it is well known that Waste Management and Carter Holt Harvey successfully
chalienged the levy which was guashed in February 206 in the High Court. This result
also had the consequence that Christchurch City was forced 1o repay levies
collected under their bylaw and was no longer able to collect ievies which were
used to fund local waste minimisation efforts,

The 2007 Tax Review?® was also supportive of iccal eco-charges, stating that:
Where.... Environmental concerns are highty localised, as they cumrently appear fo
be in New Zealand, measures such as carefully designed eco-charges applied ot
the local level represent potentially sound policy.

The tax review, perhaps influenced the MFE's decision e halt work on a natienat
iandfilt levy in 2002, but MFE gave little support for the Northern Sector Group's
attempts to intfroduce alocal levy in lieu of non —action at the national level.

The financial implications of the High Court ruling that quashed the proposed waste

levy by-law was so significant for councils that considerabie pressure was placed on
the then lccal government Minister Mark Burton to acl. The minister ried fo comfort

LGNNI metro sector that the local Government reform bill would address the problem
of the financial implications of the high court decision.

Unforiunately he was unaware that the MFE had already advised against Waitakere
City Council's submission on the Local Government reform bill to amend the
arnbiguities in the act giving councils the power fo levy.

The challenge for stakeholders was to reach agreement on waste levy design that
would dliow the Minster to find the legislative vehicle to deliver it. The Green’s Wasle
Bl may not have passed ifs first reading had the High Court decision and
subsequent ministerial involvement not occurred.

23 Adwvocating for Product Slewardship

Waitakere City Councit has also supported investigations into the effects of voluntary
efforts by industry on junk mail volumes and a report by Envision’ outlining ¢ model
for the re-infroduction of refundable deposits on beverage containers in New
Zeatand which was aiso supported by 10 other councils.

4, Implieations for Wallakere Uity of the Wasts Bili
it s probabie that the SOP will be accepted or changed at least in parl by the fime
it Is passed. Key implications for Council foliow:

+ The long owaited landfill levy is sure to be adopted, with 50% available for
local authorities. These funds are not likely 1o be automatically available. They
will most likely be aliocated on a contestable basis and largely Tor new
initiatives. 1t is unlikely that levy funds will be available for existing activities -
which could result in polential impacts on Rates.

6 McLeod ef oli,, 2001
7 The incentive 1o Recycle, Envision New Zealand, 2007
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e The Waste Advisory Boarg will most likely be established. 1t will be serviced by
the MFE gs the onginal working party was intended but wili have direct
access fo the Minister for the Environment. The main implication for Council of
the proposed Waste Advisory Board, is that as an independent veice it has
the polential fo ensure a better balance between the needs of indusiry and
community expectations.

s Product waste will receive more atfenfion with the expectation that industry
will be required to take more respensibility for end of life disposat and
associated costs of the products they put into the market. There are
provisions for both voluniary and mandatory product stewardship schemes to
be accredited. The public will be alble fo have input into which prodiscts
make the priority list for required product stewardship schemes. Rowever,
Council must maintain vigilance against more years of lip service to product
stewardship. Unless there is strong leadership form the MFE, product
stewardship programmes might iurch on in their curent form with indusiry
influence prevailing over that of Local auihorities and other stakehoiders.

» Councilis will be required to prepare Waste Management Plans and there is
scope for two or more councils to prepare joint Waoste Management Plans

» A definition of waste is to be included. Consistent with WCC's court of Appeai
case and submissions on the bilf, the implication of any definition of waste is
that Councils will need to review their bylaws to ensure consistency with the
new legislation.

4, The Role of Envirommental {5roups

A number of environmental groups including Friends of the Earth, Greenpeace,
Forest and Bird , ECO WWF, etc. have advocated for many years for action on
waste -=most calling particularly for action on packaging waste. The CRN
[Community Recycling Network) an association of community businesses has aiso
recently formed. Because many of its members are recycling operators, the CRN has
a sound understanding of waste issues and logistics and have used their new
platform te promote progressive waste policies at the local and also the national
level.

But others, such as KNZB {Keep New Zedland Beauiiful} and Zero Waste New
Iealand have put lithe effort info fighting for real change — a reflection perhaps of a
desire not to offend existing or potential funding sources. Zero Waste New Zealand
has come out at different times both agcainst and in favour of CDL and KNZB, since
adopting CDL by an overwhelming majority at their September 07 AGM, has foiled
to announce i publficly. It is notable that corporate members of KNZB such as British
American Tobacco, Wrigleys and the Glass Packaging forum were among the
minotity that voted against the remit. it is also notable that corporate member,
Coca Cola withdrew their sponsorship of the KNZB newsietter shorlly after the AGM.
The latest newsietier no fonger bears Coca Cola's insignia.
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Iy 2003, the New Zeciand Business Councll for Sustainable Development published o
report on the benefits of economic Instruments for motivating sustainaole behaviour®
which siated, The great promise of incentive-based approaches is thal they can
help to reconcile conflicting objeclives, by making it easier fa achieve off of them.
This is because; while incentive based policies are firm about the desired oufcome,
they are flexible about how to get there.

