complete my application for
accreditation by either witnessing neonate puppies being banded or being in the presence of
another accredited bander to enable me to perform tail shortening.

The NZCDB as an organisation was established in 2004 and our membership is focussed on the
welfare of tail shortened breeds. We operate as a fully audited and regulated group under the
umbrella of the NZKC with the approval of the National Animal Welfare Advisory Committee
(NAWAC).

f have never had a complaint or issue arise from any litter that | have completed banding on and to
the best of my knowledge | understand that as an accredited group, we have performed tail
shortening on over 10, 500 neonate puppies without incident since 2005.

I am of the understanding that the procedure of tail banding (described by the NAWAC approved
scheme) is vastly different from the process of tail amputation and as an accredited bander | oniy
perform the tail banding procedure under the Animal Welfare Act (No2) 2015 and thisis not a
surgicat procedure.

The breeds that | am associated with and that are banded by me are traditionally docked dogs that
still perform their duties that they were designed for.

| understand that in 2012 NAWAC agreed and suggested a study should be completed to dispel any
myths around the process of tail banding, yet to date, this has not been carried out by NAWACso |
am surprised that this proposal has taken shape.

I understand that MPi partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC, yet they are both major
stakehaolders in writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not factual. |
also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has over
6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakeholder when writing these proposals
and nor are they funded by the Ministry.



t understand that over 170 countries do not ban the tail shortening procedure however these
countries are not spoken about in any documentation produced by MPL

Funderstand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
(no registration with the NZKC) dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to answer
such detailed questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purposes of this
proposal.

| understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This group
also deals with crosshred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their opinion
on pedigree dogs and the reasons for tail shortening.

| am of the belief that there is currently a process in place for the SPCA to act on individual cases that
perform a tail shortening precedure illegally on a litter of non-registered NZKC members neonate
puppies, however in the last 4 years | only know of 2 cases where the SPCA has acted on this
information.

61. The proposed regulations states: Front limb dew claw removal and articulated {jointed} hind
limb dew claw removal:

Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student under the direct supervision of a
veterinarian;

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons; and

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure

Hind limb dew claws: non-articulated {greater than or equal to four days of age)
Must be performed by a veterinarian or veterinary student under supervisions; and
Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

| disagree with this proposai in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons:

When performing a dew claw removal, [ complete this process in a neonate puppy 4 days of age or
under. At this time it is a well-recognised fact that the toes and tail are the last part of the neonate
puppy to calcify and develop into bone. The neonate dewclaw is removed without cutting through
bone (has not calcified) and does not bleed when performed correctly.

No other country in the world has proposed this procedure should not be practiced as the health
and welfare of the dog will be compromised.

As a professional dog breeder and caretaker of my chosen breed, | am fully versed in the damage
that a dew claw can cause to the dog if left on. My chosen breed has been bred to be used in its
traditional purpose and the dew claw if left on would result in significant pain and suffering to the
dog.

| understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
(no registration with the NZKC) dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to answer
such detailed questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purposes of this
proposal.



I understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This group
also deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their opinion
on pedigree dogs and the reasons for dew claw removal.

I understand that MP! partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC, vet they are both major
stakeholders in writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not factual. |
also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has over
6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakeholder when writing these proposais
and nor are they funded by the Ministry.

in my profession as a Groomer/Boarding Kennel facility | have witnessed many incidents of dew
claws growing back into the skin of the dog as the pet owner doesn’t understand how to trim the
nails and often as the dog Is of a coated variety, they are not aware of a dew claw being present,

| understand that not all front dew claws are articulated and once again the breed specifics have
been ignored in this instance and MPI have been advised incorrectly.

I understand that the Groomers Association have not heen contacted for information from their
large membership to dispel the myths displayed in the proposed regulation and | further understand
that the largest governing body {and only — NZKC) have aisc not been included in the proposal to not
allow this process to remain as is.

Yours Sincerely

—
r—)d)/""«r' 1L -,M_,,&

Denise Smith
Breeder and custodian of pure bred dogs since 1975






As a professional dog breeder and caretaker of my chosen breed, | am fully versed in the damage that a
dew claw can cause to the dog if left on. My chosen breed has been bred to be used in its traditional
purpose and the dew claw if left on would result in significant pain and suffering to the dog. See above

| understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented and the
groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree (no registration
with the NZKC) dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’'s ability to answer such detailed
questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purposes of this proposal.

| understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This group also
deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their opinion on
pedigree dogs and the reasons for dew claw removal.

! understand that MPI partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC, yet they are both major stakeholders in
writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not factual. | also understand that
the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has over 6000 members, but NZKC
were not included as a major stakeholder when writing these proposals and nor are they funded by the
Ministry.

In my profession as a Kennel facility | have witnessed many incidents of dew claws growing back into the
skin of the dog as the pet owner doesn’t understand how to trim the nails.

I understand that not all front dew claws are articulated and once again the breed specifics have been
ignored in this instance and MP! have been advised incorrectly.

| understand that the Groomers Association have not been contacted for information from their large
membership to dispel the myths displayed in the proposed regulation and | further understand that the
largest governing body {(and only — NZKC) have also not been included in the proposal to not allow this
process to remain as is.

Kind Regards,
Lynn Bevan
Canoui Kennels, Home of the Bassets and B&T Coonhounds
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From: Jorgen Hansen 59Q)@
Sent: Monday, 9 May 2016 7:53 a.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Fwd: Submission on animal welfare regulations
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

It was forgotten to mention under advantages over conventional disbudding , that the procedure only takes
approx 5 sec per horn .

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: $°@@

Date: Sun, May 8, 2016 at 9:56 PM

Subject: Submission on animal welfare regulations
To: 5°0@

My name is Jorgen Hansen and | come from Denmark. | come from a dairying background and am qualified through Agriculturat
College in Denmark as a farm manager, which entitles me to buy farmland there.

| came to New Zealand in 1980 and have continued to farm here as a 50/50 sharemilker, eventually selling our cows to buy our
own sheep farm, which we owned for 20 years.

I began our disbudding service in August 18991, For the {ast 20 years | have disbudded on average 34,000 calves per year,
servicing about 170 farms over Southland, West and South Otago.

[ use a Danish designed flat head cauterizing iron and was trained by one of the vets who designed the irons and developed this
method of disbudding.

Because of the farmer demand for this method | have trained four other operators. Two have gone on to full time farming and the
remaining two (named below) continue to offer separate disbudding services. Between them they disbud approximately 34,000
calves per year on about 180 farms in addition to what | do. They are:

59(2)(a) s 9(2)(a)

We, as well as our clients, are very concerned that the new proposals for disbudding calves will effectively stop this method being
used. Advantages over conventional disbudding include, but are not restricted to;

* These irons do only a surface burn, they do not break through the skin. Blood vessels supplying the horn are cauterized so the
horn cannot grow, leaving a scab that will drop off in a few weeks.

* Calves remain in their own environment, food is net withheld, so that after being disbudded they are in a familiar place and settle
very quickly.

*We do not use a crush. Calves are laid gently on the ground on their side, held tightly between our legs.

* Sa little stress, calves remain calm. Calves get up immediately after being disbudded and most times are seen playing around
and feeding in a short time.



* Optimum age for disbudding is 4 - 30 days old. .
* The burn site is completely sterilized by cauterization and there are no infections.

Many of our clients have had calves disbudded by young vets or operators with little practical experience in the correct handling of
calves or the correct use of methods of disbudding. In fact, many of our clients have come to us as a direct result of these bad
experiences. lrons are often used at too low a temperature, which proiongs the procedure and does not seal the wound. When the
calves wake up, their blood pressure rises to normal, causing the unsealed wound to bleed, raising the risk of infection.

We believe that any method that breaks through the skin or goes even deeper into the head is totally unnecessary and cruel,
causing great pain, frauma and a slow recovery, often with ongoing infections. We would like to see these inhumane methods
completely banned.

While we are pro animal welfare and are pleased so many issues are being looked at, we feel a blanket approach does not allow
for the good and best methods to continue. We - and our clients - do not believe pain relief is essential for our method. It will cause
the calves to undergo an extra procedure and the stress it will cause with the double handling will only unsettle them for
disbudding.

We hope that our method will be looked at properly and fairly and preferably not by biased vets. We hope to be able to continue to
offer this clearly superior, humane method of calf disbudding to our clients. We have young men keen to train and carry on this
disbudding procedure and are willing to train others across the country.

Most farmers and certainly our clients are very conscious of the weifare of their animals and are very fussy about who is allowed to
handle their stock, especially their calves. They are very concerned that a proposal to make disbudding a vet only procedure
effectively takes the control for animal welfare on their farms away from the many farmers who choose not to put their calves
through the unnecessary suffering of other methods. There is also great concern that vets will not be able to cope with the high
numbers of calves, causing them to be disbudded at a later age, causing more problems.

As our clients are already booked in for this season which begins in July, we all want to know what the plans are for this season,
so we can plan and prepare. [f pain relief becomes law, who will be able to administer it? The practical issues of working this out
on site are huge - with or without a vet.

On Friday 13th May we will be disbudding autumn calves on a property near Winton. The farm owner is happy to invite anyone to
come and watch, film and talk about the procedure. If interested please contact Jorgen Hansen by 11th May for more information.

Jorgen & Helen Hansen

s9(2)()






* Calves remain in their own environment, food is not withheld, so that after being disbudded they are in a familiar plaée and settle
very quickly. -

*We do not use a crush. Calves are laid gently on the ground on their side, heid tightly between our legs.

* So little stress, calves remain calm. Calves get up immediately after being disbudded and most times are seen playing around
and feeding in a short time.

* Optimum age for disbudding is 4 - 30 days old.
* The burn site is completely sterilized by cauterization and there are no infections.

Many of our clients have had calves disbudded by young vets or operators with little practical experience in the correct handling of
calves or the correct use of metheds of disbudding. in fact, many of our clients have come to us as a direct result of these bad
experiences. Irons are often used at too Jow a temperature, which prolongs the procedure and does not seal the wound. When the
calves wake up, their blood pressure rises to normal, causing the unsealed wound to bleed, raising the risk of infection.

We believe that any method that breaks through the skin or goes even deeper into the head is totally unnecessary and cruel,
causing great pain, trauma and a slow recovery, often with ongoing infections. We would like to see these inhumane methods
completely banned.

While we are pro animal welfare and are pleased so many issues are being looked at, we feel a blanket approach does not aliow
for the good and best methods to continue. We - and our clients - do not believe pain relief is essential for our method. it will cause
the calves to undergo an extra procedure and the stress it wiil cause with the double handling will only unsettle them for
disbudding.

We hope that our method will be looked at properly and fairly and preferably not by biased vets. We hope to be able to continue to
offer this clearly superior, humane method of calf disbudding to our clients. We have young men keen to train and carry on this
disbudding procedure and are willing to train others across the country.

Most farmers and certainly our clients are very conscious of the welfare of their animals and are very fussy about who is allowed to
handle their stock, especially their calves. They are very concerned that a proposal to make disbudding a vet only procedure
effectively takes the control for animal welfare on their farms away from the many farmers who choose not to put their calves
through the unnecessary suffering of other methods. There is also great concern that vets will not be able to cope with the high
numbers of calves, causing them to be disbudded at 2 later age, causing more problems.

As our clients are already booked in for this season which begins in July, we all want to know what the plans are for this season,
s0 we can plan and prepare. if pain relief becomes law, who will be able to administer it? The practical issues of working this out
on site are huge - with or without a vet.

On Friday 13th May we will be disbudding autumn calves on a property near Winton, The farm owner is happy to invite anyone to
come and watch, film and talk about the procedure. If interested please contact Jorgen Hansen by 11th May for more information.

Jargen & Helen Hansen

s9(2)(a)
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From: Jorgen Hansen 9@
Sent: Sunday, 15 May 2016 6:38 p.m.
Subject: Submissions on animal weifare regulations

Submission on animal welfare regulations

Az

= dehorning.mp4

My name is Jorgen Hansen and | come from Denmark. | come from a dairying background and am qualified through Agricultural
College in Denmark as a farm manager, which entitles me to buy farmland there.

| came to New Zealand in 1980 and have continued to farm here as a 50/50 sharemilker, eventually selling our cows to buy our
own sheep farm, which we owned for 20 years.

| began our disbudding service in August 1991. For the last 20 years | have disbudded on average 34,000 calves per year,
servicing about 170 farms over Southland, West and South Otago.

| use a Danish designed flat head cauterizing iron and was trained by one of the vets who designed the irons and developed this
method of disbudding.

Because of the farmer demand for this method | have trained four other operators. Two have gone on to full time farming and the
remaining two (named below) continue to offer separate disbudding services. Between them they disbud approximately 34,000
calves per year on about 180 farms in addition to what | do. They are:

s92)@) s9()@

We, as well as our clients, are very concerned that the new proposals for disbudding calves will effectively stop this method being
used. Advantages over conventional disbudding include, but are not restricted to;

* These irons do only a surface burn, they do not break through the skin. Blood vessels supplying the horn are cauterized so the
horn cannot grow, leaving a scab that will drop off in a few weeks.

* Calves remain in their own environment, food is not withheld, so that after being disbudded they are in a familiar place and settle
very quickly.

* It only takes opprox 5 seconds for each horn , stress to the calf is minimal .
*We do not use a crush. Calves are laid gently on the ground on their side, held tightly between our legs.

* So little stress, calves remain calm. Calves get up immediately after being disbudded and most times are seen playing around
and feeding in a short time.

* Optimum age for disbudding is 4 - 30 days old.



* The burn site is completely sterilized by cauterization and there are no infections.

o
€

Many of our clients have had calves disbudded by young vets or operators with little practical experience in the cerrect handling of
calves or the correct use of methods of disbudding. In fact, many of our clients have come to us as a direct result of these bad
experiences. lrons are often used at too low a temperature, which prolongs the procedure and does not seai the wound. When the
calves wake up, their blocd pressure rises to normal, causing the unsealed wound to bleed, raising the risk of infection.

We believe that any method that breaks through the skin or goes even deeper into the head is totally unnecessary and cruel,
causing great pain, trauma and a slow recovery, often with ongoing infections. We would like o see these inhumane methods
completely banned.

While we are pro animal weifare and are pleased so many issues are being looked at, we feel a blanket approach does not allow
for the good and best methods to continue. We - and our clients - do not believe pain relief is essential for our method. It will cause
the calves to undergo an extra procedure and the stress it will cause with the double handling will only unsettle them for
disbudding.

We hope that our method will be looked at properly and fairly and preferably not by biased vets. We hope to be able to continue to
offer this clearly superior, humane method of calf disbudding to our clients. We have young men keen to train and carry on this
disbudding procedure and are willing to train others across the country.

Most farmers and certainly our clients are very conscious of the welfare of their animals and are very fussy about who is allowed to
handle their stock, especiaily their calves. They are very concerned that a proposal te make disbudding a vet only procedure
effectively takes the control for animal weifare on their farms away from the many farmers who choose nct to put their calves
through the unnecessary suffering of other methods. There is also great concern that vets will not be able to cope with the high
numbers of calves, causing them to be disbudded at a later age, causing more problems.

As our clients are already booked in for this season which begins in July, we all want to know what the plans are for this season,
s0 we can plan and prepare. If pain relief becomes law, who will be able to administer it? The practical issues of working this out
on site are huge - with or without a vet.

On Friday 13th May we will be disbudding autumn calves on a property near Winton. The farm owner is happy to invite anyone to
come and watch, film and talk about the procedure. If interested please contact Jorgen Hansen by 11th May for more information.

Jorgen & Helen Hansen

s 9(2)(a)
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Submission on animal welfare regulations -

s9)@

Inbox | x

s 9(2)(a)

9:56 PM (8 hours ago)

to me

My name is Jorgen Hansen and | come from Denmark. | come from a dairying background and am
qualified through Agricultural College in Denmark as a farm manager, which entitles me to buy

farmland there.

| came to New Zealand in 1980 and have continued to farm here as a 50/50 sharemilker, eventually
selling our cows to buy our own sheep farm, which we owned for 20 years.

I began our disbudding service in August 1991. For the last 20 years | have disbudded on average
34,000 calves per year, servicing about 170 farms over Southland, West and South Otago.

| use a Danish designed flat head cauterizing iron and was trained by one of the vets who designed
the irons and developed this method of disbudding.

Because of the farmer demand for this method | have trained four other operators. Two have gone
on to full time farming and the remaining two (named below) continue to offer separate disbudding
services. Between them they disbud approximately 34,000 calves per year on about 180 farms in
addition to what | do. They are:

s9(2)@) $92)(a)
|

We, as well as our clients, are very concerned that the new proposals for disbudding calves will
effectively stop this method being used. Advantages over conventional disbudding inciude, but are
not restricted to;

s 9(2)(a)
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*These irons do only a surface burn, they do not break through the skin. Blood vessels supplying the

" horn are cauterized so the horn cannot grow, leaving a scab that will drop off in a few weeks.
« The procedkure onfy talaes S sces pes hodN.
* Calves remain in their own environment, food is not withheld, so that after being disbudded they are

in a familiar place and settle very quickly.

*We do not use a crush. Calves are laid gently on the ground on their side, held tightly between our
legs.

* So little stress, calves remain calm. Calves get up immediately after being disbudded and most

times are seen playing around and feeding in a short time.
* Optimum age for disbudding is 4 - 30 days oid.
* The burn site is completely sterilized by cauterization and there are no infections.

Many of our clients have had calves disbudded by young vets or operators with little

practical experience in the correct handling of calves or the correct use of methods of disbudding. In
fact, many of our clients have come 1o us as a direct result of these bad experiences. frons are often
used at too low a temperature, which proicngs the procedure and does not seal the wound. When
the calves wake up, their blood pressure rises to normal, causing the unsealed wound to bleed,

raising the risk of infection.

We believe that any methed that breaks through the skin or goes even deeper into the head is totally
unnecessary and cruel, causing great pain, trauma and a slow recovery, often with ongoing
infections. We would like {o see these inhumane methcds completely banned.

While we are pro animal welfare and are pleased so many issues are being looked at, we feel a
blanket approach does not alflow for the good and best methods to continue. We - and our clients -
do not believe pain relief is essential for our method. It will cause the calves to undergo an extra
procedure and the stress it will cause with the double handling will only unsettle them for disbudding.

