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O 9. NAWAC website 
NAWAC’s webpage is currently part of MPI’s site, and for several years NAWAC has held concerns 
regarding the visibility of animal welfare and NAWAC. MPI’s new Director-General, Ray Smith, has 
instructed MPI to create separate websites for NAWAC and NAEAC. 
There was discussion about the format and address of NAWAC’s website. Agreed for MPI Secretariat 
to work with MPI to organise details. The website would likely begin with a copy of available information 
and build from there.  
NAWAC requested an update, and ideally to view and approve a draft version of the site, at their 
August meeting.  
Action: MPI to update NAWAC regarding an independent website in August 2019. 

 
O 10. Annual report 
The draft annual report had been circulated and was taken as read. It was noted that some 
subcommittees still needed to add information. 
Requested that further comments are sent to  
  
O 11. Vertebrate Toxic Agents review 
NAWAC has been provided with documents discussed at the 77th Agricultural Compounds and 
Veterinary Medicines Advisory Council (AVMAC) meeting.  
In particular, AVMAC are looking at the use of inhibitors (products that reduce methane production from 
rumens); a review of VTAs including brodifacoum; and advertising of antibiotics. 
The Agricultural Compounds and Veterinary Medicines group routinely considers animal welfare in its 
deliberations. It is proposed that G Verkerk writes to MPI to ask to be involved in consultation regarding 
the use of inhibitors, and that the ACVM team should update NAWAC on the proposal to review 
brodifacoum. 
NAWAC has effectively set the position that if something is less humane than a product that has 
already been approved, it should not be approved. This is an opportunity to review that position. 
Action: G Verkerk to write to MPI to ask to be involved in consultation regarding the use of inhibitors. 

Action: Add brodifacoum update as an agenda item for August meeting. 

 

O 12. Painful husbandry procedures code of welfare  
 explained that changes will be required to codes of welfare due to the Surgical and Painful 

Procedures regulations. As for the 2018 regulations, consequential amendments will be made to codes 
of welfare. This time, the Painful Husbandry Procedures code will need the most updates.  
MPI’s advice has been that consequential amendments to codes of welfare made by regulations don’t 
need public consultation, as they have been consulted on already.  

 is reviewing code to establish the specific changes needed. 
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There are several options available, but note that the Painful Husbandry Procedures code of welfare 
does not cover all of the procedures that the regulations will. It may be that NAWAC wishes to keep the 
first two ‘principles’ minimum standards and associated advice; and remove specific procedure 
standards, in favour of referring to regulations. 
It was noted that NAWAC is under judicial review for making minor amendments to codes of welfare. 
It was agreed that regulations subcommittee would look at the codes. R Palmer happy to help with this 
work as well. 
 

O 13. Mātauranga Māori 
G Shackell summarised memo 37/19. 
NAEAC would like to continue with the joint meeting. MPI had asked for an objective, which is proposed 
to be: To improve committee members understanding of mātauranga Māori. 
Regarding the meeting place, NAEAC would like to meet on a marae; particularly an urban marae to 
begin with, e.g. Pipitea marae.  
A list of speakers has been put forward. 
NAWAC agreed to continue with the workshop. 

 discussed the role of mātauranga Māori in the next Animal Welfare Strategy for New Zealand. 
  
PRESENTATIONS AND UPDATES  
O 14. Compliance 

 gave NAWAC an update on compliance statistics.  
NAWAC noted concerns around apparent double-up of categories – e.g. why is ‘feed issue’ and ‘low 
BCS’ under separate categories? 

 noted the recent report from Otago University reviewing New Zealand’s animal welfare 
enforcement system. Comparing complaints against prosecutions is considered to be a little blunt, as 
Compliance considers that there are many potential steps to change behaviour before prosecution, 
such as infringement and directions.  
NAWAC asked where the money goes from infringements. It goes back into the Crown. Point raised 
that while animals are the victims, the money has no mechanism to help the victims. Asked for ballpark 
figure of how much is raised. Suggested that there have been 250 or so completed ones, and they are 
approx. $500 each. 
NAWAC discussed issue of backrub and internal bruising not being used as evidence. Is there scope 
for regulation to be reviewed?  
Action – Align  future consideration of standards list to NAWAC’s code review process. 

NAWAC asked whether verification vets are only at export plants?  Explained that circuit vets also do 
non-export plants. This is performance-based verification, they are not there every day. 
Action –  to upload compliance presentation to Workspace. 
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O 15. Safeguarding 
 updated NAWAC on the Safeguarding our Animals, Safeguarding our Reputation programme. 