However, in spite of these comments, the NZBCSD has allowed itseif to become a
tool for the beverage and packaging industries who are lobbying againsi the
potential infroduction of CDL {Container Deposit Legisiation) by conducing ¢
ShapeNZ? poll into CDL with questions framed in such away as to achieve the result
they wanted - that the public of New Zealand give a "thumbs” down to CDL. Given
that NZBCSD member, Coca Cola fights wortdwide against policies such as CDL that
hoid them resporsible for their waste products, this is not surprising. But it refiects
badly o the impartiality and professionalism of the New Zealand Business Council
for Sustainable Development.

5. The Holes of the New FZealand Packaging Coundil and the Packaging
Accord

Any discussion on New Zealand's waste strategies since af least as far back as the

mid 99's would be incomplete if if didn’t refer to the New Zecland Packaging

Council's exceptlional success at avoiding responsibility for the waste their members
collectively put into the New 7ediand waste stream.

i The Farkaring A w a Hripr Hisiory

8 NZBCSD, 2003
? Reported on the NZBCSD website www.nzbesd.org.nz 10 July 2007
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The reward for the Packaging Council for achieving virtually nothing in terms of the
packaging waste reguction that the pubiic have so consistently called for, has been
considercble financial support from and & porticularly close relationship to the MFE,
he only agency charged with the responsibifity for holding them to at least some
account for the waste burden they impose on communities around the country.

Some things the NI Packaging Council has done very well. Advocating for the
inferests of it's members through PR, Media relecases, lobioying politicians, councils,
education kits extolling the virtues of packaging, attending conferences, issuing
awards and declaring in public forums that packaging is such a small percentage of
the waste stream that we would be better worrying about other more important
issues. All this while funded by the New Zedland Government fo act as he
“Secretariat” 1o the New Zealand Packaging Accord Governing Body.

it would be remiss fo ignore the achievements of the Glass Packaging Forum —a
voluntary initiative which levies glass producers and imporiers to create a fund to
support uses for glass. However Morgan Williams, former Pafliamentary Cornmnissioner
for the Environment, issued a caution' as to the potential longevily of the glass levy
without legisiative back up, because of the potential for large glass producers to
withdrow in the future, thus altering the competitiveness of remaining participants.
Additionaily, it would be inefficient and costly to set up different product
stewardship programmes for each commodily fype when under a sweeping
product stewardship programme such as CDIL. ol commeodities wouid ke included.

it is not just the author who claims that the first Packaging Accord failed fo achieve
any recl outcome, but the also the MFE themselves who admitted in the 2002 New
Zediand Waste Strategy} that under the first Accord, ... the tolal guantity of
packaging waste has increased”.

Although informative it s puzziing, as o why the MFE, having stated that packaging
waste had increased under the first Voluntary Packaging Accord, negotiated a
second - with no independent evaluation of the first. it is cise a waming to be
vigilant when the current Packaging Accord expires in 2009.

This relationship with the MFE continues to bear fruit for the New Zedland Packaging
Council with rumours of a third Pockaging Accord being proposed and preliminary
discussions aiready taking place beiween the packaging industry and the MFE.
These negetiations seem to have been occuting even as the Select Commitiee hos
sat receiving submissions from organisafions who af their own expense and in good
faith where putting their cases for change.

It is unclear at this point if the Select Committee has been aware of these discussions
for a third voiuntary Packaging Accord. Regardiess, early investigations indicate thot

0 Changing Behaviour, Economic instruments in the Management of Waste, Pardiameniary
Commissioner for the Environment, 2006
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submitiers with an oifermnative view to that of the packaging industry stakeholders
and the MFE were not invited o participats in these discussions.

1 is reveating to note that in their submission 1o the Select Commitiee of October
31st 2007, the New Zeciand Packaging Council sought to eliminaie the voice of the
puiic in setling priority products under new product stewardship legisiation in the
waste bill with the following recommendations™

e On enaciment of the SOP, publish in the Gazette g list of recognised
voluntary product stewardship schemes and grant those schemes amnesty
from the priority product list and regulation {as laid out in clouse 192 of the
SCP) for the duration of those schemes.

e Remove ‘public concern’ from the definition of a priority product tc give
industry confidence that sound science and economic and environmentai
benefit wilt be the only criteria, not unfounded public fears.