We hope that our method will be looked at properly and fairly and preferably not by biased vets. We
hope to be able to continue to offer this clearly superior, humane method of calf disbudding to our
clients. We have young men keen to train and carry on this disbudding procedure and are willing to
train others across the country.

Most farmers and certainly our clients are very conscious of the welfare of their animais and are very
fussy about who is allowed to handle their stock, especially their calves. They are very concerned
that a proposal to make disbudding a vet only procedure effectively takes the control for animal
welfare on their farms away from the many farmers who choose not to put their calves through the
unnecessary suffering of other methods. There is also great concern that vets will not be able to cope
with the high numbers of calves, causing them to be disbudded at a later age, causing more

problems.

s9(2)@
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As our clients are already booked in for this season which begins in July, we all want to know wh:at
the plans are for this season, so we can plan and prepare. If pain relief becomes law, who will be
able to administer it? The practical issues of working this out on site are huge - with or without a vet.

On Friday 13th May we will be disbudding autumn calves on a property near Winton. The farm owner
is happy to invite anycne to come and watch, film and talk about the procedure. If interested please
contact Jorgen Hansen by 11th May for more information.

Jorgen & Helen Hansen

s 9(2)(a)
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sent from my iPad

Evelyn & John Welsh $9@)@
Manday, 16 May 2016 10:03 p.m.
Animal Welfare Submissions
Fwd: One week to have your say!

’E Forward

E} Share
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To the Ministry of Primary Industries,
This is my submission on the regulations released for consultation in Aprif 2016.

I would like you to conduct a full and thorough review of factory farming as a whole,
including all the animals frapped indoors in permanent confinement. We should not
be regulating practices that breach NZ's own Animal Welfare Act, we should be
looking into the future and creating a plan to ban them.

Please remove the regulations you have created regarding factory farmed animals,
such as the ones that relate to farrowing crates and colony cages. Then set a date to

review these and all other factory farming practices.

Factory farming is an abhorrent practice, and New Zealand needs a long term
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strategy for phasing it out. A factory farming review will send a message to industry
fo guide future investment, as well as give an opportunity to address the largest
animal welfare issue facing New Zealand.

[ also ask that you consider the evidence that rodeos are cruel, and ban them. The
animals will not perform if not distressed by a variety of means, such as the flank
strap.

Finally, I would like to you to ban the use of exolic animals in circuses. There is
ample evidence that these animals suffer in caplivily, and there is no reason to allow

that suffering for entertainment purposes.
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This email was sent tcs 92)@)

why did I gef this? unsubscribe from this list update subscription preferences
Save Animals from Exploitation - PO Box 6442 - Wellington, 6141 - New Zealand
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From: vanessa | $20@

Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 9:54 p.m.
To: Antmal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Urgent - must read

To the Ministry of Primary Industries,
This is my submission on the regulations released for consultation in April 2016.

I would like you to conduct a full and thorough review of factory farming as o whole, including all the
animals trapped indoors in permanent confinement. We should not be regulating proctices that breach
NZ’s own Animal Welfare Act, we should be looking into the future and creating a plan to ban them.

Please remove the regulations you have created regarding factory farmed animals, such as the ones that
relate to farrowing crates and colony cages. Then set a date to review these and all other factory farming
practices.

Factory farming is an abhorrent practice, and New Zealand needs a long term strategy for phasing it out. A

factory farming review will send a message to industry to guide future investment, as well as give an
opportunity to address the largest animal welfare issue facing New Zealand.

! also ask that you consider the evidence that rodeos are cruel, and ban them. The animais will not perform
if not distressed by a variety of means, such as the flank strap.

Finally, I would like to you to ban the use of exotic animals in circuses. There is ample evidence that these
animals suffer in captivity, and there is no reason to allow that suffering for entertainment purposes.

Thank you,

Vanessa Vella
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From: Maretta Twentyman $9@@
Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 9:52 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Animal Weifare Submissions

To the Ministry of Primary Industries
This is my submission on the regulations released for consultation in April 2016.

I would like you to conduct a full and thorough review of factory farming as a whole, including all of the animals
trapped indoors in permanent confinement. We should not be regulating practices that breach New Zealand's
own Animal Welfare Act, but should instead be looking to progress to banning them.

Please remove the regulations you have created regarding factory farmed animals, such as the ones that relate
to farrowing crates and colony cages. Then set a date to review these and all other factory farming practices.

Factory farming is an abhorrent practice, and New Zealand needs a long term strategy for phasing it out. A
factory farming review will send a message fo industry to guide future investment, as well as give an opportunity
to address the largest animal welfare issue facing New Zealand.

I also ask that you consider the evidence that rodeos are cruel, and ban them. The animals will not perform if
not distressed by a variety of means, such as the flank strap.

Finally, | would like to you to ban the use of exotic animals in circuses. There is ample evidence that these
animals suffer in captivity, and there is no reason to allow that suffering for entertainment purposes.

In summary, it is unfortunate that so many antiquated practices continue to be legal in New Zealand, with
insufficient regulation and welfare protection. Adoption of the above suggestions will go a long way in
developing our country's status as clean and green, and progressing us towards a more civilised society. We

need to implement short, mid and long-term plans that are actually going to create change and be achievable, in
order to significantly improve the lives of these animals.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any further questions.

Kind regards
Maretta Twentyman

s 9(2)(a)

Sent from Qutlook
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From: Kathy and Peter s°@@

Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 9:44 p.m.

To: Animal Welfare Submissions

Subject: Submission on Animal Welfare Regulations

1 am totally FOR the proposed Animal Welfare regulation changes.
Thank you for your approval.

Kathryn A Konieczny
s 9(2)(a)
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From: Julie 9@

Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 9:35 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Animal Welfare submission

To the Ministry of Primary Industries,
This is in addition to my submission on gat tethering and relates to more of the regulations released for
consultation in April 2016.

I would like you to conduct a full and thorough review of factory farming as a whole, including all the animals
trapped indoors in permanent confinement. We should not be regulating practices that breach NZ's own Animal
Welfare Act, we should be looking into the future and creating a plan to ban them.

Please remove the regulations you have created regarding factory farmed animals, such as the cnes that relate
to farrowing crates and colony cages. These practices are outdated and not fit for use in this day and age. Then
set a date to review these and all other factory farming practices.

Factory farming is an abhorrent practice, and New Zealand needs a long term strategy for phasing it out. A
factory farming review will send a message to industry to guide future investment, as well as give an opportunity
to address the largest animal welfare issue facing New Zealand.

t also ask that you consider the evidence that rodeos are cruel, and ban them. The animals will not perform if
not distressed by a variety of means, such as the flank strap. The suffering of animals for people’s
‘entertainment’ is not acceptable.

Finally, | would like to you to ban the use of exotic animals in circuses. There is ample evidence that these

animals suffer in captivity, and as mentioned above, there is no reason to allow an animal to suffer for
entertainment purposes.

Many thanks for your consideration.

Julie Inglis
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Monday, 16 May 2016 9:30 p.m.

Animal Welfare Submissions

Animal Welfare

Animal Welfare proposed regulations feedback submission
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Animal Welfare proposed regulations feedback submission form

Lorelle Goodman
s9(2)(@)

My feedback:

61. The proposed regulations states: Front limbh dew claw removal and articulated (jointed) hind
limb dew claw removal:

Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student under the direct supervision of a
veterinarian;

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons; and

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure

Hind limb dew claws: non-articulated {greater than or equal to four days of age)
Must be performed by a veterinarian or veterinary student under supervisions; and
Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

I disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons:

When performing a dew claw removal, | complete this process in a neonate puppy 4 days of age or
under. At this time it is a well-recognised fact that the toes and {ail are the last part of the neonate
puppy to calcify and develop into hone. The necnate dewclaw is removed without cutting through
bone (has not calcified) and does not bleed when performed correcily.

Nao other country in the world has proposed this procedure should not be practiced as the health
and welfare of the dog will be compromised.

As a professional dog breeder and caretaker of my chosen breed, | am fully versed in the damage
that a dew claw can cause tc the dog if left on. My chosen breed has been bred to be used in its
traditional purpose and the dew claw if left on would result in significant pain and suffering to the
dog.

| understand that breed specifics are not taken intc account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely invalved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
(no registration with the NZKC) dogs. I would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to answer
such detailed questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purpeses of this
proposal.

| understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This group
also deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their opinion
on pedigree dogs and the reasons for dew claw removal.

| understand that MPI partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC, yet they are both major
stakeholders in writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not factual. |
also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has over
6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakeholder when writing these proposals
and nor are they funded by the Ministry.



In my profession as a Groomer/Breeder | have witnessed many incidents of dew claws growing back
into the skin of the dog as the pet owner doesn’t understand how to trim the nails and often as the
dog is of a coated variety, they are not aware of a dew claw being present.

| understand that not all front dew claws are articulated and once again the breed specifics have
been ignored in this instance and MPI have been advised incorrectly.

| understand that the Groomers Association have not been contacted for infermation from their
large membership to dispel the myths displayed in the proposed regulation and | further understand
that the largest governing body {and only — NZKC) have also not been included in the proposal to not
allow this process to remain as is.
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From: Ross and Maria $9@@
Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 8:48 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Submission an animal welfare
Hello

This is my submission on the regulations released for consultation in April 2016.

| would fike you to conduct a full and thorough review of factory farming as a whole, including all the animals trapped
indoors in permanent confinement. We should not be regulating practices that breach NZ's own Animal Welfare Act,
we should be looking into the future and creating a plan te ban them. In my view there is a double standard
regarding NZ's Animal Welfare Act in that farmed animals can be kept in appalling conditions, but prosecutions would
be brought if "pets" were kept in exactly the same conditions. MPI seems to bend over backwards to excuse the
farmer, and there seems to be an incredibly high bar regarding animal abuse before any proceedings are brought
against offenders. A recent case in point - the disgusting behaviour of Waikato farm workers towards bobby calves.

Please remove the reguiations you have created regarding factory farmed animals, such as the ones that relate to
farrowing crates and colony cages. Then set a date to review these and all other factory farming practices.

Factory farming is an abhorrent practice, and New Zealand needs a long term strategy for phasing it out, A factory
farming review will send a message to industry to guide future investment, as weli as give an opportunity fo address
the largest animal welfare issue facing New Zealand.

| also ask that you consider the evidence that rodeos are cruel, and ban them. The animals will not perform if not
distressed by a variety of means, such as the flank strap.

Finally, | would like to you to ban the use of exotic animals in circuses. There is ample evidence that these animals
suffer in captivity, and there is no reason to allow that suffering for entertainment purposes.

Yours sincerely
Maria van Montfort
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Issue 1: New Zealand animal welfare strategy

Q1. Do you have any overall comments or feedback about the proposed strategy and its
approach?

Q2. What are the risks and benefits of adopting this strategy? Can you think of any
missed opportunities or unintended consequences?

Q3. Do the values reflect New Zealanders’ views about animal welfare? Would you
suggest something else and why?

Q4. Do you have any comments on the proposed approaches, leadership roles, or
Government priorities?

Answers and comments

The Animal Welfare Act does not include Insects except where they are added by Order in
Council.

I request that Insects are not included by way of Order in Council into the Animal Welfare
Act.

The proposed Strategy is not appropriate for Honey Bees, so please maintain the exclusion
of Honey Bees from the Act.

If they were to be included, this could have a very serious consequence to successful
beekeeping in New Zealand and a detrimental effect on the pollination of food crops.

Issue 2: Standards for care and conduct towards animals

Q5. Do you agree with the proposal to replace codes of welfare with a mix of directly
enforceable standards and guidelines?

Q6. What are the risks and benefits of this proposal? Can you think of any missed
opportunities or unintended consequences?

Q7. What impact will the proposed changes have on you and/or your organisation or
sector?

Answers and comments

Q5. Enforceable standards generally create a ‘them and us’ situation which is not
necessarily beneficial to animal welfare. Most New Zealanders are very concerned about
animal welfare and this should be fostered.

Q6. If bees were included in the Act, unintended consequence could be the severe damage
to the New Zealand Beekeeping Industry and the shortage of hives for the pollination of food
crops

Q7. Bringing about a degree of uncertainty by being controlled by somebody else who
knows little about beekeeping.

Issue 3: Criteria for developing standards

Q8. Would the proposals to add “practicality” and “economic impact” to the set of criteria
improve the decision-making process, or would you suggest something else?

Q9. Do you agree that having “transitions” and “exemptions” is a better way to handle the
situations that currently fall under ‘exceptional circumstances’?

Q10.. What are the risks and benefits of these proposals? Can you think of any missed
opportunities or unintended consequences?

Q11. What impact would the proposed changes have on you and/or your organisation or
sector?




Answers and comments

Q8. Practicality and economic impact would make sense providing it was driven by the
beekeepers.

Q9. We certainly approve of a complete exemption for beekeepers and honey bees.
Q10. See aftachment

Q11. if honey bees were treated as Animals and were not exempt, we would live with the
fear of being prosecuted constantly, with little ability to avoid prosecution because this
Welfare document is not written with Honey Bees in mind

Issue 4: Role of the National Animal Weifare Advisory Group

Q12. Do you agree there is stilt a role for an independent committee on animal welfare?

Q13. Do you agree that the committee should be able to publish its advice at its discretion?

Q14. Do you agree that the current membership of the committee is appropriate or does it
need to be changed?

Answers and comments
Q12.- 14. Any advice that keepers of animals can receive to voluntarily improve the welfare
of their animals would be most welcome.

Issue 5: Live animal exporis

Q15. Do you agree with the proposal to create directly enforceable standards for the export
of live animals?

Q186. Do you agree with broadening the purpose of the exports part of the Act so that New
Zealand's reputation can be considered when making rules or deciding on
applications?

Q17. What are the risks and benefits of these proposals? Can you think of any missed
opportunities or unintended consequences?

Q18. What impacts will the proposal have on you and/or your organisation or sector?

Answers and comments

Q15. Not Honey Bees

Q17. See attached

Q18. If Honey Bees are included, by any means, in the Animal Welfare Act, it would have a
very serious detrimental effect on beekeeping..

Issue 6: Significant surgical procedures

Q19. Do you agree with the proposals to change who can perform significant surgical
procedures under veterinary supervision?

Q20. Do you agree that the Act should allow for mandatory conditions to be placed on
controlled surgical procedures?

Q21. What are the risks and benefits of these proposals? Can you think of any missed
opportunities or unintended consequences?

Q22.  Are there any other ways the system should be improved?

Q23.  What impact would the proposed changes have on you and/or your organisation or
sector?




If you have a view on any of the procedures described in section 4.7.5 of the consultation
document, please indicate how you think they shouid be classified:

s Not significant: can be carried out by anyone.

e Significant: may only be carried out by a veterinarian or a person who is acting
under the direct supervision of a veterinarian and who is being taught veterinary
science at undergraduate level.

» Restricted: as for significant surgical procedures plus may only be carried out if
the procedure is in the animal’s interests and using appropriafe pain relief.

¢ Controlled: as for significant surgical procedures plus may also be carried out by
the owner of an animal, or their employee with written veterinary approval.

« Prohibited: no one may carry out the procedure.

Answers and comments

Q19 - 23 | am sure you had no intention of having Vets supervising the Al of queen bees
and for the collection of semen, and the clipping of bees wings etc.

| trust this is the case.

Issue 7: Reporting of animals killed for research, testing or teaching

Q24. Do you agree that the number of animals killed humanely for research, testing and
teaching should be included in official statistics?

Q25. What impact, including costs, would the requirement to report animals killed for use in
research, teaching, and testing have on you or your organisation?

Q26. Can you think of any other changes that would improve the system for regulating
animals used in research, testing and teaching?

Answers and comments

Q24. Not Honey Bees, it would be impossible to count them.

Q25. Very significant, as we send approx. 500 samples of 500 bees per sample = 250,000
bees to AsureQuality alone, for testing for Exotics. If you could count 1000 bees per hour
that would take 250 hours @ $100 per hour = $25,000. | am sure AsureQuality would not
want the job of counting them either and we have to kill a lot more bees to test for varroa
mites and resistance to our treatments. So the cost would be getting close to $50,000 per
annum, just for our company for no benefit to the company.

Issue 8§: Enforcement tools

Q27. Do you agree with the proposals to atiach instant fines to some minor offences and
give some animal weifare inspectors the ability to issue compliance orders?

Q28. What are the risks and benefits of this proposal? Can you think of any missed
opportunities or unintended consequences?

Q29. What impact would the proposal have on you and/or your organisation or sector?

Answers and comments

Q27. Instant fines are always dangerous. People can be unjustifiably singled out because
they are not liked or for some other reason, e.g. the American Foul Brood Pest Management
Strategy. Some beekeepers appear to have heen singled out with no justification for major
disease inspection exercises, when disease levels gave no justification for actions taken.
You have to be extremely careful of this. It is better to educate than to prosecute.




Issue 9: Other proposed offences

Q30. Do you agree with the proposal to make drowning a land animal an offence?

Q31. Do you agree with the proposal to clarify that wilful and reckless ill-treatment offences
apply to animals in a wild state?

Q32. What are the risks and benefits of these proposais? Can you think of any missed
opportunities or unintended consequences?

Answers and comments

Q30. Yes | agree it should be an offence for four legged animals and birds, but not for
Insects (Honey Bees).

Q31. Yes | agree, but not to Honey Bees or other Insects.

Issue 10: Technical amendments

Q33. Do you have any comments on any of the technical amendments proposed in
Table 17

Answers and comments

Any other comments

Q34. Do you have any other comments or feedback not covered by these questions?

Answers and comments

Q34. See attached

Do not apply Animal Welfare to Honey Bees as it will stir up a hornets’
nest.

Russell Berry 28 September 2012




Email to: awsubmission@mpi.govt.nz
Animal Welfare Strategy and Legislation Review

Ministry for Primary Industry
Po Box 2526
Wellington 6140

I wish to make a Submission on:

Animal welfare matters

Proposals for a New Zealand Animal Welfare Strategy and Amendments to the Animal Welfare Act 1999

MPI Discussion Paper No 2012/07

And the proposal to amend the Animal Welfare Act 1999

1.

a0

I understand the Animal Welfare Act does not include Insects except where they are added by Order in
Council. I see no indication that this is going to be done. Irequest that Insects are not added by an
Order in Council.