In particular,  is raising awareness of back rub. Photos and statistics were shared with NAWAC. 
Backrub may look like a small injury from the outside, but internally it can create extensive bruising. The 
term for more severe cases should be significant spinal injury. A large proportion of infringements so far 
are for backrub. 
Next week, the Farm to Processor Animal Welfare Forum and Chief Executive’s Animal Welfare Forum 
are meeting. The major agenda item for the Chief Executive’s Forum is to prioritise and agree 
resourcing for the initiatives that came from workshop in August last year (i.e. the animal welfare 
framework). One priority was to manage poor performers in farming e.g. by early intervention and 
sharing information. 
Another priority was to review the current application of the codes of welfare. Some people thought that 
meant reviewing the standards themselves. However, the nine groups looking at codes of welfare are 
actually identifying whether the sector is achieving minimum standards. If not, why not? What can they 
do to achieve that? Along the way, gaps will be identified and passed to NAWAC, but the focus of the 
work will be on what industries are doing to meet minimum standards and how can they improve. 
Another priority was to review the “Animal Welfare in New Zealand” document and turn it into an annual 
report document, including the Research, Testing and Teaching statistics and industry input. This idea 
was supported by NAWAC. 
NAWAC asked if they should expect a document from the Chief Executives? Not necessarily, as the 
Forum is being encouraged to think of application of the codes at this stage. 
  

O 16. Policy 
MPI is planning further formal consultation in 2019 on new/substantially changed proposals to do with 
Surgical and Painful Procedures. 
Currently seeking Cabinet permission to release discussion document, hoping approval is imminent. 
There is a hard deadline of 9 May 2020 so MPI would start consultation as soon as that approval 
comes in. Likely to be 6 weeks of consultation over June/July. 
If there are any comments about the regulations, please email them to G Shackell. 
 
O 17. Dog breeding 

 (DogsNZ) presented to NAWAC. They presented their progress 
against the recommendations in the 2017 NAWAC Opinion document on animal welfare issues 
associated with selective breeding. In particular DogsNZ discussed: 

• The overall structure and function of DogsNZ. 
• The establishment of a brachycephalic working group alongside the existing Canine Health & 

Welfare Committee. They regularly refer to the 2017 Opinion to gauge progress. 
• The difference between an inherited disorder (comparatively easier to test for and deal with) 

vs. conformational problems (caused by many factors, harder to measure). 
• Working with Massey University to import a chamber that can measure respiratory function. 

Working with NZVA on many of their initiatives. 
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• Updating the breeder code of ethics (in particular, to make it mandatory). Updating the 
Bulldog Breed Standard by August 2019. 

• Educating on the term “fit for function” – noting that for many breeds, their original function is 
no longer relevant in a modern environment. 

• The Litter Registration Limitation scheme, currently in place for Labrador retrievers, and due 
to be implemented for Rottweilers. Pugs are also in the early consultation stages. The scheme 
requires breeders to undertake genetic and health testing for their dogs, and the results are 
kept in a database and printed on the pedigree certificate. 

Following the presentation there was some discussion on the limits to DogsNZ work, in that while there 
has been excellent progress, only a minority of breeders in New Zealand are part of DogsNZ. There 
was discussion on educating buyers to buy puppies from registered breeders.  

 (Bulldog Club Combined Taskforce) then presented to NAWAC. Materials including a 
PowerPoint presentation, breed information and copies of the British and French Bulldog Health 
Scheme were circulated to Committee members. In particular the Bulldog Club Combined Taskforce 
discussed: 

• The history and recent rising popularity of the French bulldog, which has led to problems in 
terms of poor quality breeders cashing in on a trend. 

• The importance of good breeders to animal welfare, for example in terms of being able to 
provide support to dog owners for the entire lifetime of the dog. 

• The development of a health testing scheme which breeders can voluntarily take to their 
veterinarians. Dogs can attain a ‘bronze’, ‘silver’, ‘gold’ or ‘platinum’ level based on test results. 
Tests cover nostril grading, heart, lungs, breathing problems, hips and spines.  

• The development of educational resources for the public and for breeders. The public are 
educated to buy puppies from high-quality dogs and breeders. 

Following the presentation there was discussion on the way that the Bulldog Club Taskforce and 
DogsNZ work together, and whether the bulldog breeds would join the Litter Registration Limitation 
scheme in the future. It was noted that joining the scheme is a voluntary process triggered by the breed 
community itself, and that is why there is groundwork being done within the community first. 
 
G Verkerk thanked all groups for their ongoing work and their time in presenting to the Committee. 
  
O 18. MPI Chief Science Advisor  
MPI’s Chief Science Advisor, John Roche, spoke to NAWAC about his role and MPI’s overall science 
strategy. He also discussed current animal welfare issues, including the ‘social license to operate’ of 
the dairy industry, and new technology that can help improve this (e.g. ways to keep calves on the 
cows for longer). 
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