In the view of the author, these recommendations amouni fo an attempt by the NI
Packaging Council to bypass and undermine the democratic processes and
undermine the efforts of many other stakehoiders who are not around the table
during the current negotialions with MFE,

& The Hole of the Minisiry foo the Environment

Any analysis of the period between the release of the 2002 New Zealand Waste
Sirategy and the expected adoption of the Waste Bill by Partiament in 2008, must
axamine the central role that the Ministry for the Environment has played. When
comparing the progress of New Zeaiand and South Australia and the cause of New
Zealand's lack of progress the questions must inevitably be asked:

¢  Why has it taken so long for New Zealand to intfroduce best practice policies
including econeomic instruments for managing waste that communities have
been calling for over a decade®

« Whatinfluences have caused this delay?

¢ Has the Ministry worked in the best interests of the environment and
communities around New Zedland who have iong awaited change, or for
some reason has it held up change? Or has the MFE become foe close 1o the
waste producing industries and their lobbyists whose goat is to resist change®

It is ifficult to answer these questions definitively because althcugh there is much
anecdotal evidence of the Ministry's go-slow approach to change and preference
for the viewpoint of industry over that of communities who are forced to clecn up
their waste, there s liffte hard evidence.

1 Submission by the NI Packaging Council to the Select Committee on Local Govemment
and the Environment, on the Supplementary Order Paper to the Waste Minimisation Bit.
Recommendations, 1.7 to 1.8. Page 4 and 4.
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However there is some evidence 1o af legst hint at a histerical culture of resistance 1o
change within the Ministry leading Aght up to the present. Some exampies since
1999 follow:

e Undermining of the Labour Government's commitment to the “modest iandfill
levy” promised in their 1999 manifesto.

» Renaming The Waste Reduction Working Parly, the Waste Management and
Minimisation Working Parly, thus subtly redirecting its emphasis to favour
waste management over waste reduction.

« Unilaterally disbanding the Waste Management and Minimisation Working
Party, well before it had carried out much of the waork it was originally
intended for.

¢« Terminaling in 2002 all work on the iandfill levy in spite of overwhelming
industry, communily and political support during sulbbmissions on the NI Waste
Strategy.

e Ignoring requests for information by the Pariamentary Commissioner for the
Environment'?, such that he had to resort to using his powers under the
Environment Act 1986, stating that "l regref having fo foke such a formal
approach to seeking information from your feam:; the first fime in my eight
years as commissioner.”

« Advising the Parliomentary Commissioner for the Environment that, “neither
economic instruments nor regulation would be infroduced by the Ministry 1o
manage waste unless industry wanied these policy fools to be used”. A
Herald article by Brian Fallow'?, perhaps summed up the wider sentiment and
frustration at the time by saying; “if fhis is the Ministry’s position. It sounds too
good to be frue from industry's point of view".

e« Conducting non-fransparent closed shop negotictions with different players in
such o way that has undermined the good intenlions and work of submitiers
on the New Iedland Waste Strategy ond the current Waste Bill. In the author’s
view such closed shop negotiations with siakeholders such as the Packaging
Council could breach standing orders, given that the Ministry have formally
fold at least one local authority that “the appropriate channel now for
getting information to the Select Committee is to send it to the Cierk of
Committee, Peter Hoare as the Ministry is bound by procedures that do not
atfow us fo engage with stakeholders without the permission of the
committee.”

+ Negotiated o second Packaging Accord between the Government and the
New Zealand Packaging Councit without evaluating the performance of the
first Accord. This in spite of MFE stating (in the NZ Waste Strateqy) that under
the first Accord, ... the total quantity of packaging waste has increased”.

2 The Pariamentary Commissioner for the Environment, Morgan Williams requested the
information for his repord, Sticks and Carrots, tabied in Padicment in July 2006.

'3 Rubbish Drive Lacks Bottle, N7 Herald, July 13 2006
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¢ Allempt by a Senior MFE staff member to discourage a key persen not 16 join
¢ study tour to South Australia to investigate Container Deposit System.

¢ Recent comments ot a Select Committee that couid be interpreted os an
attempt to persuade a submitter (the outhor) o avoid crificism of the rninistry.

e Declined to investigate CDL [Container Deposit Legislation) or provided the
Select Committee with any analysis of its advaniages in spife of o large
number of sulbmissions in favour of this form of product stewardship for
recycling beverage containers

7. Conclusions and Recommendations:

75 Oppeortunities Presented by the Waste Bill for Councll

The leadership provided by adoption by Govemment of the Waste Minimisation and
Resource Recovery Bill should have a significant positive cutcomes for Coundcil. it will

favour proactive attitudes within the MFE and within lccal authorities and community
groups whe have again the potential to work logether for a common cause.