It appears that after reading the 33 pages of the MPI Discussion Paper No. 2012/07, it is not the
intention to include Insects, because there is no mention of Insects in the proposals for a New Zealand
Animal Welfare Strategy and the proposed Amendments to the Animal Welfare Act.

As much as Honey Bees are Insects [ would assume that they are not included in the Proposals.

If there are any thoughts of putting through an Order in Council to have Insects
included in the Animal Welfare Act I would request that an exemption be
made from these proposed Animal Welfare Matters, Regulations, Act, for
Honey Bees.

If you were to put through an Order in Council to include Insects and not exempt honey bees, it makes

the situation completely different to what has been written in the Proposal. A few examples would be:

(which could be illegal under the new proposed Act),

a. spraying of flies, because of the inhumane way of killing flies — the stress they are put under

b. knowingly squashing of live honey bees and other insects by driving over flowering crops e.g. clover

c. the burning of honey bees and other insects by electronic insect controllers, deliberately creating a
nasty death for insects

d. the drowning of bees and other insects by spraying crops, particularly where surfactants are used.
The sprayer knows he will kill bees if spraying during the day when flowers are present

e. making the American Foulbrood Pest Management Strategy illegal, because of the methods used for
checking for AFB because of having to open live cells and the destruction methods used to destroy
positive AFB hives.

f. checkingof live honey bees for varroa mites and for resistance to the chemicals we are currently
using, means deliberately killing bees

g. the deliberate killing of undesirable insects in crops, as well as desirable insects such as honey bees,
by either dusting or spraying

h. the introduction into New Zealand, of parasites to kill other insects in inhumane ways

i. the treating of seed crops to poison insects later on, including bees



j. deliberate allowing into New Zealand honey and bee products which will bring in undesirable,
sometimes lethal new bee diseases causing undue suffering of our bees

k. clipping of queen bees’ wings for identification purposes and restricting flying of queens

I. surgical procedures such as Al of queen bees

m. forced male ejaculation and death of drone bees for the purpose of Al breeding
programme to try to improve resistance to varroa

n. the definition of ‘manipulation’ may be very hard to meet

0. squashing of queens and queen cells to stop swarming

p. squashing of drone brood in hives — or removing from the hive to control varroa

q. deliberate exposure of any animal to any parasite, micro-organism, drug, chemical, biological
product

r. electrical stimulation for bee venom collection

[ am not in a position to make well informed submissions on the welfare of Four Legged Animals, birds and
fish etc. Butam in an extremely good position to make submissions on the welfare of live honey bees. I have
been a beekeeper for 60 years, and with my brother lan, operate the largest beekeeping operation in New
Zealand, we do more pollination of crops than anyone else in NZ and we developed live bee exports from NZ
and being one of the two major exporter of bees.

[ trust commonsense does prevail and that honey bees are already excluded, but if not that you do exclude them.

[f you are locking at the possibility of including them by an Order in Council or by any other means I would
like the opportunity to make a far fuller submission than the above, including verbal submissions.

Please make sure honey bees are excluded from a New Zealand Animal Welfare Strategy and any Animal
Welfare Amended Act.

Russell Berry

Arataki Honey Ltd

The New Zealand Honey Bee Pollination Assn
National Beekeepers’ Association Executive member
Exporter of Live Honey Bees

For further information see our web site: www .aratakihoneyrotorua.co.nz
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Out of Scope
o P N L T SO I R
From: Michelle Androu 5@
Sent: Thursday, 19 May 2016 10:14 a.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Submission on proposed regulations for the export of live animals.
Categories: Green Category

From: Michelle Androu
s9(2)@)

18" May 2016

To the Ministry for Primary Industries,

( 2: Proposed regulations for the transport of live animals from NZ.

4.2, [ oppose live animal exports from NZ for slaughter to any country and the following:

e Animals that are exported must only be approved to countries that have strict and enforceable animal
welfare codes that are overseen and approved by a registered animal welfare organization (like SPCA NZ).

e Any livestock that is exported should be done in small numbers and with great care. Animals exparted must
be accompanied by vets from BOTH countries.

e The country or countries receiving animals must guarantee the safe passage, treatment and use of ALL
animals imported.

e Animals exported must not be exported for scientific research, vivisection, genetic modification and/or
cloning. The conditions of the animals should be recorded on film for the whole duration of transportation
and be made available on request to interested parties, including the SPCA NZ.

» MPI needs to get wise to fraud in the area of other countries applying to NZ to import live animals. It has
been documented that within China cows have been genetically engineered and cloned, all in the past 5
years. It is highly likely these cows came from NZ. it is not good enough to “wash our hands” regarding the
fate regarding scientific research of our beautiful animals that are exported. This will and is NOW damaging

i; New Zealand’s reputation in the long term as GE is not at all popular globally when it comes to food
praduction.

e The exposure of cruelty to animals, especially farmed animals, is going to increase exponentially due to
social media. Whether MPI likes it or not there is only so much spin you can spin, the truth almost always
comes out. in the MP! consultation document 2016/13; “ New Zealand’s “good animal welfare reputation”
is referred to many times over. This reputation is flimsy at best, as money and profit reign supreme in the
farming industry (see my submission on bobby calf treatment). “Good reputation” needs a more
sophisticated definition by looking at a bigger picture of the future of food production in this country.

Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission.
Yours sincerely

Michelle Androu



Out of Scope

From: s92)(@)

Sent: Tuesday, 17 May 2016 12:31 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Animal Welfare

Categories: Green Category

Regarding live animal exports. I believe that there should not be any live animal exports at all. Whatever
changes you make, the animals will still suffer and it is not necessary to export any animal alive.

E. Verry



Out of Scope

From: Graham Cliff s°@@

Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 2:43 p.m,
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Live animal export regulations
Categories: Green Category

I wish to make a submission regarding the proposed regulations for the shipment of
live animals from New Zealand.

Name: Dr Graham CIiff

Status: Private citizen

Ido

s 9(2)(a)

not wish to attend to speak to this submission.

I oppose the export of any number, and of any species, of live animals from
New Zealand, regardless of the intended, proposed, or suggested purpose
thereof (subject to [4] below).

This position is predicated on the fact that once any animal has left this
country, to enter the jurisdiction of another, the New Zealand government has
no statutory say over the fate of that animal. Assurances given by exporters
here, and/or foreign importers in the recipient country, cannot guarantee the
humane treatment of such animals, whether for slaughter {which is not
currently permitted) or for other purposes (such as breeding).

There are two reasons for this stance: (a) it is ethically incumbent on us, as a
civilised society, to do whatever we can to ensure that animals do not suffer
needlessly - even if by mischance or incompetence; (b) the reputation of New
Zealand as a humane society depends on the absoiute integrity of its treatment
of animals; in the event of cruelty taking piace at the recipient destination, the
resultant publicity will still adversely affect New Zealand's international image,
regardless of who may be culpable. The imposition of penalties after the fact,
should the rules be breached, is unsatisfactory - it is both time-consuming and
costly. Prevention is better than cure.

Under the most exceptional of circumstances, the Minister for Primary
Industries should be able to sanction the export of live animals (for example,
for zoological exchange programmes) but he or she should be required to give
public notice of such an intention, and sufficient time for public representations,
for or against such a proposal.



Graham CIiff

16 May 2016
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Out of Scope

From: Debbie Laing 59@@

Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 12:57 p.m.

To: Animal Welfare Submissions

Subject: '‘Submission on Animal Welfare Regulations'
Categories: Green Category

Dear MPI

This is my submission on the proposed law changes to the animal welfare regulations. In my opinion the
regulations, nor the act they govern do enough to protect animals from harm, or from suffering.

| think the proposals for change are a minimum response to pretend the government is doing anything substantial
to change our laws that allow wide scale animal suffering.

| call on the government to actually do a proper review of all aspects of factory farming in NZ, to ban live exports
{' ‘together, and to han rodeo and exotic animals in circuses.

Farming practices in NZ are abysmal — saying they are among the best in the world is irrelevant if the way the
animals are treated is still terrible! Qur faws allow pigs to be kept in crates, and to be kept permanently inside on
many farms so they not only can not express normal behaviour, they suffer distress and psychological damage. Our
law allows chickens to live in over crowded conditions, both barns and cages where again, they are permanently
inside, are unable to express their innate natural behaviour.

On dairy farms our law allows calves to be removed from their mothers at only a few hours old, and on some farms
cows are aborted at term instead.

The weakness of our laws and the attitude of the government and too many of our farmers is that animals are
nothing more than an economic unit that has no value as a sentient being. This attitude allows the mistreatment of
thousands, millicns of animals every year, from the way they are kept to the way they are handled, from the farm,
to the transportation, to the staughterhouse.

Until this government learns some compassion for animals, and grows some balls to stand up to the farmers and
_businesses who exploit animals, and actually give our laws some standards and teeth, animal suffering on farms in
(,\ Z will continue. | for one am sick of the situation, and the whitewash the government continually applies to it.

Live animal exports are simply an extension of the cruelty and suffering that is inflicted on animals in our farming
industry, and should not be allowed to continue.

The use of animals, particularly exotic animals in circuses, and the cruel sport of rodeo is simply outdated and needs
to be banned. People’s attitudes are slow ta change, and some people are simply uncaring about the suffering of
animals, and so the leadership needs to come from the government before change takes place.

| urge this government to actually take a real stand for animal welfare in NZ and review the laws around factory
farming. MPI can paint pretty pictures and skirt round the real issues about what happens on farms in NZ, and can
fool lots of the population. But more and more people are waking up to the reality of what goes on behind closed
doors, and it’s time to make changes.

| ask this government; if the NZ public could go behind the doors of the chicken and pig farms do you think they’d
still believe that our animal welfare laws are adequate? | think for most of the public, the answer would be no.
Therefore, our laws should ensure that what goes on behind closed doors would stand up to public scrutiny.

Sincerely
Debbie Laing



)
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From: diane warren $°@®@

Sent: Saturday, 14 May 2016 8:25 a.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Animal welfare regulations
Categories: Green Category

Dear sir/Madam

| am aware the goverment is reviewing animal welfare regultins.] hope this will result in

( umane practices and work to eradicate animal suffering.

| understand you will be looking at live animal exports, the care of and conduct towards

animals, and surgical and painful procedures.

Live animal exports can not be managed once the animals atrrive at their destination, and as
shown by recent Austrlian footage , mass numbers of these animals suffer excrutiating and
horrific deaths and treatment.l am completely against live animal exports. They have been
banned in NZ since the previous fiascos and the goverment is now trying to snesk them

in again.

I also feel you should be outlawing some of the cruel practices in NZ thet you do not seem
g\ be reviewing at alll In NZ chickens are keept in cruel conony cages and pigs in crates so

small they cannot turn around.

NZ people do not want practices that breach the Animal Welfare Act regulated,

we want them BANNED!

Kind regards
Diane Warren
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From: Angela Mills 5°@@

Sent: Saturday, 14 May 2016 5:46 a.m.

To: Animal Welfare Submissions

Subject: Submission re Animal Welfare Review
Categories: Green Category

I would like to add my submission regarding the review of the Animal Welfare act.

Factory farming has no place in New Zealand. Our treatment of animals reflects on us as a society, and if

any cruel practice is accepted as noermal, gradually people are desensitised to any empathy they may have

had regarding what is right or wrong in the treatment of animals. An animal that has legs has a natural

need to use those legs for its own physical health, and it would be arrogant for humans to assume there is

no mental anguish suffered by an animal which is confined.

I would also like to promote the protection of New Zealand when factory farming is abandoned, whereby
{ *he issue of animal welfare is so important to our country that we will not import meat from countries

who do not follow the same animal welfare rules on factory farming.

twould also like to submit that any live animal export be banned. Not only is the journey a huge stress on

an animal, but New Zealand would have no control over the treatment of that animal on its arrival.

i am happy to be contacted regarding my submission.

Angela Mills
s 9Q)(a)
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From: Maggie Moss $°0@

Sent: Tuesday, 10 May 2016 9:48 a.m.

To: Animal Welfare Submissions

Subject: Submission on Animal welfare Regulations
Categories: Green Category

! would like all Live animal exports to be banned.
Dogs carried inside cars to be properly secured as well as those on backs of trucks

All the new proposals for Bobby Calves to be law at the start of the
2016 season.

| still see dairy cows with shortened tails .This should not be allowed .

vaggie Moss
s9)@
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From: Holly Shape | 5°@@

Sent: Thursday, 19 May 2016 4:16 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Animal Welfare submission
Categories: Green Category

Kia Ora,

t apologise for the rushed nature of this submission. | do hope it makes sense and | am happy to answer any
questions if any part does not.

Under the Proposed regulations for the transport of live animals, the ‘risk to the animal’ has been removed from the

purpose statement so that the statement now reads that what we are trying to protect is New Zealand’s reputation

rather than for the welfare of the animals. This is a fundamental shift and | am concerned about the implications for
( ~nimal welfare. | would like to see ‘animal welfare’ at the heart of the purpose statement.

Proposed Animal Welfare Regulations

10.4: 1 support the move to prohibit pinch and prong collars. As a dog trainer and a person who engages in research
on dog training methods, | completely agree that these ‘tools’ cause pain and distress and research demonstrates
there are more effective, pain-free ways to train dogs. This inciudes dogs who are exhibiting reactive (aggressive)
behaviours.

10.5 | support the proposal that the use of collars and/or tethers must not cause cuts, abrasions, swelling, restrict
breathing or panting. 1 would like to see that any collar/tether etc not restrict drinking as this is fundamental to a

dogs weilbeing.

10.6 | support the proposal that the use of muzzles must not cause cuts, abrasions, swelling, restrict breathing or
panting. | would like to see that muzzles not restrict drinking as this is fundamental to a dogs wellbeing.

10.7 | support the propesal that confined dogs be given access to a shaded and dry resting place. | believe the
current law also requires they have free access to drinking water but if not, | would like to see that provision

( ‘cluded here.
10.8 I support the proposal around dogs being left in cars
10.10 | support the proposal to prohihit the killing of a cat or dog by drowning and | support the penalty
With regard to exotic animals in circus’s — [ would like to see the practice prohibited in New Zealand
57, | agree with de-sexing animals being done by a veterinarian or veterinary student.
59. { would like to see more clarity around debarking. | would prefer ‘therapeutic reasons to he explicit and for a
clear standard — with required evidence of euthanasia being the only other alternative - rather than ‘in the best
interest of the animal.

60. | agree with prohibiting cropping of dogs ears.

61. | agree with dew claw removal being performance by a veterinarian but believe it should only ever be for
therapeutic purposes (for both front and hind dew claws).

62. | agree tail docking should only be done for therapeutic purposes by a veterinarian
1









DINZ objectives

Animal welfare is an integral aspect of farming. This is especially true for farming deer due
to their sensitive nature. Deer farmers are stewards of not only the land they farm, but also
guardians of the animals they are responsible for, morally as well as legally. From a business
point of view, deer will be less productive if they are treated unwell, if they are exposed to
stressful environments and if they are not managed to sustain their general wellbeing.

Venison and velvet are both mainly sold in export markets and it is important to the deer
industry that our current reputation for good animal welfare is upheld. As deer are sensitive
to stress during transport, and the export of deer products is well established, it is DINZ firm
view that the export of live deer from New Zealand should only be considered where the
intention is building or improving a breeding herd in the receiving country, and the use of
germplasms has been deemed unsuitable.

1. Submission e
1.1. DINZ supports the proposed regulations and the suggested time frames they should
com into force.

1.2. DINZ propose an offence of non-compliance with the conditional prohibition on the
export of livestock for slaughter should relate to each animal, and not to each
.. .shipment to provide sufficient deterrent.

1.3. DINZ note that the ability of MPI to issue guidance is not dependent on specific
allowances in legislation and further submits that MPI ensure that current guidance
relating to all live exports are maintained.

Yours sincergly

= a

Emil Murphy
Acting Science and Policy Manager
Deer Industry New Zealand
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9. Dogs on moving vehicles

I agree with this change. Animal Welfare Inspectors should have the power to stop a vehicle if they believe
an animal is suffering or in danger of injury.

10. Drowning dogs and cats

This should be expanded to include all animals. If it is cruel to drown a dog it is cruel to drown a pig, rabbit
or goat!

The suggested maximum penalty is too low.

11 & 12. Eels, Lobsters etc

_As with any killing this should be done with the least possible distress. Eels should be killed humanely prior
( ) desliming, and Lobsters etc rendered insensible prior to killing.

13. Goat Tethering

There should be a limit to the number of hours a day a goat can be tethered and during this time they must
have access to shelter, food and water.

[ agree with an infringement for first offences, however think $300 is too low. A three strikes rule, or one
. warming infringement then prosecution should be deveioped. :

17 & 18 Hens

" ‘'he current hens per M2 sizes are woefully inadequate for hens to express normal patterns of behaviour.
This should be reassessed and ALL hens should have access to open outdoor space.

19. Hens

This should be regulated as clearly farmers aren’t capable of recognising that the build up of excretia and
adequate space to move for hens is required.

20. Hens

I was not aware induced moulting was occurring, and this practice should be illegal.

29. Rodeo & Fireworks’



Given the number of animals, including horses, that are spooked by fireworks each year it is unbelievable
that this goes on at Rodeos.

I don’t believe this proposal regarding Rodeos goes far enough. Rodeos clearly involve activities that would
not be tolerated on other animals (eg calf roping). 1 call for a complete ban on Rodeos in New Zealand.

30. Circuses
Given as you state there are no exotic animals in circuses in New Zealand, I propose a complete ban on this

so it can not occur in the future. Furthermore, use of any animals for entertainment (circuses or rodeo)
should be banned.

51. Hot branding
I agree this should be banned as there are more humane alternatives available.
56. Declawing Cats

I agree with this proposal however rehoming should be considered before declawing a cat at risk of
euthanasia.

57. Desexing

I agree with the proposal. i vet nurses are properly trained and gualified to tndertake this procedure thenl - - -
support this as it would save shelters money.

