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PROPOSED ANIMAL WELFARE (DOGS) CODE OF WELFARE

Dear <<Your MP’s Name>>

On 17th September 2007 the National Animal Welfare Advisory Committee (NAWAC) released for public submission its proposed Code of Welfare (Dogs). This proposed Code intends to ban the docking of dogs’ tails in Section 8.12.3 – Tail Docking.  My concern in particular, relates to the method used by this quasi Government Committee, to bring about this ban through a deceitful and underhanded method.

You will be aware that recently the Government Administration Committee considered the proposed Animal Welfare (Restriction on Docking of Dogs’ Tails) Bill.  Presumably after considering the submissions, the Committee recommended to The House on 16th August 2007, that Members should vote against the Bill.  The Bill was subsequently withdrawn and discharged on 21st August 2007.  

This Parliamentary process is open and clear and has dealt thoroughly with the issue of the docking of dogs’ tails (not just once but twice, the first time in 1999). There is no new scientific evidence that proves this procedure is cruel or painful – only anecdotal evidence.  The “scientific” evidence that is available only relates to animals of a different species and of a different physiological developmental state than dogs. Indeed, the only “New” scientific study is currently undergoing peer review and has yet to be released. Australian research scientists now have evidence demonstrating that tail banding is not associated with pain or distress. This study finally offers conclusive proof that the removal of dogs’ tails by the banding method at the appropriate age (under 5 days of age) causes no significant pain to the puppy and is not cruel, which negates the substantive argument of the NZVA and SPCA.

How then, is it possible that NAWAC can circumvent this trusted governmental procedure and attempt to introduce a ban on the docking of dogs’ tails through a system that sees NAWAC as autocratic and omnipotent! All submissions are reviewed by NAWAC themselves, with little or no compulsion for them to consider the opinions of breeders of traditionally docked breeds (who are the experts) and make changes to reflect this opinion. Indeed, the Chairman of NAWAC made the statement on national Radio on 17th September 2007, that the committee is opposed to the docking of dog’s tails. This is indicative of the committee having already made its final decision on the issue.  This is not an impartial method of policy-making or submission reviewing!

While I intend to make a formal submission to Ministry of Agriculture, I would respectfully ask that you raise the matter with the Minister of Agriculture and also query NAWAC on what information they have obtained since 16th August 2007 that might make the decision of the House invalid.

Can you please advise if this is a valid matter to be raised (at this point in time) with the Regulation Review Select Committee, who will be charged with reviewing the procedures followed by NAWAC in the development of this proposed Code?

Yours faithfully

Signature
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