The revised Waste Bill presents significant opportunities for Waitakere City Councit.
These include:

« A greater emphasis on waste reduction af source and resource recovery
« Funding for new initiatives from the waste ievy,

« Ability to recommend priority products for required product stewardship
schemes

e Abitity to work with industry fo encourage accredited voluntary product
stewardship schemes that will in turn create more efficient businesses.

» ADility to create joint waste management plans with other TLAs

« The benefits of the independent Waste Advisory Board including o polential
role on the Board

¢ A clear definition of waste and better information required from operators of
waste facilities

There are aiso risks to Councit. Firstly in regard 1o the Levy, it will not be known unti
the final reading in Pariament of the Bill that the agreed position struck between
Government, Local Authority and Waste Industry Stakenolders in 2004, that Councils
will receive back at least 50% of the tandfill funds to suppeort locai waste minimisation
inifiatives will be retained. Councils will be financially disadvantaged if they only
receive funding for new as opposed to the agreed position of being able to fund
current waste minimization initiatives.
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Astated eadier Councll must maintain vigilaonce against moers years of o service 1o
product stewardship. Only strong leadership frem the Government will ensure that
products of high public concerm reach the pricdly list and are dealt with
aperopriately indusiry wide with no free loaders.

There is the risk that industry influence will prevail over that of Local authorities ana
other stakeholders in all matters relating to the new wasie environment, once the bill
is passed. Council’s voice will help ensure that there is o fair balonce between
potentially conflicting interests

Finally there is a risk that a 3rd Voluntary Packaging Accord is signed without Local
Authority Stakeholder participation. Again Council’s voice will be critical to ensuring
that wider range of stakehgolders are at the table during negotiations and in the
management of any cutcome.

7.2, Thme toexamine and change the Unlture of the BIFE

Significant amounts of fime and money have been wasted by Waitakere City and
other Councils since the release of the New Zealand Waste Strategy in 2002, Whilst
this reports places much of the blame for this lack of progress on the MFE, there are
no doubl many commitied and caopable staff who want to make things happen
and a ot of good work is being camied out by the Minisiry in many other areqs and
even in the waste areq. However the purpose of the commentary in this report is 1o
draw attention fo the negative aspects of the Ministry culture that need righting and
unless this occurs similar problems are likely to arise again in the future.

There is sufficient evidence to support the claim that the MFE has favoured indusiry
stakehclders over and above local authorities and varicus community organisafions
since the refease of the 2002 New Zecland Waste Strategy, right up to the present
fime. The cost has been oo great not to expect change.

The MFE must closely examine its culture with the agim of aligning it more with the
needs and expectations of the wider community and the environment. This will
involve careful engagement and consuliation with a wider range of stakeholder
groups - possibly through a stakeholder engagement group.

7.8, The need {0 separate the MNZ Packaging Counctl and Packaging
Accord Secretarviat roles
Itis clear that an industry group such as the New Zeatand Packaging Councit have
quite different interests and drivers to that of the wider community. The Packaging
Council is focused on a safe business environment for its members who generate the
packaging waste, whilst the wider community has a strong desire to significantly
reduce packaging waste, even if it might impact to some degree on the business of
some Packaging Council members.

As chwQys competing interests must be balanced, but as long as the NI Packaging
Councit acls as the Secretariat for the Packaging Accord Governing Council, the
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needs of the wider community will continue as they have for over 10 years. o come
second to ihose of indusiry stakeholders. This is clearly evidenced by the aifempt by
the NZ Packaging Councii i their submission to the Select Committee, to remove
"sublic concemn’™ from the definition of a priority product.

The New Zedlond Packaging Accord Structure and the makeup of its Governing
Board sheuld be reviewed and redesigned to meet the desire of the past
Governments and presumably the present one and the public for authentic action
on regucing packaging waste.

It would be o fravesty of justice and an abandonment of the principles of
democracy if a 3¢ Voluntary packaging Accord was negotiated out of the full view
of the public and without a full and fair independent examination of the alfernatives
such as Contoiner Deposit Legistation.

Regardless, Packaging and in particular beverage Packaging Waste is a waste type
of high public concern and such significant quantities, that it should become a
priority waste.