58. Freeze branding dogs
This should be banned. Dogs that need to be identified to enter hunting blocks can be microchip

scanned. In addition, I would like to see the Kiwi Safe training not use shock collars and better more
humane training methods developed.

59. Dog Debarking

This should be completely banned. The reasons for the dog barking should be fully investigated and
appropriate training (positive training!) undertaken. Debarking is inhumane.

60. Ear cropping

I support this remaining a banned procedure



62. Dog tail docking

I support this proposal. Tails should only be docked after an injury has occurred. [ think this regulation
should state that tails cannot be docked for breed standard or aesthetic reasons.

Docking should only be carried out by veterinary surgeons under anaesthetic regardless of the age of the
dog (ie if a puppy is born with a deformed tail that requires removal this must be done by a vet).

Kind regards

Lisa Snow

s9)@






Dogs and Cats
Drowning of dogs and cats

I support the prohibition of the killing of a dog or cat of any age by drowning. | support the infringement penalty of a
prosecutable offence.

Goats

Tethering requirements

| do not support the tethering of goats, on the basis that it stops goats expressing normal social behaviours, and propose
that tethering is prohibited with an infringement penalty of $500. Furthermore | share concerns with previous submissions
around tethering of goats that tourists witnessing tethered goats on the road side could easily get a negative impression of

animal welfare in NZ.

| propose that all goats, regardless of housing system, have access to a dry and shaded shelter, appropriate food, and
gesh palatable water at all times and that lack of provision of these requirements is an infringement with a penalty fee of{ Y
500. w

| also propose that as goats are social animals' all goats should be provided with a companion such as another goat,
camelid, horse, donkey or sheep. | propose that failure to house a goat with a companion should attract an infringement

penalty of $300.

Horses and Donkeys

I do not support the tethering of horses and donkeys and propose that tethering is prohibited with an infringement penalty
of $300. I propose that all horses and donkeys have access to a dry and shaded shelter, appropriate food, and fresh
palatable water at all times regardless of housing system and that lack of provision of these requirements is an
infringement with a penalty fee of $300.

Layer Hens
Opportunity to express normal behaviours in housing systems i

All cages need to be banned. They fail to provide the physical, health and behavioural needs of hens.

| believe that colony cages do notadequately consider the weifare of layer hens because they prohibit the ability of the
hen to express a range of normal behaviours. In addition, colony cages are not compliant with the Animal Welfare Act
1999 as they do not allow owners or persons in charge of animals to take all reasonable steps to ensure that their
physical, health and behavioural needs are met as per Sections 9, 68 Animal Welfare Act 1999









All the cruel actions listed above are intentional, not symptomatically careless but
symptomatically intentional behaviour.

Seen in this light, it is not acceptable that currently only 1% of complaints result in
prosecution. A strong message needs to be sent that the New Zealand populace
recognises animals as 'sentient' beings and that the public find cruel behaviour
intolerable and are demanding penalties large enough to act as real deterrents.

As well as prosecution the offender may need lessons in compassion and perhaps
some NLP type reprogramming.

Will the pulling off of wings, or heads of chickens in the new colony cages be
considered serious or not? Is it really acceptable to allow all those generations of
hens to be subjected to this cruel behaviour for another 77 years while the farmer
learns to comply with the obligation of compassionate conduct?

Even the valuable working dog, man’s slave, often out in the sun is rarely treated
with the respect it deserves. Too often they spend long hours in sweat box kennels or
tied up in the hot sun. With a collar and a chain and wire surrounds they don’t have
much choice to move into the shade and yet the dog is probably the farmers most
valuable asset.

As it is not practical or desirable to have an army of animal welfare enforcement
officers swarming the country side, more money and resources must be put into
education. Most people can Jearn parenting skills. Most people will be able to learn
animal husbandry skills which encompass compassionate behaviour.

The wording/language used by the MPI in the overview document is so typically
always about benefit to the farmer.

Fortunately there are several suitably qualified groups like SPCA and SAFE who will
give balance to this discussion document. They represent quite a large part of the
population too and as such need to be listened to with respect.

I have not read all of the several hundred pages of the act. I don’t need to I get the
drift! There is still the prevailing perception that animals are here for human benefit
only and that we can do what we want with them or to them regardless.

Shelter belts

I believe it should be mandatory for shade to be provided for all animals. There is
enough proof now around the benefits of shelterbelts for stock. The planting of
shelter will have wider benefit for the environment too.

1 consider that this proposed Animal Welfare Act does not go far enough to
adequately reflect the attitudes of the general public which sees animals as sentient
beings. Society wants laws which actually demand adherence to the basic 5
Freedoms referred to in the 1999 Act, not mere lip service.






SRS HERACING

New Zealand Thoroughbred Racing Inc. (NZTR)

Submission toc The Ministry of Primary industries

Proposed Regulations for the Transport of Live Animals from New Zealand

And

Proposed Animal Welfare Regulations (Care & Conduct and Surgical & Painful
Procedures)
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Proposed Regulations for the Transport of Live Animals from New
Zealand

NZTR complies with the International Federation of HMorseracing Authorities (IFHA) Transportation

Welfare Guidelines.

The IFHA, in its role to promote good regulation and best practice internationally across horseracing,
recognises the central role played by the horse itself and so the importance of its welfare. The
Federation formed the IFHA Animal Welfare Committee in 2010 and implemented a number of broad
principles of racehorse welfare to be adopted by the Federation’s mambers into more detailed outputs

to assure racehorse welfare.

The Animal Welfare Committee plays a leading role in promoting overall welfare of the thoroughbred
horse however the transportation of thoroughbreds is a specific area of risk that requires special
attention by the industry. Accordingly the IFHA International Movement of Horses Committee {IMHC)

published principles and guidelines to specifically promote the safety and welfare of thoroughbred
horses during transpeortation for training, competition and breeding purposes.

The following areas of welfare are covered:

1.

bl

7.
8.
9.

respiratary disease particularly shipping fever (pleuropneumonia) which is a significant
problem. associated with the transport of horses and has been reported to occur in up to
12% of horses transported by road and up 30-40% of horses transported by air

fighting among horses/ provision of adequate space

nursing foals including the minimum age that foals can be transported

the high centre of gravity of horses - horses have a relatively high centre of gravity and carry
60%+ of their body weight on their forelimbs. transport of horses is likely to be more tiring
to horses than most other species because of uneven load distribution and the need for
horses to constantly brace and adjust their position in response to vehicle movements.
thermoregulation especially at high temperatures, high humidity and in poorly ventilated
areas

the stress of isolation, a significant source of stress for herd animals such as the horse and its
effect on immune suppression

dehydration

inadequate rest periods

the impact of disease transmission during transportation on welfare

10. management during control post stopovers

Ministry of Primary Industries’ standards detail the care that must be given when horses are
transported off shore, either by air or sea. Animal Welfare Export Certificates (AWECs) set out these
standards of care and how welfare activities are measured. In addition to generic international
guidelines by a number of international bodies such as IATA and the OIE, New Zealand Standards
have been negotiated with those who transport horses by sea and air from New Zealand. These
detail the planning, reporting, competence of grooms and requirements relating to the care and
welfare of horses in transit.

NZTR supports proposed regulations for the transport of live animals from New Zeaiand.
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Proposed Animal Welfare Regulations (Care & Conduct and Surgical
& Painful Procedures)

1.0 NZTR Animal Welfare Overview

NZTR applies animal welfare, with the support of the Racing Integrity Unit {RIU)}, through its Horse
Welfare Guidelines and The Rules of Racing.

In 2011-12 NZTR reviewed its welfare needs and, as a result, started to introduce stronger welfare
standards and practices.

The number of horses ieaving Thoroughbred racing each year and requiring new homes averages
803". Once horses leave the racing industry they are no longer within the industry’s jurisdiction and
this presents a challenge. In response NZTR launched the Thoroughbreds in Equestrian Sport (TiES)
programme in 2013 and Mandatory Horse Retirement Notification in 2014,

In 2015 and 2016 NZTR’s priorities for horse welfare have been:

1. enforcing Mandatory Horse Retirement Notification
2. completing development of an online Equine |njury Database with Waikato University to
identify the frequency, type and outcome of racing injuries and fatalities and serve as a data
- source 1o help improve.safety and.prevent injuries
establishing stronger links with re-homing providers
building on the TiES partnership with Equestrian Sports New Zealand (ESNZ);
strengthening its Prohibited Substance Regulations
continuing to audit all jumping venues annually and all incidents, with the RIU, to ensure
appropriate safety and welfare policies are in place
7. supporting NZ Racing Board funding of up to $250,000 per annum for equine research and
development by the NZ Equine Trust
8. providing 522,000 of funding to the NZ Equine Research Foundation and 57,000 of funding to
the NZ Equine Health Association for equine health and welfare research
9. working with the NZ Equine Health Association to reach full signatory status on the
Government-Industry Agreement on Biosecurity Readiness and Response

B\ kW

2.0 Proposed Regulations
Regulations 14 & 15: Whips and Injuries from equipment such as halters, head ropes, and saddles

NZTR advises the current Rules of Racing, specifically Rule 638 {(Running Races) and Rule 801 (Serious
Racing Offences} together with Guidelines with Respect to Acceptable Use of the Whip, NZTR
Directive No Whip, and full signatery status of the Article 11 B (Minimum Standard Guidelines On
Use Of The Whip) of the International Agreement for Breeding, Racing and Wagering are all in
alignment with the proposed regulations on whips.

¢ Average microchip returns covering the 10-year period from I August 2004 to 31 July 2014
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NZEVA Policy 10a states Excessive or incorrect use of a whip on any horse, including the whipping of
horses unable to improve their performance or their position in a race field, is not condoned.

Proposed regulations covering injuries from equipment such as halters, head ropes, and saddles
strengthens the minimum standards of the Code of Welfare {Horses and Dankeys).

NZTR supports both these proposed regulations.

Regulation 16: Tethering requirements
The regulation will require tethered horses to have constant access to water, food, and shelter.
Tethering is not generally practised in racing for long periods of time; only while saddling, shoeing

and grooming.

In the code ‘tethering’ refers to securing a horse for the purpose of grazing. This is different from
‘tying up’ a horse for management purposes such as grooming or attention by a farrier.

NZTR supports this proposed regulation.

Regulation 51: Hot branding
This bans hot branding. Since the introduction of freeze branding using liquid nitrogen there has
been no need for the continuation of hot branding and NZTR is not aware of any foals being hot

branded.

Rule 407 of the Rules of Racing specifically refers to freeze branding: ‘In order to be eligible for
registration, a horse must be: ...freeze branded...”

NZTR supports this proposed regulation.

Regulations 52 & 53: Embryo Collection and Artificial Insemination
These procedures are not relevant to Thoroughbreds because both procedures are expressly banned
under the international Agreement for Breeding, Racing and Wagering to which NZTR is a full
signatory (Rule 407 in The Rules of Racing).
Regulation 55: Equine Dentistry
Many procedures previously and currently carried out without pain relief are no longer acceptable. it
is recommended regulation of certain procedures and methads would prevent unnecessary pain 10
horses.

a) Equine Dental Technicians (EDTs)

Currently there is no regulation in New Zealand as to who can call themselves an equine dental

technician {EDT). There is no standardised level of qualification ratified that they must attain
before starting work as an EDT. This makes it very difficult to say who can and cannot carry out
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certain procedures among the lay profession, other than to regulate for veterinary required and
non veterinary required,

The availability of a new oral sedative paste called Dormosedan gel has led to an increase in
EDTs performing various surgical procedures in New Zealand without veterinary assistance.
Dormosedan gel can be purchased under prescription from a veterinarian. The licence for this
product does state that when used for equine dentistry, only basic dentistry using manual tools
is permissible.

Any veterinarian who is prescribing this drug for equine dentistry must try to ensure the terms
of licence are not being broken. it is our understanding that the terms of the prescription
licensing for this drug are potentially being broken by EDTs.

Regulation will strengthen the ability of veterinarians to ensure that painful procedures are not
being carried out under inadequate pain prevention protocol.

NZTR has not identified any relevant NZ Equine Veterinary Association (NZEVA) policies to define
EDTs and the work they are permitted to carry out. NZTR supports regulation of EDTs in New
Zealand.

b} Manual Dentistry Tools

NZTR strongly recommends that only manual dentistry tools are used by non-veterinary dental
technicians;-i.e. no power tools. Power tools can catise over reducticn of teeth, overheating of
- teeth and exposure of pulp structures, Currently it is advised the majority of EDTs currently use
manual tools for most of their dental work. Some would use power tools occasionally for certain
circumstance and only a small few would use power tools as their main equipment.

NZTR advises that preventing the use of power tools to EDTs would not significantly affect their
ability to carry out their current work.

In the UK, only EDTs gualified under the British Equine Veterinary Association eguine dentistry
certificate, and veterinarians, are allowed to use power tools. They must be used only on a
sedated horse under veterinary supervision.

NZTR supports equivalent regulations in New Zealand.
¢} Incisor Alignment

The practice of incisor alignment by cutting the occlusal end of the incisor teeth to the same
level with high-speed rotary tools should not be permitted. There is no valid scientific reason for
this procedure, which carries significant risk of multiple tooth death, as a result of pulp
exposure. This procedure is currently being carried out by EDTs in NZ. Australian veterinarians
have had major problems with EDTs performing this procedure. They have had numerous cases
of horses suffering painful consequences. Equine dental Veterinarians do not advocate cutting
incisors, canines or any other teeth for reduction purposes.

Any manual equine dentistry tool should not be used in a way likely to cause damage to dental
orsurrounding soft tissue structures. No manual dental instrument should be used to cut, chip
or shear any tooth. Pulp exposure or fracture is a high risk with these procedures and can result
in serious consequences including death of the animal.
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d) Tooth Extraction and Endodontic Procedures

All equine dental extractions should be performed by a Veterinarian or Veterinary student under
direct supervision. It is essential that correct pain relief be used for all procedures. In general, all
dental procedures involving befow the gum-line should be performed by a veterinarian,

It is understood by NZTR that some EDTs are performing extraction of equine teeth. This
includes incisor, canine, wolf and cheek teeth. Most EDTs would not perform these advanced
procedures. It certainly would not represent a large proportion of their work. Recent evidence
has shown techniques used for tooth extraction by EDTs are poor. Little attention is placed on
pain relief and tooth fracture without follow up has been reportad.

There are currently no Regulations mandating the above recommendations.
e} Deciduous teeth or caps

Deciduous incisors or cheek teeth that are so loose as can be removed by the fingers would be
permissible for a non-veterinarian to remove. In all other cases sedation and extraction by a
veterinarian is required.

Wolf teeth extraction is a one off procedure in a horse’s life at around 2 to 3 years of age. In
most circumstances it is still a significant tooth extraction requiring the careful stretching and
Jtearing of the pericdontal ligament before removal. At a minimum NZTR recommends all horses
must be sedated and local anaesthesia used before extraciion of these teeth.

Under all definitions it is an act of veterinary surgery and therefore should only be done by such
a person, We do recognise that there are a large number of horses, which would require this
procedure every year in NZ; and that there may be an issue with having sufficient vets with
expertise in this area to cover such a demand. It is therefore a possibility that an exception to
the extraction and gum-line regulation may be made to allow some EDTs to perform the
procedure under direct veterinary supervision. Sedation and local anaesthesia would be
required for all such procedures.

f} Endodontic procedures

Equine endodontics is considered by veterinary specialists to be one of the most difficult of all,
due mainly to the complex tooth anatomy. Currently there are a small number of EDTs carrying
out equine endodontic procedures. It is not known how successful their procedures have been.
However as no veterinarians in New Zealand are currently trained in such procedures, the EDTs
would not have been observed by anyone with sufficient knowledge to judge at the time. {Dr lan
Dacre, a NZ Veterinarian is trained in endodontics but does not currently reside in NZ)

As endodontics are a highly specialised area of equine dentistry, NZTR recommends that this
should be regulated as a veterinary only procedure.

Further, NZTR supports reservation of the term ‘Equine Dentist’ for a veterinarian with a
specialist qualification such a Diplomat or Fellowship level. Although the public may refer to lay
equine dental operators as equine dentists, it is correct at government level that they are
referred to as Equine Dental Technicians.

NZ Thoroughbred Racing Submission Proposed Animal Welfare Regulations May 2016 Page 7 of 8



Regulation 73: Blistering, Firing or Nicking

Surgica! procedures prohibited under section 21(2) of the Animal Welfare Act include blistering,
firing and nicking.

NZTR supports the proposed regulation.

Regulation 74: Tail Docking

NZTR supperts the proposed regulation.

Regulation 75 & 76: Rectal Examination

Rectal examination in an equine breeding use is carried out to allow palpation and hand held probe
ultrasound examination of the internal genitalia. This is used to determine the stage of reproductive
cycle when determining optimum time of service, pregnancy diagnasis, twin crushing etc.

Rectal examination is quite routine in other aspects of equine veterinary practice as required as part
aof a clinical examination for certain conditions, e.g. a horse presenting with colic symptoms.

NZTR understands there are now very few lay people in the country carrying out this procedure.

Policy 10f of the NZEVA maintains that examination of the horse per rectum either by manual
palpation or ultrasound should be considered a significant surgical procedure and should only be
performed by veterinarians.

NZTR advises the welfare and safety of the broodmare, operator and assistants require this
procedure to be done by an experienced person who is aware of the anatomy and physiology, and is
readily able to recognise pathology, has an understanding of the risks of the procedure and has an
understanding of the use of chemical restraint; in practical terms a veterinarian.

The risks associated with the rectal examination of broodmares are well documented with of course
rectal rupture always on the mind of any veterinarian carrying out this procedure.

Mares are not always accepting, young maiden mares especially carry higher risk, Sedation is often a
reguirement in such cases and again requires the possession of RVMs and an understanding of their
administration and use. Over the years there have been a number of injuries associated with
broodmare work in a crush.

The introduction and use of the modern tranquillisers into veterinary practice have done much to
reduce this risk of injury to horse, operator and associated assistants. The safe use of these for horse
and operator require some understanding of their pharmacology and effects.

The number of rectal examinations required per cycle is reduced when carried out by an
experienced operator as the assessment of optimal time of service is better understood, reducing

the number of times a mare is exposed to this procedure obviously reduces the risk.

There appear at present to be 3 or 4 lay operators across the country performing ultrasound rectal
examination of broodmares.
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NZTR supports the proposed regulation.

Regulation 77; Caslick’s Procedure

The caslick procedure involves local anaesthetic being infiltrated at the skin/mucosal border of the
proximal vulva. A thin sliver of tissue is removed and the created wound is sutured. Sutures are
removed at ~10 days, the vulva effectively heals and remains closed until an episiotomy (caslick
opening) is performed prior to foaling or for a further natural service. The procedure effectively
reduces issues created by a pneumovagina an issue related to anal/vulval shape related to
conformation and age induced shape changes.

Veterinary opinion is united that primary caslicking is a surgical procedure and should be vet-only,
The rationale being that a brood mare which is caslicked many times throughout her life
inappropriate cutting of the tissue in initial procedures can influence the ease with which the vulva
can be sutured in consequent repairs over the years.

The grey area is that in a large, commercial thoroughbred stud a very experienced stud employee
might repair a caslick, with a couple of sutures; the justification being that it saves a veterinarian
returning to the stud at an inconvenient time. NZTR advises this is not sufficient reason.

Caslicking procedure obviously requires the possession and use of Restricted Veterinary Medicines
{RVMs), at least local anaesthetic and potentially sedation-for a fractious mare thus would have to

require a Veterinary Operating Instruction (VO!} at least.

NZTR supports the proposed regulation.

Regulation 78: Castrastion

NZTR supports the proposed regulation.

Provided by e-mail to Animal.WelfareSubmissions@mpi.govt.nz
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Out of Scope

From: evie gue 59@

Sent: Sunday, 8 May 2016 5:52 p.m.

To: Animal Welfare Submissions

Subject: SUBMISSION ON ANIMAL WELFARE REGULATION
Importance: High

Categories: Green Category

My submission on Animal Welfare Regulation- Evie Quinton

[ believe that the following should be banned

‘o /ﬁive export
« /Slaughtering of bobby calves under 2 weeks old
( s / Tethering/goats and pig
Colony cages and batt»e’fy before 2022
o/ Rodeo
«+ Electric prodders
rong collars

»/,Freeze branding

a/; Horse and greyhound racing

"v—‘}f Trawling

-»/ Backyard breeding

~s/ BSL (breed specific legislation)

When enforceability, clarity and transparency of the animal welfare system is mentioned i feel that
more is being overlooked than achieved.
For example convicted animal abuser and neglecter Anne Powers recently appeared in the High
Court. The judge ruled in favour of SPCA removing MOST of the animals from her care, or lack of.
* he was also charged and is forbidden to own or have another animal for 8 years.
" A recidivist, a woman with known form can still own animals that are in clear risk of harm.
Will the new regulations "toughen up" on known animal abusers and keep a watchful eye on the
new?

MPT has 11-17 specialist animal welfare inspectors to monitor the wellbeing of 60 million farmed
animals, this is why 1 strongly believe that where complaints have been made and ill footage that
has been shown within slaughterhouses, layer, sheep and pig farming and complete dairy
industry; animals should be monitored by camera.

Breeding of companion animals and dog owner license. (Falling under care & conduct)

Enforcing a limit to who, where and how many litters a dog, cat, rabbit etc can have. Funding
desexing (other than amnesty.) Many dogs and cats live in poor conditions, usually in

low socioeconomic areas of NZ. These dogs are usually entire, unregistered and many are never
taken off a chain, they live in a yard as a ornament, in their own faeces and are never socialized as
nature intended nor can they display or fulfill their natural behaviours.



If a dog license and desexing initiative was put in place i believe dog bites would dramatically
drop, euthanasia rates would slow and SPCA, rescue organisations and Animal Management
would slowly but surely have control of New Zealand's companion animals.

Breed Specific Legislation (BSL)

Pit bulls and Pit bull "types” have been targeted for years all around the world. The recent amnesty
bill which to desex and register Pit bulls only shows how NZ's code of practice is not only faulty but
how it is a highly uneducated move.

An ultimatum was made, owners were given a month to agree and adhere to conditions or council
will remove your dog and have it euthanized.

The trend in prevention of dog bites should shift in favor of multifactorial approaches focusing on
improved ownership and husbandry practices, better understanding of dog behavior, education of
parents and children regarding safety around dogs, and consistent enforcement of dangerous
dog/reckless owner ordinances in communities.

Effective laws hold all dog owners responsible for the humane care, custody, and control of all dogs
regardless of breed or type.

13,823 animal welfare complaints received in 2012, 44 prosecutions taken.

http://www.nzherald.co.nz/nz/news/article.cfm?c id=1&objectid=11352040 regards below

SPCA Top five on the List of Shame: 2014
1. Joshua Heka filmed himself mutilating and taunting a number of possums before decapitating
them or bludgeoning them to death. He was imprisoned for two years and four months.

2. A Tauranga man charged with ill-treating a puppy was fined $1,500, disqualified from owning
animals for five years and ordered to pay reparations of $401.89. The puppy suffered a deep
puncture wound to the top of the head, and dental and cheek fractures in a prolonged beating.

3. A kitten was found in a tied up plastic bag at Whangarei's Mair Park. The kitten was still alive, but
had such bad deformities in his two front legs he had to be euthanased on humane grounds. The
person or persons responsible have not been found.

4. A Canterbury farmer was imprisoned for four months and ordered to pay reparations of $676.80
after he struck two pigs with a metal pole when he became angry. When another pig tried to escape:;‘_j
from the holding yard, he chased it for some time and then ran over its head with a quad bike.

5. A Whangarei man charged with ill treating his dog was sentenced to 125 hours of community
work, disqualified from owning animals for three years and ordered to pay reparations of $420. His
dog was very thin and had major hair loss over most of its body because of mange which had been
left untreated.

If our animal welfare system leads the world then there is much to be said. Animal abusers should
have increased fines and imprisonment, added to a watch list, made public knowledge and
prosecuted for life.

For the large number of animals in NZ i believe we do need an independent animal commissioner to
not only get on top and care for all our animals, but to further our industry and reputation.

s9)@



Regards

Evie Quinton
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Out of Scope

TSTEE:
From: s9(2)(@)
Sent: Saturday, 14 May 2016 9:52 a.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: “Submission on proposed regulations for the export of live animals”
Categories: Green Category

To Whom It May Concern
Submission on proposed regulations for the export of live animals

| submit that there should be no live export of animals from New Zealand, for any purpose,
breeding or otherwise.
( i here is no guarantee that oversees parties receiving New Zealand animals wiil {reat them as we
would expect, or that they will not slaughter them inhumanely once they have been bred from.

Carey Conn
s 9(2)()



Out of Scope

From: cherylynntravers | s9@@

Sent: Sunday, 15 May 2016 11:32 am.
To: Animal Welfare Policy

Subject: Question

Categories: Green Category

Please

End all killing

And exporting

Of all animals

You are just making it a little better and then you will kill them How is that fair to them?

You spend hundreds and thousands of doliars in all this When hopefully one day it will ali End and all animal
‘industries ' will disappear and the fields where dead animals used to stand will be full of plants and fruits and grains
for all No more slaughterhouses Thanks Cheryi travers

{ ent from my iPhone






Sent from my Samsung Galaxy smartphone.










Out of Scope

From: Bibby Raebell 9@

Sent: Friday, 13 May 2016 5:44 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Animal welfare

Categories: Green Category

Animal cruelty is abhorrent. Please, we need you to do a full review and ban on all forms of animal welfare.
To ban whipping about a horse's head, for example, is ineffective when it can be whipped anywhere else,
therefore ban ALL whipping! Live export for any reason must be banned. Colony cages are as cruel as
battery cages, the overcrowding of animals must be banned in all situations. Crammed, filthy "living"
conditions, castration without pain relief] tail docking...there are so many loopholes that must be closed, if
you really want us to be a nation of genuinely high animal welfare. It is time to be actively strict on ensuring
only high standards, not the bare minimum. And please allow Farmwatch, Safe, SPCA & other animal
welfare agencies are allowed more funding & authority to enforce them. Thank you

aewyn Cowie
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Out of Scope

From: 590@

Sent: Sunday, 15 May 2016 7:38 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: MPI Proposed Animal Regulations
Categories: Green Category, Blue Category

Proposal 13: Goat tethering
Prohibit the permanent tethering of goats!

Proposal for the transport of live animals from NZ:
Stop terrorizing the animals and keep the jobs here!

Proposals 17-19
Prohibit the use of cages in the poultry industry! Intensive factory farming is appalling and a hideous

{ e of NZ that
the ‘clean green’ image keeps hidden.

Proposal 25:
Min floor lying space of 0.03xLW%7 jpig (m?} for ALL group-housed pigsMandatory forage material

provided for all pigs

"This proposal implies that if grower pigs are housed outdoor, or inside in a litter system, then this required
floor space does not apply. This maximum stocking rate needs to be clearly applied to all pigs.
Furthermore. litter systems should become compulsory.

The negative effects of high stocking rates, both psychological and physical stress to the animals, and in
terms of decreased performance, have been identified in multiple studies.

Jones et al (2011) concluded that increased group size decreased average daily gain and Back Fat (both
{"“war relationships). ie the higher stocking density the lower the ADG; an indication of stress — likely both
sucial and physical (combating for nutrition).

Moinard et al (2003) reviewed stress risk factors for tail biting in grower pigs. The paper concluded that
using a feeding system with five or more grower pigs per feed space increased risks of tail biting, as did a
stocking density during the growing phase of 110 kg/m? or greater. The proposed floor area by MPI is
already greater than this, so again, I simply urge you to extend the proposal to all group-housed pigs.

Proposal 27. Pigs : size of farrowing crates

Set a phase-out date for farrowing-crates, with compulsory progression to furrowing pens, whici is
larger than a crate, allowing more natural behaviours and mitigating the physical repercussions outlined
above, while still offering protection for the piglets. These pens are already installed at Waikato’s
Warratah Farms, where Kirsty Chidgey carried out her vesearch (The welfare, behaviour and
productivity of sows and piglets in farrowing crates and farrowing pens).

Proposal 29 - Rodeos
Ban this cruel sport!!!!




Proposal 48 - Transport of livestock

Transport only so long as it takes to get to the nearest abattoir and allow room for animals to display
nrormal behavior

as well as space to lie down!

Proposal 67 Cattle and sheep- Castration and shortening of the scrotum and 70 Sheep Tail Docking
Administer long-acting pain relief at the time of the procedure and prohibit the use of rings in lambs and

cattle over 6 weeks old.

Please DO THE RIGHT THING!
SB

Love changes everything...
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Please find attached my submission to the proposed animal regulations

Ammie Christiansen
s 9(2)(a)






I understand that in 2012 NAWAC agreed and suggested a study should be completed to dispel any
myths around the process of tail banding, yet to date, this has not been carried out by NAWAC so |
am surprised that this proposal has taken shape.

| understand that MPI partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC, yet they are both major
stakeholders in writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not factual. |
also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has over
6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakeholder when writing these proposals
and nor are they funded by the Ministry.

[ understand that over 170 countries do not ban the tail shortening procedure however these
countries are not spoken about in any documentation produced by MP1.

funderstand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crosshred non-pedigree
(no registration with the NZKC) dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to answer
such detailed questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purposes of this
proposal.

I understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This group
also deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their opinion
on pedigree dogs and the reasons for tail shortening.

| am of the belief that there is currently a process in place for the SPCA to act on individual cases that
perform a tail shortening procedure illegally on a litter of non-registered NZKC members neonate
puppies, however in the last 4 years | only know of 2 cases where the SPCA has acted on this
information.

61, The proposed reguiations states: Front limb dew clow removal and articulated fjointed) hind limb
dew claw removal:

Must be performed by a veterinarian or g veterinary student under the direct supervision of @
veterinarian,;

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons; and

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure

Hind limb dew claws: non-articulated (greater than or equal to four doys of age)
Must be performed by a veterinarian or veterinary student under supervisions; and
Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

| disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons:

When performing a dew claw removal, this process is completed on a neonate puppy 4 days of age
or under. Atthistime it is a well-recognised fact that the toes and tail are the last part of the
neonate puppy to calcify and develop into hone. The neonate dewclaw is removed without cutting
through bone (has not calcified) and does not bleed when performed correctly.

No ather country in the world has proposed this procedure should not he practiced as the health
and welfare of the dog will be compromised.



collar tightens giving momentary discomfort to the dog, the second the dog falls back into line and is
not pulling the pressure self releases removing any pressure and discomfort from the dogs neck.

| agree, prong collars should not be made avaiable for general public sale. Prong collars should only
be made available through consultation with an experienced dog trainer who would offer suitable
training and guidence on how to use said training tool. | propose register of prong collar users be
envoked and be administerd by an organisation such as the NZKC. Along side the register | propose
that the sale of prong or pinch collars be restricied to only through a recognised organisation such as
the NZKC and by application only as to why a handler by need to use a prong collar, to-ensure proper
supervision and training is sort.

As a domestic obeidence instructor, our club specialise in domestic training and although very few
dogs we train would ever need a prong collar | think it is unfair to remove this as-a viable training
tool if needed for extremely difficult dogs. These training tools are extremely effective particilarly
when tiny handler/big strong dog combinations are had.

| agree, prong collars should never be left on a dog unsupervised and a dog should never be tied or
teathered up while wearing a prong collar.



As a dog lover and caretaker of my chosen breed, | am fully versed in the damage that a dew claw
can cause to the dog if left on. My chosen breed has been bred to be used in its traditional purpose
and the dew claw if left on would result in significant pain and suffering to the dog.

I understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
(no registration with the NZKC) dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to answer
such detailed questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purposes of this
proposal.

understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This group
also deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their opinion
on pedigree dogs and the reasons for dew claw removal.

| understand that MPI partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC, yet they are both major
stakeholders in writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not factual. |
also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has over
6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakeholder when writing these proposals
and nor are they funded by the Ministry.

As a domestic dog trainer and dog owner | have witnessed incidents of dew claws being torn off or
catching and ripping the dogs skin or having the nail growing back into the skin of the dog as the pet
owner did not understand how to trim the nails and often as the dog is of a coated variety, they are
not aware of a dew claw being present.

tunderstand that not all front dew claws are articulated and once again the breed specifics have
beenignored in this instance and MP! have been advised incorrectly.

I fail to see how removing a neonate puppies dew claws is any different to performing procedures to
rectify a tounge tie on a young baby. Both are a quick and simple procedure which when performed
can eleviate issues moving forward.

f understand that the Groomers Association have not been contacted for information from their
large membership to dispel the myths displayed in the proposed regulation and | further understand
that the largest governing body (and only — NZKC) have also not been included in the proposal to not
allow this process to remain as is,

4. The Proposed Regulation States: Prohibit the use of pinch and prong collars.
Proposed change to definition: A collar with prongs positioned against the neck, or an other
protrusion intended to cause pain or discomfort when tightened.

t disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and the propased
changes be reconsidered and these are my reasons:

Prong collars serve as a useful training tool for difficult and strong willed dogs. Where all other
reasonable training means have been excersised | do not believe it is unreasonable to equip the
handler of said dog with suitable means of controling their dog under the guidence of an experience
dog trainer.

Prong collars when used correctly are a very effecting behaviour modification aid placing the dog in
control of their own destiny. If the dog chooses to forge out of position or pull on lead then the
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Animal Welfare proposed regulations feedback submission form

Name Taylah Findlay
s 9(2)(@)

My feedback: I feel that Tail docking and dew claws shouldn't be banned because docked breeds that
are used for working cg hunting etc can easily rip their dew claws in the bush and sometimes when
your $o far out in The bush and a dog rips the dew claws it bleeds out which also means you won't
have enough time to et Te dog to the vet which also means dog dies! A lof of dogs possibly will start
to die if it's banned for that reason! Also tail docking”? Why banned something that's always been
allowed or that's going (o upset so man breeders? Or even help breeds choose to stop breeding which
means the less breeders the less dogs I. The ring which also means good bye dog show world! All this
is only going to ruin the dog show world! I have heard multiple breeders say they are going to stop
breeding if this gets banned! Having a vet do docking? This an sometimes be even worse because
some vets haven't a clue what they are doing even if they have done thie qualifications

62. The proposed regulation states: Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student
under the direct supervision of a veterinarian.

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

| disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons:

I am a member of the New Zealand Kennel Club {(NZKC) and am a registered breeder of pedigree
dogs.

I am an accredited member of the New Zealand Council of Docked Breeds (NZCDB) and have had
my animal husbandry skills signed off by a veterinarian, who must complete my application for
accreditation by either witnessing neonate puppies being banded or being in the presence of
another accredited bander to enable me to perform tail shortening.

The NZCDB as an organisation was established in 2004 and our membership is focussed on the
welfare of tail shortened breeds. We operate as a fully audited and regulated group under the
umbrella of the NZKC with the approval of the National Animal Welfare Advisory Committee
(NAWAC).

| have never had a complaint or issue arise from any litter that | have completed banding on and
to the best of my knowledge | understand that as an accredited group, we have performed tail
shortening on over 10 500 neonate puppies without incident since 2005.

| am of the understanding that the procedure of tail banding {described by the NAWAC approved
scheme) is vastly different from the process of tail amputation and as an accredited bander 1 only
perform the tail banding procedure under the Animal Welfare Act (No2) 2015 and this is not a
surgical procedure.

The breeds that | am associated with and that are banded by me are traditionally docked dogs that
still perform their duties that they were designed for.



lunderstand that in 2012 NAWAC agreed and suggested a study should be completed to dispel
any myths around the process of tail banding, yet to date, this has not been carried out by NAWAC
sa | am surprised that this proposal has taken shape.

1 understand that MPI partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC, yet they are both major
stakeholders in writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not factual. |
also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has over
6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakeholder when writing these proposals
and nor are they funded by the Ministry.

1 understand that over 170 countries do not ban the tail shortening procedure however these
countries are not spoken about in any documentation produced by MPI.

| understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
{no registration with the NZKC) dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to
answer such detailed questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purposes of
this proposal.

1 understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This
group also deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their
opinion on pedigree dogs and the reasons for tail shortening.