Simply put it is time fo put the Accord under the spotlight, to independently audit it's
performance and ensure that any agreement with Government in future is not
captured by narrowly focused commercial interests.
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Appendices

 From the Labour Party’s 1999 manifesto

A Waste Reduction Working Pary
Labour will:

Establish a New Zealand Waste Reduction Working Party, funded by a modest levy, to he
collected by the owners of all landfills, and serviced by the Ministry for the Environment,

This body wiil comprise representatives from the Ministry for the Environment, regional and
territorial focal government, industry, environmentai groups, specialist groups, Maari interests and

the community.

The Landfill Levy will be phased in over the same timeframe as the shift to full cost recovery on

waste.

The Waorking Party will implement the principies, timetables and targets of Labour’s
policy. it wilt fund relevant research, promote waste technology transfer, examine
overseqs projects and frends fund investigations into industrial waste reducton,
Establish voluntary targets for waste reduction with industry groups, analyse waste
markets and employment opportunities, advise government and local government
on how best to promate reduction, re-use and recycling, and monitor changes to

the size and composition of the waste stream.

The working party will work with Cleaner Production functions within Industry New
fealand to ensure that waste minimisation is an integral part of the overali industry
strategy. Waste minimisation represents an economic opportunity; waste production

is often economically inefficient.

8 Sputh Australia's Waste Strategy 2005 - 2010

South Australia‘s first State-wide waste strategy was been reieased in 2004. The strategy aimed to
ensure a heaithy environment for South Australians into the future.

State and Local Government agencies, the waste management industry, business and the
community where involved in heiping Zero Waste SA to develop the waste strategy and guide the

way in which waste Is managed in South Austraiia.
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The strateoy established waste reduction geals and targets for South Australia and set out a range

of strategies and steps to achieve these goais and targets.

The five year strategy focused on five key objectives:

« Foster sustainable behaviour - simpiy providing information will not influence people to
recycie or re-use material or resources in a sustainable way.

» Less waste - achieving substantially less waste going to landfill in South Australia means
that materials must be redirected towards more beneficial uses.

» Effective systems - South Australia needs to establish, maintain and increase the
capacity of recycling systems and re-processing infrastructure in metropolitan and regional
areas.

« Effective policy instruments - economic, regulatory and other policy measures must be
introduced to give the necessary traction in the market place to encourage avoidance,
reduction re-use and recycling of waste.

« Successful cooperation - targets of this and future strategies will only be reached with
the successful cooperation of a range of stakeholders.

The Strategy also set key material and recycling targets for each waste stream.

# The Greens Waste Bill
The original Greens waste bill aimed 1o set in place the following:

1.4 YWaste Minintisatfion Autherily

This would have an educational and facilitation role and provide advice to the
Minister. It would set and monitor targets for reducing the amount of wastfe to
tandfills, cleanfills and incinerators, approve and monitor Extended Producer
Responsibility programmes and administer the iandfill levy.

3, Washe Costrnf Apthorities

Temitorial authorities would constitute, either individudlly or joinlly, Waste Conirol
Authorities. They are empowered 1o enforce requirements of this Bill through bylaw-
making and Ecensing provisions.

3. Hems of watevinls fo londfill

Phased in bans will be intfroduced for materials which can be recovered, but only
where systems already exist, diverting them from waste disposal facilities and using
them more productively.

AT w2 F e
i, Edfes‘?é{,@ﬁ{ )

The Bill creates alevy on every tonne of waste that is sent for disposal. The func
generated would be split 50/50 between locat Waste Controf Authorilies and the
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naticnal Waste Minimisation Authority ond could only be used for waste minimisation
DUTDOSES.

A Extended Peoducer Respossibility

Extended producer responsibility programmes will be required for certain producis.
These require the producer of the product to toke responsibility for the product
throughout ifs lifecycle, from design through to the product’s end-of-ife.

fi. Organisndional Waste Miwhimization plass

Alt organisations will adopt and implement Waste Minimisation plans to faciitate o
decregse in the amount of waste they produce. This requirement is phased in over ¢
10-year period.

V. Publc procurepwent poiiciey

Public organisations would be required to give prionty to purchasing products and
services that elther decrease waste generation or support markeds for recycied
materials.
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AGENDA REPORT “AY

Submission to

Local Government and Environment
Select Committee

on the

Dog Control Amendment Bill (No. 2)
from Waitakere City Council
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INTRODUCTION

1. Waitakere City Council appreciates the opportunity to comment on the
Dog Controt Amendment Bili (No. 2}, {referred to as "the Bill").

2. Waitakere City Council supports the tenor of submissions made by
Local Government New Zealand (referred to as "LGNZ").

3. These submissions are made in general support of those made by
LGNZ.

KEY POINTS

Scope of this Submission

4, This submission addresses issues relating to clauses 4 - 7 of the Bill.