1 am of the belief that there is currently a process in place for the SPCA to act on individual cases
that perform a tail shortening procedure illegally on a litter of non-registered NZKC members
necnate puppies, however in the last 4 years | only know of 2 cases where the SPCA has acted on
this information.

61. The proposed regulations states: Front limb dew claw removal and articulated (jointed) hind
fimb dew claw removal:

Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student under the direct supervision of a
veterinarian;

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons; and

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure

Hind limb dew claws: non-articulated (greater than or equal to four days of age)
Must be perfarmed by a veterinarian or veterinary student under supervisions; and
Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

| disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons:

When performing a dew claw removal, i complete this process in a neonate puppy 4 days of age or
under. At thistime it is a well-recognised fact that the toes and tail are the last part of the
necnhate puppy to calcify and develop into bone. The neonate dewclaw is removed without
cutting through bone (has not calcified) and does not bleed when performed correctly.

No other country in the world has proposed this procedure should not be practiced as the health
and welfare of the dog will be compromised.



As a professional dog breeder and caretaker of my chosen breed, | am fully versed in the damage
that a dew claw can cause to the dog if left on. My chosen breed has been bred to be used in its
traditional purpose and the dew claw if left on would result in significant pain and suffering to the
dog.

lunderstand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
(no registration with the NZKC) dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to
answer such detailed questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purposes of
this proposal.

{ understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This
group also deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their
opinion on pedigree dogs and the reasons for dew claw removal.

i understand that MP| partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC, yet they are both major
stakeholders in writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not factual. |
also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has over
6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakeholder when writing these proposals
and nor are they funded by the Ministry.

in my profession as a Groomer/Boarding Kennel facility | have witnessed many incidents of dew
claws growing back into the skin of the dog as the pet owner doesn’t understand how to trim the
nails and often as the dog is of a coated variety, they are not aware of a dew claw being present.

| understand that not all front dew claws are articulated and once again the breed specifics have
heen ignored in this instance and MP1 have been advised incorrectly.

| understand that the Groomers Association have not been contacted for information from their
large membership to dispel the myths displayed in the proposed regulation and | further
understand that the largest governing body {and only — NZKC) have also not been included in the
proposal to not allow this process to remain as is.
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From: margaret crichton | 59@@
Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 7:52 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Submission on Animal Welfare Regulations'

| totally support the banning of tail docking on dogs. As a breeder and dog trainer, | know how important it is for a
dog to have its tail to communicate effectively with other dogs and humans.

Margaret Crichton
s9(2)@)
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Animal Welfare proposed regulations feedback submission form

Name — Karen J Baker
s9(2)(@@)

My feedback:

62. The proposed regulation states: Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student
under the direct supervision of a veterinarian,

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

| disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons:

| am a member of the New Zealand Kennel Club (NZKC) and am a registered breeder of pedigree
dogs.

| am an accredited member of the New Zealand Council of Docked Breeds {(NZCDB) and have had my
animal husbandry skills signed off by a veterinarian, who must complete my application for
accreditation by either witnessing neonate puppies being banded or being in the presence of
another accredited bander to enable me to perform tail shortening.

The NZCDB as an organisation was established in 2004 and our membership is focussed on the
welfare of tail shortened breeds. We cperate as a fully audited and regulated group under the
umbrella of the NZKC with the approval of the National Animal Welfare Advisory Committee
{NAWAC).

{ have never had a complaint or issue arise from any litter that | have completed banding on and to
the best of my knowledge | understand that as an accredited group, we have performed tail
shortening on over 10 500 neonate puppies without incident since 2005.

| am of the understanding that the procedure of tail banding (described by the NAWAC approved
scheme) is vastly different from the process of tail amputation and as an accredited bander | only
perform the tail banding procedure under the Animal Welfare Act (No2) 2015 and this is not a
surgical procedure.

The breeds that | am assaciated with and that are banded by me are traditionally docked dogs that
still perform their duties that they were designed for.

| understand that in 2012 NAWAC agreed and suggested a study should be completed to dispel any
myths around the process of tail banding, yet to date, this has not been carried out by NAWAC so |
am surprised that this proposal has taken shape.

| understand that MPI partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC, yet they are both major
stakeholders in writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not factual. 1
also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has cver
6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakeholder when writing these proposals
and nor are they funded by the Ministry.



| understand that over 170 countries do not ban the tail shortening procedure however these
countries are not spoken aboeut in any documentation produced by MP1.

1 understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
{nao registration with the NZKC) dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to answer
such detailed questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purposes of this
proposal.

| understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This group
also deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their opinion
on pedigree dogs and the reasons for tail shortening.

I am of the belief that there is currently a process in place for the SPCA to act on individual cases that
perform a tail shortening procedure illegally on a litter of non-registered NZKC members neonate
puppies, however in the last 4 years | only know of 2 cases where the SPCA has acted on this
information.

61. The proposed regulations states: Front limb dew claw removal and articulated (jointed) hind
limb dew claw removal:

Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student under the direct supervision of a
veterinarian;

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons; and

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure

Hind limb dew claws: non-articufated (greater than or equal to four days of age}
Must be performed by a veterinarian or veterinary student under supervisions; and
Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

| disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons:

When performing a dew claw removal, | complete this process in a neonate puppy 4 days of age or
under. At this time it is a well-recognised fact that the toes and tail are the last part of the neonate
puppy to calcify and develop intoc bone. The neonate dewclaw is removed without cutting through
bone {has not calcified} and does not bleed when performed correctly.

No other country in the world has proposed this procedure should not be practiced as the health
and welfare of the dog will be compromised.

As a professional dog breeder and caretaker of my chosen breed, | am fully versed in the damage
that a dew claw can cause to the dog if left on. My chosen breed has been bred to be used in its
traditional purpose and the dew claw if left on would result in significant pain and suffering to the
dog.

| understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was documented
and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with crossbred non-pedigree
{no registration with the NZKC} dogs. | would sincerely question the stakeholder’s ability to answer
such detailed questions around form and function of a specific breed for the purposes of this
proposal.



| understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA. This group
also deals'with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once again offer their opinion
on pedigree dogs and the reasons for dew claw removal.

| understand that MPI partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC, yet they are both major

stakeholders in writing this proposal which | see as being extremely one sided and is not factual. |
also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely the NZKC has over
6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakeholder when writing these proposals

and nor are they funded by the Ministry.

In my profession as a Groomer/Boarding Kennel facility | have witnessed many incidents of dew
claws growing back into the skin of the dog as the pet owner doesn’t understand how to trim the
nails and often as the dog is of a coated variety, they are not aware of a dew claw being present.

[ understand that not all front dew claws are articulated and once again the breed specifics have
been ignored in this instance and MPI have been advised incorrectly.

I understand that the Groomers Association have not been contacted for information from their
large membership to dispel the myths displayed in the proposed regulation and | further understand
that the largest governing body (and only — NZKC) have also not been included in the proposal to not
allow this process to remain as is.
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From: worrallnb 9@
Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 8:16 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Factory Farming

To the Ministry of Primary Industries,
This is my submission on the regulations released for consuitation in April 2016.

I would like youi to conduct a full and thorough review of factory farming as a whole, including all the animals
trapped indoors in permanent confinement. We should not be regulating practices that breach NZ’s own Animal
Welfare Act, we should be looking into the fuiure and crealing a plan o ban them.

Please remove the regulations you have created regarding factory farmed animals, such as the ones that relate
to farrowing crates and colony cages. Then set a date to review these and all other factory farming practices.

Factory farming is an abhorrent practice, and New Zealand needs a long term strategy for phasing it out. A
factory farming review will send a message to industry to guide future investment, as well as give an opportunity
to address the largest animal welfare issue facing New Zealand.

! also ask that you consider the evidence that rodeos are cruel, and ban them. The animals will not perform if
not distressed by a variety of means, such as the flank strap.

Finally, I would like to you to ban the use of exotic animals in circuses. There is ample evidence that these
animals suffer in captivity, and there is no reason to allow that suffering for entertainment purposes.
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From: Annie Whiteside 5°@@
Sent: Tuesday, 17 May 2016 3:56 a.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Feedback on new young calf management proposals
Categories: Blue Category

To the Minister / Ministry for Primary Industries
| fully support the SPCA in their belief of;

* not transporting bobby calves before they are 10 days old « not confining bobby calves for more than two hours
while awaiting transport ¢ providing proper bedding for bobby calves while awaiting transport » providing proper
bedding for bobby calves during transport « ensuring better and more humane methods for loading and unloading
bobby calves. Throwing animals is totally unacceptable ¢ limit the time and distance bobby calves are transported
and drivers must drive with respect and care for these and other animals ¢ if a bobby calf is to be murdered, do it
quickly on the day of transport

In addition | strongly urge for the appointment of a Minister for Animal Welifare.

Best regards
Annette Whiteside

Sent from my iPhone
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From: .Jan Read 5°@@
Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 7:11 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: ‘Submissian on Animal Welfare Regulations'
Attachments: Animal Welfare proposed regulations feedback submission  form.html

| am attaching a written submission on the Animal Welfare Regulations.

Jan Read
Derringer Dobermanns
derringer-dobes.com
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Animal Welfare proposed regulations feedback submission form

Jan Read of Derringer Dobermanns

s9()@)

My feedback:

62. The proposed regulation states: Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary
student under the direct supervision of a veterinarian.

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

I disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my
reasons:

I am a member of the New Zealand Kennel Club (NZKC) and am a registered breeder of
pedigree dogs.

I am not an accredited docker but have all my dog's tails banded by an accredited member
of the New Zealand Council of Docked Breeds (NZCDB) who have animal husbandry
skills signed off by a veterinarian, who must complete their application for accreditation by
either witnessing neonate puppies being banded or being in the presence of another
accredited bander to enable to perform tail shortening.

The NZCDB as an organisation was established in 2004 and the membership is focussed
on the welfare of tail shortened breeds. They operate as a fully audited and regulated group
under the umbrella of the NZK.C with the approval of the National Animal Welfare
Advisory Committee NAWAC).

[ understand that in 2012 NAWAC agreed and suggested a study should be completed to
dispel any myths around the process of tail banding, yet to date, this has not been carried
out by NAWAC so T am surprised that this proposal has taken shape.
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[ understand that MPI partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC, yet they are both major
stakeholders in writing this proposal which I see as being extremely one sided and is not
factual. I also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely
the NZKC has over 6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakeholder
when writing these proposals and nor are they funded by the Ministry.

[ understand that over 170 countries do not ban the tail shortening procedure however
these countries are not spoken about in any documentation produced by MPI.

[ understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was
documented and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with
crossbred non-pedigree (no registration with the NZKC) dogs. T would sincerely question
the stakeholder’s ability to answer such detailed questions around form and function of a
specific breed for the purposes of this proposal.

I understand that another major stakeholder is an offshoet of the RSPCA namely HUHA.
This group also deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once
again offer their opinion on pedigree dogs and the reasons for tail shortening.

[ am of the belief that there is currently a process in place for the SPCA to act on
individual cases that perform a tail shortening procedure illegally on a litter of non-
registered NZKC members neonate puppies, however in the last 4 years I only know of 2
cases where the SPCA has acted on this information.

61. The proposed regulations states: Front limb dew claw removal and articulated (jointed)
hind limb dew claw removal:

Must be performed by a veterinarian or a veterinary student under the direct supervision of
a veterinarian,

Must only be performed for therapeutic reasons; and

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure

Hind limb dew claws: non-articulated (greater than or equal to four days of age)

Must be performed by a veterinarian or veterinary student under supervisions; and

Pain relief must be used at the time of the procedure.

I disagree with this proposal in its entirety and advocate for the status quo and these are my

reasons:
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When performing a dew claw removal, this process in a neonate puppy 4 days of age or
under. At this time it is a well-recognised fact that the toes and tail are the last part of the
neonate puppy to calcify and develop into bone. The neonate dewclaw 1s removed without
cutting through bone (has not calcified) and does not bleed when performed correctly.

No other country in the world has proposed this procedure should not be practiced as the
health and welfare of the dog will be compromised.

As a professional dog breeder and caretaker of my chosen breed, I am fully versed in the
damage that a dew claw can cause to the dog if left on. My chosen breed has been bred to
be used in its traditional purpose and dew claw if left on would result in significant pain
and suffering to the dog.

I understand that breed specifics are not taken into account when this proposal was
documented and the groups largely involved in writing these have dealings mainly with
crossbred non-pedigree (no registration with the NZKC) dogs. I would sincerely question
the stakeholder’s ability to answer such detailed questions around form and function of a
specific breed for the purposes of this proposal.

I understand that another major stakeholder is an affshoot of the RSPCA namely HUHA.
This group also deals with crossbred non-pedigree dogs yet they felt qualified to once
again offer their opinion on pedigree dogs and the reasons for dew claw removal.

I understand that MPI partly funds both the RSPCA and NAWAC, yet they are both major
stakeholders in writing this proposal which I see as being extremely one sided and is not
factual. I also understand that the governing body of the professional dog world Namely
the NZK.C has over 6000 members, but NZKC were not included as a major stakeholder
when writing these proposals and nor are they funded by the Ministry.

In my profession as a breeder I have witnessed many incidents of dew claws growing back
into the skin of the dog as the pet owner doesn’t understand how to trim the nails and often
as the dog is of a coated variety, they are not aware of a dew claw being present.

I understand that not all front dew claws are articulated and once again the breed specifics
have been ignored in this instance and MPI have been advised incorrectly.

I understand that the Groomers Association have not been contacted for information from
their large membership to dispel the myths displayed in the proposed regulation and I
further understand that the largest governing body (and only — NZKC) have also not been
included in the proposal to not allow this process to remain as is.
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From: Jan Read s°@@

Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 4:27 p.m.

To: Animal Welfare Submissions

Subject: ‘Submission on Animal Welfare Regulations'

In reference to submission re animal welfare:

| agree that dogs should be secured when travelling on the back of vehicles on
public roads for safety reason.

| also agree on dog showing signs of heat distress from being left in a hot
vehicle, the person in charge of the dog will be liable for a fine.

As to De-clawing all dogs | don't agree with this procedure because dobermanns
who move so quickly can get dewclaws ripped so easily which is a major
problem. When doing rehousing & rescuing dobes for 15 years the no of cases of
having to surgical remove them once injured, they do not need them for balance
or any reason.

As to banning tail docking of dobermanns | feel this breed was a man made dog
therefore the natural tails are all different some bent in areas, also there being no
standard for the size & type of tail means that the breed will all have so many
different sized tails some long some thick. They do not use the tail for balance
and in some countries have noticed the increase in Wobblers which is a
degeneration of the spine with the extra weight of the tail putting a lot pressure
on the spine. | actually left a tail on one pup for a owner it was terrible
experience it kept getting caught especially when young as it could not hold it up
being so heavy, it got damaged as well plus it did change the dog temperament
he was very quiet not outgoing like the rest. Also as tails are banded at 2 days
there is no pain in the endings of these tails which means they are not distressed
at all, so not cruelty to them. 1 also feel with lambs being ailowed to be banded
who go into huge amount of pain over a week or so before the tail falls off is far
more cruel and yet this has not been considered by the Welfare Act to ban at all.

Jan Read
Derringer Dobermanns

s9)@)
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From: Beck Henderson 9@

Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 6:59 p.m.

To: Animal Weifare Submissions

Subject: Put factory farming on the agenda

To the Ministry of Primary Industries,
This is my submission on the regulations released for cansultation in April 2016.

1 would like you to conduct a full and thorough review of factory farming as a whole, including all the animals
trapped indoors in permanent confinement. We should not be regulating practices that breach NZ's own Animal
Welfare Act, we should be looking into the future and creating a plan to ban them.

Please remove the regulations you have created regarding factory farmed animals, such as the ones that relate to
farrowing crates and colony cages. Then set a date to review these and all other factory farming practices.

Factory farming is an abhorrent practice, and New Zealand needs a long term strategy for phasing it out. A factory
farming review will send a message to industry to guide future investment, as well as give an opportunity to address
the largest animal welfare issue facing New Zealand.

1 also ask that you consider the evidence that rodeos are cruel, and ban them. The animals will not perform if not
distressed by a variety of means, such as the flank strap.

Finally, | would like to you to ban the use of exotic animals in circuses. There is ample evidence that these animals
suffer in captivity, and there is no reason to allow that suffering for entertainment purposes.

Sincerely,
Rebecca Henderson
Tax payer of NZ
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From: Gillian Burrough $°®@
Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 6:54 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Submission on Animal Welfare Regulations

In regard to the Animal Welfare Regulations released for Consultation in April 2016 | wish to submit the
following:

| request that a thorough review of this country's farming practices be made, especially in relation to the
fact that it is law in New Zealand that animals must be allowed to express their natural behaviour. There
are still several areas in the farming industry which are in breach of this law, for example the use of colony
cages and farrowing crates.

| feel very strongly that changes still need to be made to our anima!l welfare policies, not just for the sake
of animals but for the sake of New Zealand. Around the world now people are becoming more and more
concerned about how their food is produced. As an agricultural nation we need to have an impeccable
reputation.

Thank you.

Gillian Burrough $9(2)(a)
s9()@
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From: Valerie Leppard $°@@
Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 6:38 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Supplementary submission on Animal Welfare Regulations

Dear Sir/Madam

My submissions on your specific questions contained in the consultation document for the proposed animal welfare
regulations are given below. | have followed your numbering system in my responses.

1. There is no reason to delay changes to the Act not yet in force; socner is better.

2. The infringement fees proposed for sections 1561 and 36(3) seem to me to be far toc low. | would add a 0 to each
figure to make them up to $5,000 and $3,000 respectively. You surely need flexibility to deal with repeat offenders
or serious cases at a suitable level of severity.

The rather optimistic assertion that NZ has a world leading reputation seems to me to stem only from legislation in
force, not actual good practice. The extraordinarily fow number of farm animal complaints and infringements
actually prosecuted seems to bear witness to this, given the millions of farm animals bred, handled and slaughtered
in NZ. it is unlikely that many malpractices actually lead to consequences for the perpetrators in most cases.

| have personally never seen so many skinny cows before as | have since { came to live in NZ 2 years ago. | know the
difference between dairy and beef breeds; both tend to ook well-fed in the UK, based on my rural living in that
country.

5. No

6. N/A

7. 1do not think any industry should be self-regulating or allowed non-regulatory mechanisms; | am in favour of the
use of regulations in all cases of animal welfare, The fact that up to 35,000 dairy cows were still subjected to
abortions in 2015 is a shameful matter for NZ. Just stop it now. Electric goads should be banned, except where
absolutely necessary to make an aggressive or stubborn human step away from any animal he/she is threatening.
Use of goads at rodeos should be punished with jail time. Electric shock collars for dogs should be illegal. All muzzles
should allow panting and drinking without exception. If 1080 were banned you wouldn't need nearly so many. The
hypocrisy is stunning.

8. All disbudding should always be done under local anaesthetic with pain relief, with ear tags fitted simultaneously
to minimise the stress and pain caused to the calf. No exceptions.

9. The infringement fees are far too low. All the proposals should attract higher fees, penalties and prison sentences
where appropriate. Animal cruelty must be taken much more seriously than this because of the {ink between animal
cruelty and subsequent aggression towards humans in multiple psychiatric analyses of human behaviours in society.

10. All animal cruelty should be prosecutable because of the potential danger to other humans described above.
Routine animal cruelty is brutalising to the human psyche. Its normalisation by this process is very dangerous.

11. The regulations should certainly inciude provision for a mental element and psychological evaluation of
perpetrators where appropriate.

12. Factory farming is intensive farming which will clearly lead to major regulation breaches all the time. This is
because the permanent overcrowding and unnatural permanent housing of farm animals will always cause suffering
and distress to animals prevented from expressing their normal patterns of behaviour. Farrowing crates for pigs,



colony cages for hens, and permanent indoor imprisonment for dairy goats are not compatible with any part of
decent animal welfare. | fail to understand how this can be a defence under the Act.

13. Yes. Clearly stock handlers may be forced to hurt one animal to save it from the aggression of another animal,
for example.

14. There is no reason not to make it an offence under the Act for farmers to place bobby calves in the grossly
confining, inadequate pens of shame many of them have dumped at their farm gates. These pens are always too
small for the sometimes extreme numbers of calves crammed into them and they do not provide adequate warm
dry shelter for such very vulnerable youngstock. There is no reason why all farms should not keep bobbies on their
farm premises in larger accommodation with appropriate bedding and regular milk feeds, enabling the farmer to
supervise the loading of bobbies when the collection truck arrives and enters the farm premises. it should be wholly
illegal to transport cattle without hedding in the transport vehicle to enable the animals to lie down in better
comfort. No {ead-in period is appropriate for this reform, which is decades overdue.

15. The codes of welfare should perpetuatly be raised to provide for much higher standards than hitherto exist;
there must be an urgent cessation to the brutal treatment meted out to cattle, pigs, hens and goats and they must
be fed sufficiently well to end the sight of skinny individuals being transported long distances in speeding, swaying,
no-bedding trucks where animals are forced to lie on cold metal flooring for long travel journeys, or sweltering in
overheated metal trucks with inadequate ventilation.

16. The approach adopted must aim to lift minimum standards into regulation as far as possible, retaining minimum
standards to capture the widest possikle intent. The second approach therefore seems more comprehensive. Ask
yourself which you would prefer if you were a cow on her way to slaughter with a brutalised, untrained,
unsupervised stock-handler wielding an electric goad in charge of your remaining hours of life.

17. You could amend the codes by empathising fully with the farm animals instead of the humans who exploit and
kill them.

None of the codes is compatible with rodeos, circuses, many zoos, nor with greyhound and horse racing "sports"
where animals are routinely abused and killed for human entertainment and money.

18. The stakeholders with the most to lose are the animals, and too few humans are willing to really speak up for
them. Much animal cruelty is excused as being economically necessary in arder for humans to turn a profit. This
culture is ingrained in NZ society as the status quo. It's disgraceful. That people don't even know it's illegal to drown
an animal is extraordinary. And hunters using bows and arrows? Are animals' deaths by bullet too quick for their
tastes?

Colony cages for hens absolutely do not meet any proposed requirements for animal welfare. Layer hen stocking
densities proposed under 18 would make a can of sardines look spacious. Wholly unacceptable.

The companion animals proposals in section 22 should equally apply to horses, cattle, goats, donkeys, pigs, sheep,
deer as well as camelids. No-one should be permitted to keep an animal in solitary confinement.

Yours sincerely

Valerie Leppard
s 9(2)(@)
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From: Valerie Leppard $°@@

Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 9:10 a.m.

To: Animal Welfare Submissions

Subject: Animal regulations - Ministry of Primary Industries

Dear Sir/Madam

This is my submission on the regulations released for consultation in April 2016. Once again | note the unseemly
“rush” to close opportunities for feedback so this reply is in haste,

What | actually want is for you to conduct a full and thorough (not rushed) review of factory farming in New Zealand
as a whole, including in your review all the animals trapped indoors in permanent confinement. We should certainly
not be regulating any practices which breach NZ’'s own Animal Welfare Act since this is a clear and present signal to
all involved in animal industries to disregard the minimatl animal welfare standards we have in place already. We
should be looking into our future and creating a strong plan to ban all such breaches for ever.

| want you to remove the regulations you created for factory farmed animals, for example the ones allowing
farrowing crates for pigs and colony cages for hens. Then | want you to set a date to review these cruel practices
and all other factory farming practices.

Factory farming is abhorrent to most people, and New Zealand needs a quality strategy for phasing it out as soon as
possible. Conducting a factory farming review wiil send a clear message to everyone involved in this industry to
guide and inform their future investment, as well as giving everyone the opportunity to address this, the largest
animal welfare issue facing New Zealand.

As an extension of this review you will surely also wish to ban rodeos as cruel outdated animal-baiting
“entertainment” which has no place in the 21* century. The animals involved in rodeos will not “perform” until they
have been goaded and distressed by totally unacceptable means, for example use of electric prods and flank straps,
and inflicting rope burns, etc.

There is also the need for us as a nation to ban the use of all animals in circuses. There is ample evidence that these
animals suffer in captivity, cramped confinement and excessive transportation, so there should be no reason
whatsoever for us to allow that suffering to be continued for “entertainment” purposes.

Yours sincerely

Valerie Leppard
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From: Jacqueline Liebenberg $°@@
Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 6:20 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Review of factor farming

To the Ministry of Primary Industries,
This is my submission on the regulations released for consultation in April 2016.

| would like you to conduct a full and thorough review of factory farming as a whole, including all the animals
trapped indoors in permanent confinement. We should not be regulating practices that breach NZ's own Animaf
Weifare Act, we should be looking into the future and creating a plan to ban them.

Please remove the regulations you have created regarding factory farmed animals, such as the ones that relate to
farrowing crates and colony cages. Then set a date to review these and all other factory farming practices.

Factory farming is an abhorrent practice, and New Zealand needs a long term strategy for phasing it aut. A factory
farming review will send a message to industry to guide future investment, as well as give an opportunity to address
the largest animal welfare issue facing New Zealand.

I also ask that you consider the evidence that rodeos are cruel, and ban them. The animals will not perform if not
distressed hy a variety of means, such as the flank strap.

Finally, | would like to you to ban the use of exotic animals in circuses. There is ample evidence that these animals
suffer in captivity, and there is no reason to allow that suffering for entertainment purposes.

Thank you
Jacqueline Liebenberg
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From: Mark Dawson | 59@@
Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 5:53 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Animal Welfare Act

To the Ministry of Primary Industries,

This is my submission on the reguiations released for consultation in April 2016 regarding animat
welfare.

t would like you to conduct a full and thorough review of factory farming, including all animals trapped
indoors in permanent confinement. We should not be regulating practices that breach NZ’s own Animal
Welfare Act, we should be looking into the future and creating a plan to ban them.

Please remove the regulations you have created regarding factory farmed animals, such as the ones
that relate to farrowing crates and colony cages. Then set a date to review these and all other factory
farming practices.

Factory farming is an abhorrent practice, and New Zealand needs a long term strategy for phasing it out.
A factory farming review will send a message to industry to guide future investment, as well as give an
opportunity to address the largest animal welfare issue facing New Zealand.

| also ask that you consider the suggestion that aspecis of rodeos are cruel. The animals wili not
perform if not distressed by a variety of means, such as the flank strap.

Finally, | would like to you to ban the use of exotic animals in circuses. There is ample evidence that
these animals suffer in captivity, and there is no reason to allow that suffering for entertainment
purposes.

Sincerely

Mark Dawson

s 9(2)(a)

We are the largest civculating daily newspaper in the region. We boast a huge 32,000 readers daily
Monday to Saturday and animpressive 23,000 on a Wednesday in our free community paper-Wanganui
Midweek. Our circulation of the Wanganui Chronicle extends io South Taranaki, Rangitikei-Fielding,
Waimarino-Central plateau.
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From: 9@ and Shirley Wilshire s9@@
Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 5:51 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: cattle dehorning

Kia Ora

I'm a farmer. | appreciate and strive to give my animals a fair deal. | recognize it is hard to balance/mitigate financial
survival with the additional veterinary/animal welfare costs.

| would like to submit that: There needs to be more transparency and accountability for farm animal practices and
welfare, as the guidelines are not always followed. eg...

Dehorning of calves, even if performed within the legal boundaries, is frequently not successful and the horns re-
grow. As adult cattle, horns are often 'tidied up', with no anesthetic. This needs to be addressed. (The sounds
emitted from cattle during this process would horrify the meat eating world via social media.)

Farm Dogs
Accountability for housing and treatment is falling short. | observe this regularly.

This is the tip of the proverhial iceberg, but | doubt that you will read any more.
I strongly feel that the future of farming, "going forward" is to lead the world in animal welfare if we are to produce
animals with the scie purpose of being eaten up.

Yours sincerely,
Shirley Wilshire
s9(2)(a)
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From: Shirley $9@)@

Sent: Friday, 13 May 2016 9:15 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Factory farming

Kia Ora.

Factory farming should be banned.

Shirley Wilshire
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From: Stephen Andrews s9@)@

Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 5:42 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Animal Welfare Regulations

r—_-n-nmnnn__-umm“ummn—mmwmmmm“n—ma

To the Ministry of Primary Industries,
This is my submission on the regulations released for consultation in April 2016.

I'would like you to conduct a full and thorough review of factory farming as a whole, including
all the animals trapped indoors in permanent confinement. We should not be regulating
practices that breach NZ’s own Animal Welfare Act, we should be looking into the future and
creating a plan to ban them.

Please remove the regulations you have created regarding factory farmed animals, such as the
ones that relate to farrowing crates and colony cages. Then set a dafe fo review these and all
other factory farming practices.

Factory farming is an abhorrent practice, and New Zealand needs a long term strategy for
phasing it out. A factory farming review will send a message to industry to guide future
invesiment, as well as give an opportunity to address the largest animal welfare issue facing
New Zealand.

I also ask that you consider the evidence that rodeos are cruel, and ban them. The animals will
not perform if not distressed by a variely of means, such as the flank strap.

Finally, I would Iike to you to ban the use of exotic animals in circuses. There is ample evidence
that these animals suffer in captivity, and there is no reason to allow that suffering for
entertainment purposes.

2 Emm ema mmes pmm o gom emm Gemn wn Ged GRR SRS RO B W W Rea wem men st
W M e By sy M Gy My Mad  mowm  Sod bEw BOW BSR BSW GRS ow mmEW e e

Thank you,

Sent from Planet Earth
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From: Liz C-H s9@@

Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 5:33 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Animal Welfare Submission

To the Ministry of Primary Industries,
This is my submission on the regulations released for consultation in April 2016.

! wouild like you to conduct a full and thorough review of factory farming as a whole, including all the animals
trapped indoors in permanent confinement. We should not be reguiating practices that breach NZ's own Animal
Welfare Act, we should be looking into the future and creating a plan to ban them.

Piease remove the regulations you have created regarding factory farmed animals, such as the ones that relate
to farrowing crates and colony cages. Then set a date to review these and all other factory farming practices.

Factory farming is an abhorrent practice, and New Zealand needs a long term strategy for phasing it out. A
factory farming review will send a message to industry to guide future investment, as well as give an opportunity
to address the largest animal welfare issue facing New Zealand.

| also ask that you consider the evidence that rodeos are cruel, and ban them. The animals will not perform if
not distressed by a variety of means, such as the flank strap.

Finally, I would like to you to ban the use of exotic animals in circuses. There is ample evidence that these
animals suffer in captivity, and there is no reason fo allow that suffering for entertainment purposes.

Piease consider these issues, as they are of huge importance fo the future of our agriculture sector,

Elizabeth Fouhy
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From: Emma Darby $°@@

Sent: Maonday, 16 May 2016 5:23 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Please ban factory farming!

To the Ministry of Primary Industries,
This is imy submission on the regulations released for consultation in April 2016.

I would like you fo conduct a full and thorough review of factory farming as a whole, including all the animals
frapped indoors in permanent confinement. We should not be regulating practices that breach NZ's own Animal
Welfare Act, we should be looking into the future and creating a plan to ban them.

Please remove the regulations you have created regarding factory farmed animals, such as the ones that relate
to farrowing crates and colony cages. Then set a date fo review these and all other factory farming practices,

Factory farming is an abhorrent practice, and New Zealand needs a long term strategy for phasing it out. A
factory farming review will send a message to industry to guide future investment, as well as give an opportunity
to address the largest animal welfare issue facing New Zealand.

I also ask that you consider the evidence that rodeos are cruel, and ban them. The animals will not perform if
not distressed by a variety of means, such as the flank strap.

Finally, I would like to you to ban the use of exotic animals in circuses. There is ample evidence that these
animals suffer in captivity, and there is no reason to allow that suffering for eniertainment purposes.

Thank you,
Emma Darby
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From: Kelsey Hayward $9)@

Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 4:36 p.m.

To: Animal Welfare Submissions

Subject: Submission on Animal Welfare Regulations

To Whom It May Concern

I would like to make a submission regarding animal welfare.

It states on the submission page that New Zealand’s animal welfare systems are amongst the best in the world.

| would like to think that this is true. | would like to think that New Zealand, which apparently is a great, safe place to
live, has some of the best animal care regulations.

We were among the first countries to give women the vote, to legalize same sex marriages, to do things that other
countries frown upon.

We seem t¢ be above the game. We seem to understand that everyone is allowed a voice, and the right to personal
freedom.

So why does this not apply to our animals?

| know the majority of these new regulations are mainly focused around bobby calves after that horrendous video
footage was released.

Fair enough. The media apparently blew it out of proportion they say, however no one can deny it doesn’t happen
in some of our dairy farms.

That kind of torture needs to end —and end quickly. The people responsible clearly have nc compassion, and they
need to be dealt with — properly.

However in my rant today | would like to discuss dogs. Dogs dogs dogs. in Hamilton mainly, but{ am sure these
problems happen all over the country.

i live in Nawton, Hamilton. A great place to live if you enjoy seeing neglected dogs everywhere,

Dogs have ridiculous laws in NZ. The problem is there are no laws. Or no one seems to be upholding them.

Anyone is allowed a dog.

Anyone is allowed two dogs (in Hamilton. Not sure about other cities?)

However to own 3 or more dogs, THEN you need a permit, neighborly permissions, inspections, etc.

Why are these kind of rules only applied to 3 or more dogs?

Owning a dog is a huge responsibility. Too many people get dogs without thinking about the long term. Why aren’t
these kind of rules applied to anyone who wants a dog?

Not everyone should be allowed dogs. Just like not everyone should have children.

Call me horrible, but | do not stand by political correctness. | live in the real world. And where | live | see too many
dogs owned by people that should not own a dog. Or a pet, full stop.

I guess there is the problem of funding and lack of man power. Or a lack of caring.

MPI and the SPCA help each other, | am told. Is MPI aware that the Hamiiton SPCA is terribly run? They are
supposed to care for lost, injured, neglected dogs. What a joke.

I have lived in my house for nearly three years. | have found several strays. Come across several starving dogs.

My first call to the SPCA went something like this:

| found an injured dog whilst out at the local supermarket. It was late, and he was just roaming the streets, about to
get hit by a car.

The SPCA would not take him. They told me to take him back to where | found him and let him go. Right.
Fortunately, { did not take their advice. He was old and lost. I'm sure the next time | went to the supermarket and
saw his body lying on the road | would have felt great about that decision.

Instead, | took him home for the night, and went out of my way to find the owner. What would have happened if |
hadn’t of cared?

The second time, [ found a pair of dogs running in the streets. | caught one as it was a puppy, skinny, but friendly.
The second one was aggressive and limping.

The SPCA, lo and behold, did not want to know. They ended up in the pound. The puppy was put to sleep. The
second one was released back to its owners.



The third time, | called them to let them know of a skinny dog that was eating its leash. They went and looked at the
dog.

They called me afterwards. They agreed the dog was too skinny. The owner told them they were working dogs. They
said in that case, the dog is allowed to be skinny.

The fourth time, was ahout a chained dog next door. The owners regularly beat up the dog. It gets tormented by
kids. It got attacked by two other dogs.

The SPCA did not call in to check on this dog. They said they would. But they never bothered.

Which brings me to another point where New Zealand fails its dogs.

Chaining. If we really are a national that cares for its animals, why are dogs allowed to be chained up?

Dogs are social, intelligent creatures. No dog deserves that kind of life. It's not a life. It's a prison sentence.

The dog mentioned above is chained 24/7. No human interaction. She is highly aggressive. She barks all day long
because she has nothing else to do. She has no proper shelter (SPCA was informed of this).

She is purely a guard dog. When she misbehaves, she gets beaten up. But because they feed her, the SPCA will not
bother checking the welfare of this dog.

The rule is 15 minutes a day off the chain. What a ridiculous rule. One, it doesn’t happen, and two, 15 minutes in 24
hours?

Any sane, normal person should agree that this is cruel. What kind of a sad life these dogs have.

These poor, neglected creatures. Who will help them? | have tried. The SPCA, the pound, local rescues. No one
wants to do anything.

1 hate to think how many dogs in this country suffer this kind of life.

| have two dogs. They are my life and | therefore cannot understand some people.

| have thought about reaching out myself, to talk to these people, to make some suggestions.

Where I live though, my input would not be welcomed, and retaliation is a huge possibility.

So who then? When those who are supposed to help refuse?