5. Waitakere City intends to make a submission on the wider issues raised
in the discussion paper issued by the Department of Internai Affairs
relating to improving pubiic safety under the Dog Control Act 1996.

Clauses 4 and 6 {amend sections 10 and 78(1) of the principal Act): Provides the
Government with flexibifity to prescribe dog control matters for councils to consider
and address

8. While Waitakere City supports seeking ways to improve dog control and
public safety around dogs the City supports LGNZ's centention that the
proposed amendments to sections 10 and 78(1) appear to be
inconsistent with the intent of the principal Act to enable and promote
local decision-making by local communities on methods to achieve
appropriate dog control outcomes. An appropriate response to a dog
control issue might be quite different in an urban environment to that of

wholly rural environment.

7. Waitakere City agrees with LGNZ that while regulations may provide
Government with flexibility and greater ease of administration, they are
unlikely to result in the rigorous and informed community debate that an
amendment to the Act can attract.




10.

11,

Waitakere City agrees with LGNZ that territorial authorities have
responsihilities to enforce the dog control legislation and as such, are
well placed to provide analysis and comment on the practicalities and
likely effects of proposals to improve dog control. Waitakere City is
well-versed in issues and solutions affecting its local communities.

Additional reguiations will have practical implications for locai
government. Waitakere City agrees with LGNZ that if the amendments
to sections 10 and 78(1) are adopted it is vital that experienced local
government practitioners and agencies and other sector groups are
consulted as part of the regulation making process.

Waitakere City supports LGNZ's submission that an additional
requirement for the Minister to consuit with local government be set out
in section 78 of the principat Act. This requirement would be consistent
with the proposed new sections 78A (2) and (3) (refer Clause 7} which
relate to consultation and matters to be taken into account by the
Minister when considering adding a breed or type of dog to Schedule 4.

Such a requirement wouid also set a clear intention in the legislation
that the responsible Minister must have regard to the views of local
government in the development of regulations which impact on councils
and their communities. Waitakere City supports the wording of
additiona! clauses suggested by LGNZ (based on wording proposed in
sections 78A(2) and (3)) as foliows:

“Before making a recommendation for the purposes of section
78(1)(ab), the Minister must consuit and sesk advice from
representatives of local government, animal welfare organisations,
dog clubs, and veterinary organisations that the Minister considers
gpproptiate.

For the purposes of making a recommendation under section
78(1)(ab), the Minister may also
(a) consulf any other person or organisation that he or she
thinks refevant; and
(b) seek advice on, and have regard fo, any other matter he or
she thinks relevant”.
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Clause 5 (amends section 33E of the principal Act): Provides for mandatory neuiering
for dogs classified as mehacing according to Schedule 4

12.

13.

Waitakere City considers it appropriate to have mandatory neutering for
dogs classified as menacing according te Schedule 4 of the Dog Control
Act (i.e. due to breed or type). This amendment will resuitina
consistent approach across the country. However, it does n ot go far

enough.

Surplus dogs largely come from indiscriminate breeding of unruly dogs
irrespective of breed or breed cross and the off-spring are often
predestined to follow the traits and environment of their parents unless
they are correctly socialised and kept in a responsible manner, it follows
that the wider the powers to enforce mandatory neutering the greater
the potential of reducing the popuiation of ill-kept dogs. There is no
greater a reasan for neutering specific breeds as there is for other dogs
classified as menacing. Waitakere City therefore submits that where a
dog is classified as menacing for any reason (sections 33A or 33C)
neutering should be mandatory.

Clause 7 (substitutes a new section 78A in the principal Act): Simplifies the process
of adding a breed or type of dog to Schedule 4

14,

13.

Waitakere City agrees with LGNZ that careful consideration is needed
before amendments are made to Schedule 4 by reguiation without the
scrutiny that goes with the select commitiee process. In addition to
information on the breed(s) in guestion, the practicalities of adding a
breed fo the Schedule and the impact of doing so on the regulatory
agencies responsible for enforcing dog control regulations, also need to
be taken into account. Without adequate consuitation there remains the
risk that dogs will be arbitrarily added to the schedule on the basis of ili-
informed media reponts, as a capricious response ta emotive public
reaction to a particular reported incident, or based on unsupported data.

While Waitakere City supports retaining the requirement on the Minister
to consult with local government and other agencies on amendments to
Schedule 4, the City supports LGNZ's submission that an additional
requirement, a new section 78(2){b)(vi) also be included, namely to

A

seek advice on ~



Conclusion

16.

17.

18.

19.

5

‘the practicaifties of fisting the breed in Schedule 4 and the impact of
doing so on reguiatory agencies responsible for dog controfl”.