Where are the laws that prevent this kind of mistreatment? Who writes the laws explaining the definition of
mistreatment, and who upholds the rules?

Well | came across the page that was asking for input. Here js mine.

In light of the constant dog attacks reported.
In light of what | see on a daily basis.
In light of what | constantly hear.

We need to do something.

Dogs should not be readily available to anybody.

Dogs should not be chained 24/7.

More education is needed on dog ownership and responsibilities.

We need to get serious. Nothing gets done. Nothing changes. The c¢ycle continues.
When will someone in a position that can actually make a serious change — actually make a change?

One thing is clear — nothing is changing currently. If anything, it all seems to he getting worse.
So what, as New Zealanders, one of the best in the world, are we going to do about it?

Thank you,
Kelsey Hayward






Out of Scope

From: Jo Macdonald 5°@@

Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 4:04 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: No cages and crates

From: SAFE <admin@safe.org.nz>
Reply-To: SAFE <admin@safe.org.nz>
Date: Friday, 13 May 2016 at 5:17 PM
To: Josephine Macdonald $9@@
Subject: One week to have your say!

To the Ministry of Primary Industries,
This is my submission on the regulations released for consultation in April 2016.

{ would like you to conduct a full and thorough review of factory farming as a whole,
including ali the animals trapped indoors in permanent confinement. We should not
be regulating practices that hreach NZ’s own Animal Welfare Act, we should be
looking into the future and creating a plan to ban them.

Please remove the regulations you have created regarding factory farmed animais,
such as the ones that relate fo farrowing crates and colony cages. Then set a date

to review these and all other factory farming practices.

Factory farming is an abhorrent practice, and New Zealand needs a long term
strategy for phasing it out. A factory farming review will send a message to industry
to guide future investment, as well as give an opportunity to address the largest
animal welfare issue facing New Zealand.

! also ask that you consider the evidence that rodeos are cruel, and ban them. The
animals will not perform if not distressed by a variety of means, such as the flank

strap.

Finally, | would like to you to ban the use of exotic animals in circuses. There s



I ample evidence that these animals suffer in captivity, and there is no reason to aflow

L that suffering for entertainment purposes.
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Thank you,
Jo Macdonald







()

- -
From: Robyn Fond | 592@

Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 4:11 p.m.

To: Animal Welfare Submissions

Subject: Respect and Welfare for ALL animals!t!!

To the Ministry of Primary Industries,
This is my submission on the reguiations released for consultation in April 2016.

I would like you to conduct a full and thorough review of factory farming as a whole, including all the
animals trapped indoors in permanent confinement. We should not be reguiating practices that breach

NZ's own Animal Welfare Act, we should he looking into the future and creating a plan to ban them.

Please remove the regulations you have created regarding factory farmed animals, such as the ones that
relate to farrowing crates and colony cages. Then set a date to review these and ali other factory farming

practices.
Factory farming is an abhorrent practice, and New Zealand needs a long term strategy for phasing it out.
A factory farming review will send a message to industry to guide future investment, as well as give an

opportunity to address the largest animal welfare issuse facing New Zealand.

! also ask that you consider the evidence that rodeos are cruel, and ban them. The animals will not

perform if not distressed by a variety of means, such as the flank strap.

Finally, | would like to you to ban the use of exotic animals in circuses. There is ample evidence that

these animals suffer in captivity, and there is no reason to allow that suffering for entertainment purposes.

Thank you,
Robyn Fond
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From: The Harts Online s°@@
Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 3:53 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Submission Opposing Factory Farming

To the Ministry of Primary Industries,
This is my submission on the regulations released for consultation in April 2016.

I would like you to conduct a full and thorough review of factory farming as a whole, inciuding all the animals
trapped indoors in permanent confinement. We should not be regulating practices that breach NZ's own Animal
Welfare Act, we should be looking into the future and creating a plan to ban them.

Flease remove the regulations you have created regarding factory farmed animals, such as the ones that relate
to farrowing crates and colony cages. Then set a date to review these and all other factory farming practices.

Factory farming is an abhorrent practice, and New Zealand needs a long term strategy for phasing it out. A
factory farming review will send a message to industry to guide future investment, as well as give an opportunity
to address the largest animal welfare issue facing New Zealand.

| also ask that you consider the evidence that rodeos are cruel, and ban them. The animals will not perform if
not distressed by a variety of means, stich as the flank strap.

Finally, 1 wouid like fo you to ban the use of exotic animals in circuses, There is ample evidence that these
animals suffer in captivity, and there is no reason fo allow that suffering for entertainment purposes.

Regards,
Karen Hart
s9(2)(@)
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From: Michael Wauters s92)@)
Sent: Menday, 16 May 2016 3:39 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: My Submission

To the Ministry of Primary Industries,
This is my submission on the regulations refeased for consuitation in April 2016.

I would like you to conduct a full and thorough review of factory farming as a whole, including all the animals
trapped indoors in permanent confinement. We shouid not be regulating practices that breach NZ’s own Animal
Welfare Act, we shouid be looking into the future and creating a plan to ban them.

Please remove the regulations you have created regarding factory farmed animals, such as the ones that relate
fo farrowing crates and colony cages. Then set a date to review these and all other factory farming practices.

Factory farming is an abhorrent practice, and New Zealand needs a long term strategy for phasing it out. A
factory farming review will send a message to industry to guide future investment, as well as give an opportunity
to address the largest animal welfare issue facing New Zealand.

! also ask that you consider the evidence that rodeos are cruel, and ban them. The animals will not perform if
not distressed by a variety of means, such as the flank strap.

Finally, I would like to you fo ban the use of exotic animals in circuses. There is ample evidence that these
animals suffer in captivity, and there is no reason to allow that suffering for entertainment pumoses.

Regards,

Michael Wauters
s 9(2)(a)
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From: Ursula Edgington s2@@
Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 3:23 p.m.
To: Animal Welfare Submissions
Subject: Submission on Animal Welfare Regulations

With regard to the above, I would like to highlight the following:

The proposals do not include wild-animals - and the concern for humane treatment should not be solely
limited to animals considered broadly as 'cattle’, 'pets’. There is no logic to this. I firmly believe that
deliberate harming and/or inhumane killing of ANY animal - whether defined as wild or other - should be
prohibited under the NZ laws - as in other developed countries.

With regard to other issues mentioned in the proposals:

5. Dogs — Injuries from collars or tethers. :

Proposal: Use of a collar, and/or a tether, must not cause cuts, abrasions, swelling, restrict breathing or
panting.

Dogs suffer in NZ because it is an odd but accepted cultural norm to have dogs tethered outside a
house 24/7. This is totally unnecessary for any residential property in the 21st century when modern alarm
systems and CCTV could be used for security purposes. Dogs are social animals and should NOT be locked
outside and alone without access to human or animal contact. It is inhumane and NZ law needs to begin to
change the outdated, cruel practice. See the the charity cdanz.org for details of this horrific behaviour and its
effects on the dogs.

also:

9. Dogs on moving vehicles on public roads must be secured in a way that prevents them from falling off,
except for working dogs which may be unsecured on a vehicle while working. All living animals need to be
securely and safely transported. Clearly, tethering them to the back of an open-top ute is NOT acceptable ~
either for the humane treatment of the dog - or for the safety of others around the vehicle when it has come
to a stop. This practice is again out-dated from agricultural practices and needs to be banned outright.

Thank you for reading my submission
Regards

Dr

Ursula
Edgington
s 9(2)(a)

Independent Writer and Researcher
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Regards

with the docked tall, or dogs that have had dew claws removed. No documentation or
reports from vets re infection, pain, this should be researched
Dew claws and tail banding are done to prevent injury when a large working dog gets older,
the treatments as a few day old pup is significantly less then what a dog will need to go
through as an injury, we have on the farm, in the bush, our dogs help protect the property
and round up sheep and cattle.
Research states banding is not painful on 204 day old pups Diesch et al 2007 theres a need
for updated research in New Zealand
Diesh et al 2009 EEG study in rates shows no pain activity when tails are clamped, should
same studies be funded for puppies?
Vets base pain on surgery docking not on banding method NOONAN ET AL 1996 B
Vets dock surgically when it was legal with thelr governing body for years, some still would if
they were allowed. As it's a personal choice even for a vet if given the opportunity.
Research shows injuries increase on tails once tail banding is banned Strejfet 1992. Have
we any opposing research in New Zeaiand?
Working dogs suffer for having a tail in certain situations Limbar tail see steiss 1999 in
water when swimming tail damage in adult dogs mercer 1992 peek 1995
Research has shown that older dogs with tail damage have

o Significant pain
Expensive surgery
Problematic for good recovery
Leads to amputation
Delayed healing
Owner unable to afford vet bilis

o Dogs more readily get euthanized
Lee et al 2004 noted more health concerns for breeds that have traditionally been docked
There’s a big risk of breeders who want docked tails, who may breed for shorter tails,
stumpy tails, bob tails, all these are added genetic faults which could harm our dog breeds
further.The same is already occurring in sheep!
NAWAC has suggested more research into tail banding and its effects, unfortunately this has
not been done.

O 0O o O O

if docking is banned has research been conducted into the increase of bob tails and spina
bifida? Have there been an increase of these genetic faults, as more breeders overseas are
stating that they have natural bob tail lines, will docking cause an increase of this in New
Zealand? Breeding genetic abnormalities is potentially very concerning if docking is banned..
Aa a dog breeder and farmer this is also a case of good animal husbandry and freedom of
choice, if dogs are effected how will the regulations affect me in the future when banding or
castrating my sheep, the same concerns can be expressed, so changes with the canine
legislation will have a massive impact throughout the dog and possibly the farming
community.

The research details are on the National Animal Welfare Advisory Committee report into
tail banding

lan Geddes-Cook
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From: Luzelle Cockburn s9@@

Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 3:18 p.m.

To: Animal Welfare Submissions

Subject: Submission on Animal Welfare Regulations
Attachments: MPI Prong Colar Ban (2).pdf

Reply from Luzelle Cockburn from Solution KS
s 9(2)(a)



TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

Regarding the proposal to ban prong collars

Reply by Luzelle Cockburn dog trainer and business owner at Solution K9 based in New Plymouth,
Taranaki. 59)@)

Argument highlights for the use of prong collars:

1. Safety - for fine built women or disabled persons with muscular or large dogs that can easily drag
them into the road or cause shoulder injuries, being able to safely and humanely use a prong
collar will prevent accidents, enable the dog to get walks and reduce ACC shouider claims.

2. Asatrainer, | like to use prong collars to teach a dog to respect a flat collar through leash pressure.
| use the tool suited to the dog, but find especially that dogs that are used to pulling benefit from
learning with a prong, and this leads on from point number one. A prong collar makes it clear that
| am applying the pressure, and | can use as little pressure as necessary yet only as much as
needed. | don't have to guess or fiddle with dials.

3. Ihave used a prong collar to help one of my own dogs: {this dog does not believe she will get the
toy back after giving it up, so the prong is used slightly just to get her to release the toy so that she
can see that she will get it back) https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2vD0Q3VWf7Y (note the
assistant in the video, was previously against the use of prong collars. She works as a dog groomer.
However seeing the fair and humane use of a collar correctly applied changed her mind. Question:
Notice how small the correction was on a prong collar... how hard would a correction have had to
be on a different collar? Could such a hard correction cause damage through long term use?).

Long argument

As a dog trainer, | want to use the most humane method to train a dog. | want the best results for the
dog, so | want something that will cause the least harm and give the best results. | am well versed in
using force free training methods as weli as corrective training methods. [ strive to use the correct
method for the correct dog.

| want to prevent injuries to the dog and the owner. Safety is my main concern as a dog trainer and so |
choose the use of each too! or method carefully. | have requested information from MP1 regarding
collar injuries and ACC regarding injuries related to walking dogs. | would appreciate if this could be
included for your consideration when the information comes through.

It is also important to note that the DOG determines what is aversive. As a dog trainer, | like to have a
range of options available so | can choose the correct tool for the dog. As an example of this, | taught
one of my dogs to step barking, simply by picking her up - this solution is not one that will work for most
dogs, yet it worked better than any other method | had tried (including a citronella spray collar)

Abuse causes lasting damage and injury. All of the below tools are useful for the correct dog and in the
correct appiication and circumstances, yet all of them can be used to abuse a dog:



» Check chain - corrections can cause trauma to the neck.

s Halti - corrections can cause trauma to the neck.

s Front clip harness - restricts movement so use is questionable especially as a running aide.

s Electric collar - the dog may not associate the correction is from the handler, depending on the
purpose of training, this can either be a positive or negative. Long term wear can cause
pressure sores.

* Prong collar - Long term wear can cause pressure sores.

In my experience, people who want to abuse dogs will do so no matter which tool they use.

A German study comparing choke chains/slip chains to prong collars/pinch collars found the foliowing (I
cannot find the reference to the original study, so although the findings are relevant, the merits of this
information needs to be taken at the reader's discretion):

e 100 dogs were in the study. 50 used choke and 50 used prong.

s The dogs were studied for their entire lives. As dogs died, autopsies were performed.

¢ Of the 50 which had chokes, 48 had injuries to the neck, trachea, or back. 2 of those were
determined to be genetic. The other 46 were caused by trauma.

¢ Of the 50 which had prongs, 2 had injuries in the neck area, 1 was determined to be genetic. 1
was caused by trauma.

When talking to a European trainer, we discussed the Swiss laws banning training tools. The trainer
explained that banning tools didn't result in more humane training. Trainers picked sticks and hit their
dogs instead.

When dealing with a miss-matched dog and handler team where the owner is not strong enough to
control the dog, we need to have tools available to the owner to be able to walk that dog. Often the
dog was sourced as a puppy and the owner hadn't taught the dog loose leash walking from a young age.
Removing people's options to help them to cope with their dog's difficult behaviour is not the answer.

| have recommended a prong collar to only one client. That client could not take her staffy cross for a
walk without getting dragged around. She now no longer requires the tool. | have taught all my own
dogs to respond to leash pressure with the use of prong collars. At ages 3 and 5 my dogs do not even
need flat collars or leashes. | feel that it was a very useful and humane way to teach them and as | tend
to have stronger willed, more difficult dogs, as | also breed puppies for the military, I'd like to continue
using this tool.

When | first got.into dogs, | was against the use of Prong and Electronic collars due to the propaganda |
was exposed to. However, as a student of dog training, | decided to try these tools myself. | believed
the propaganda that corrections made dogs aggressive (I learned better when | had a dog that started
challenging me after | raised her positive onlyl}. | actually found them to be beneficial for some dogs.

As a trainer now, | recognise that not every dog needs training aides. However, some dogs do. Should
we ban these dogs? NO! Where would the police and military source their pups from if these dogs are
hanned? They have a place in society. They are great dogs to own! And they are safe in the right hands.



But | would not place them with positive only/force free trainers. In my opinion and from my own
experience, that is a recipe for disaster.

Prong collars are not in widespread use. Most people are already believing the propaganda against
corrective tools. We could argue that that is part of the reason there is a rise in dog bites, however, |
digress. | feel there is very little danger of people resorting to abuse by using prong collars (especially as
toots are only worn for training). | have only met one other person in the whole of Taranaki who uses
them (and she uses them humanely also)! There is no reason to ban the use of prong collars under
experienced supervision or training.

| know of at least two dogs that were put to sleep because their owners were too permissive. The goa!
of a training tool is to ensure dogs live long, happy, stable, lives as well mannered pets.

Tools do not abuse dogs, humans do. It is up to dog trainers to educate clients on safe, effective and
humane use of tools.

! do not want to see tools in widespread circulation as | feel dog owners require education before using
any tool. However, | do not want to see any tool banned either, Every dog and owner team is different.
As a dog trainer, 1want to be able to use the tool best suited to the dog.

I think the current status of the prong collar is sufficient.
For further consideration:

http://www.labadoption.org/info/file ?file=17128.pdf

Kind regards

Luzelle Cockburn

Dog Trainer Solution K9
5s9(2)(@)
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From: Graham Cliff s90@

Sent: Monday, 16 May 2016 3:15 p.m.

To: Animal Welfare Submissions

Subject: Proposed Animal Welfare Regulations {(Care & Conduct and Surgical & Painful

Procedures)

I wish to make a submission in this matter.

Name: Dr Graham Cliff, B.A.; M.Sc.; M.B., B.S.

Status: Private citizen

s92)@)

I not not wish to appear to speak to this submission.

My submission comprises general comments only; the specifics (and minutiae) of the
proposed revision to regulations are, in my opinion, best left to veterinarians and
others with appropriate expertise.

L

2.

3.

4.,

Under all circumstances, it is essential, for humane reasons, to ensure that any
animal be kept under conditions which approximate the most closely possible to
those of its natural, free environment. This would mean a cessation of "factory
farming", as exemplified most egregiously by battery egg production, but also
by colony cages for hens, or farrow crates for sows; the economic advantages
of such inhumane practice cannot, in a society that likes to consider itself
civilised, be allowed to outweigh the ethical imperative to do whatever possibie
to minimise the suffering of animals in captivity.

The timeline for phasing out these inhumane practices should be brief; delaying
tactics by the food producers and others would be inevitable.

All entertainment activities that exploit the presence of animals should be
banned; this would include, in particular, circuses, rodeos, and various parades,
pageants and other sundry 'social’ events. The rationale of this prohibition lies
in the fact that none of this animal participation is in keeping with the animals'
natural environment and/or behaviour. The exploitation of animals in rodeos,
for example, is no more acceptable than the former practices of bear-baiting or
cock fighting; it is no defence to argue that the animals "don't suffer" because
that stance fails to address the artificiality of the created entertainment
environment (it also makes scme huge assumptions about the participant
animals' states of mind).

The use of animals in scientific or medical experimentation must be kept to an
absolute minimum, and monitored with the closest scrutiny. In these times of
tissue culture and computer-generated modelling, the mutilation and/or

1



sacrifice of animals is far less necessary than it was, and the onus for justifying
such intervention should be tightly imposed on the proposer(s).

. It is my opinion that New Zealand could, were it so motivated, lead the world in
the humane treatment of its animals, right across the board. We owe it to
ourselves to aspire to this goal, for both ethical and pragmatic reasons; the
time for delay and excuses has passed.

Graham CIiff

16 May 2016