Waitakere City supports the concern of LGNZ that the proposed
amendments to sections 10 and 78(1), to enable Government to
prescribe by regulation matters for councils to consider and address in
their policies on dogs, appear to be inconsistent with the intent of the
principal Act to enable and promete local decision-making by focai
comimunities on methods to achieve appropriate dog control cutcomes.

Territorial authorities, as enforcers of the dog cantrol legistation, are well
placed to provide analysis and comment on proposals to improve dog
control. Waitakere City is well-versed in the issues affecting its local
communities. If the amendments to sections 10 and 78(1) are adopted,
Waitakere City considers it vital that experienced local government
practitioners and agencies are consulted as part of the regulation
making process. Waitakere City agrees with LGNZ that that a
requirement to consult with local government be included in section 78
of the principal Act.

Waitakere City agrees that mandatory neutering of degs classified as
menacing in accordance with Scheduie 4 is appropriate but does not go
far enough. Where the Minister is considering an amendment to the
Schedule, Waitakere City agrees with LGNZ that there should be an
additional reguirement to seek advice on the practicalities of listing a
breed in Schedule 4 and the impact of doing s0 on regulatory agencies
respensible for dog control. Waitakere City Council further submits that
mandatory neutering shouid be extended to dogs classified under
section 33A.

Waitakere City does not wish 1o be heard in support of its submission.

e
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Policoy Opticns

Ootion 1t include Additional Breeds in Schadule 4 of the Dog Controt Aot
Qi1 What additional breeds of dog should be added to Schedule 4 of the Dog Control Act?

Name of breed Waitakere City Councif does not propose that additiona! breeds
should be added to the Schedule for the reasons stated in Q
1.2 below,
Name of breed Reason
Name of breed Reason
Name of breed Reason
Q1.2 What shouid be the basis for identifying which breeds should be included in Scheduls 4?

This question stated cannot be answered with any certainty.

Waitakere City Council does not believe that adding further breeds to the Schedule will get to the root cause of
dangerous dogs. Media descriptions of dogs reported to have attacked are unreliable and in many instances
erroneous, The bread or breed mix referred to as pit-bull is the target of media interest whenever there s a reported
dog attack and yet, stafistically that breed mix is under-represented in recent dog attack reports.

ACC statistics show that breeds or mixes of prohibited breeds and types are not the cause of most dog bite reports.
The Dog Control Officers Institute reports that 73% of all dog bites ars not reported to Territorial Authorities because
the victim is the dog owner or is a member of the dog owner's family.

Enforcing breed specific laws against the owners of otherwise well-socialised dogs that show no propensity for
unacceptable behaviour diverts Territorial Authority resources away from the real threats to society from dogs not from
the named breeds but nonstheless exhibiting aggressive behaviour,

Option 20 Destruction of Dogs Classilied as Dangerous

Q21 De you thinlk the current controls imposed on dangerous dogs are sufficient to control such dogs?




Q22

¢hen a person is charged with an offence of being the owner of 2 dog that has attacked a person or animai the dog
must be held in custody pending the outcome of the Judge's decision in the criminal court, unless the Territorial
Authority considers the dog is not a threat to public safety. The Judge must issue 2 dastruction erder, unless there iz a
compeling reason to the contrary,

While it is open to & Judge to discharge a defendant, the Judge can still make a destruction order for the dog if the
Judge is satisfied that the dog commited an attack even in the absence of a conviction, However, the Court hearing on
whether or not there will be a destruction order cannot be separated from the hearing of the criminal charges against
the offender.

Common detays in the Court process can mean that the Territorial Authority is holding a dog for up to a year when
there is a defended hearing. That imposes on the Territorial Authority an obligation to keep the dog in custody with ait
the risks invelved to kennel staff in dealing with a dangerous dog. A dangerous dog confined for that period of time
without proper socialisation inevifably becomes more dangerous. Further, it s not uncommon for such dogs fo be
stolen from the dog shelter before the case is dealf with by the Court.

There are grounds for introducing a new power for the Court to make an enforcement order based on the Animal
Welfare Act 1999 (section 144} which enables a District Court to make an enforcement order where there has been a
contravention of the Animal Wekare Act.

With appropriate modifications the enforcement order process, which is heard by the District Court in its civil
jurisdiction, would enable a Territorial Authority to fife a written application with supporting affidavits and a Judge
could issue a destruction order. Usually that can be done on the papers without a court hearing. There is provision in
the Animal Weifare Act for a femporary enforcement order without notice which must be determined within 3 months
otherwise the enforcement order becomes permanant. Alternatively the Court can proceed on an application with
notice, In either event the civif process is quicker by far than the criminal process.

This process would greatly enhance the ability of a Territorial Authority to remove a dangerous dog from society
expeditiously.

Aze the behaviours that determine whether a dog is dangerous appropriaie as a measure of the risk the dog poses to society?

YES
Fenson

The only current statutory ground for detemining that a dog is dangerous is that "aggressive behaviour by the dog on
one or more ocgasions” is grounds for believing it constitutes a threat to public safety.

Behaviours that indicate a risk that the dog is a real threat to society are based on a number of factors. Breed alone is
not a determinant in itself but may be a contributing factor along with other sociatisation and environmental issues. The
reason why a person wants a dog and how the dog is maintained are important signposts on the road to aggression. A
potentially dangerous dog is most Hkely to be a large unneutered male, owned by a macho male who is keepingitas a
status symbol or a guard dog, the dog is kept mostly on a chain, and is encouraged or trained to be aggressive. Such
dogs will often not fit the criferia of the prehibited breeds as this dog is a type rather than a breed.

Kistorically, these dogs have been derived from Alsatians, Dobermans, Rottweilers, and now Pit-Bulls. in the fufure it
couid move to crosses with Mastiffs, Bull Mastiffs, or American Bull Dogs.

Does the list of behaviours need to be changed?
YES

If yes, what would you propose?

No list of behaviours was included in the discussion paper. Nonetheless, determining whether or not 2 dog is
dangerous is largely based on past behaviour, both of the dog and its owner. Assessment based on future behaviour is
subjective but there are recognised tests. Waitakere City Animal Welfare section carries out temperament testing of
dogs based on generally accepted criteria used in Australia, the US and the UK, There is no national standard in New
Zealand. it would be helpfut if the Department of Internal Affairs were fo facilitate national guidelines on temperament
testing in consultation with animal behaviourists and dog control / animal welfare professionals. However, this is not
an issue that should be resolved by leglisation.

Au




Q23

Uption &

Q31

Q3.2

Opton &

Q44

Ba you suppari or oppose the mandatory destruction of alt dogs classified as dangerous?

OPPOSE
Ransan

Any dog which the territorial authority has, on the basis of sworn evidence attesting to aggressive behaviour by the
dog on One or more occasions, reasonable grounds to believe constitutes a threat to the safety of persons etc. may be
s0 classified. There need not be any evidence that the dog has atiacked. The only real effect of the ciassification is that
a dangerous dog must be muzzied while in public.

To leay from muzzling to mandatory destruction would be seen by the public as draconian and would lessen public
cooperation if a sworn statement automatically led to destruction. Further, there doss not need to be an attack invoived
when determing whether or not a dog is dangerous. It might be that the dog has simply exhibited aggressive
behaviour. Each case needs fo be assessed on its merits.

There will be grounds for the destruction of a dangerous dog where there is clear evidence that it has attacked. The
proposal in @.2 above offers an alternative approach that ensures that dangerous dogs are quickly deakt with but
justice is stili seen to be done,

moreass the Controls on Dogs Classified sz Menacing fo the Lavel of Controls for Dogs Clausified
as Dangeraus

Do you think the current obiigations on owners of dogs classified as menacing are sufficient?
YES

Heason

The classification of a menacing dog is usually restricted to one that has not attacked or, if it has bitten, the injury is
ntinor. Nonetheless, a Territorial Authority wishing to ensure that further problems are limited by requiring that the dog
he muzzled in public will classify it as menacing. In minor cases where a classification is not indicated a dog control
cfficer may choose to issue a murzle warning based on section 62. While thers is no statutory basis for a muzzie
warning it is bringing fo the aftention of the owner that there is a liability for allowing a dog known to the owner to be
dangerous, to be at large without 2 muzzle.

Do you support or oppose elevating the ievel of controf on dogs classified as menacing to the fevel of conirof on dogs classified
as dangerous?

OPPOSE
Rezon

The difference between a dangerous dog and a menacing dog is that there must be swom evidenice in support and the
grounds for considering that the dog is menacing are less in that there need not necessarily be evidence of aggressive
behaviour. There simply needs fo be grounds for believing that the dog may be a threat.

The effect of a menacing dog classification is to restrict the activity of the dog by muzziing it while in public but also to
give the owner 2 second chance fo improve the dog's behaviour. There are no grounds for narrowing the difference
hetween menacing and dangerous,

#Mandatory Neutering of Dogs Classified sz Menacing under Secdion 334
Should dogs ciassified as menacing under section 33A of the Dog Centro! Act aiso be required to be neutered?
YES

Surplus dogs largely come from indlscriminate breeding of unruly dogs irrespective of breed or breed cross and the
off-spring are often predestined to follow the fraits and environment of their parents uniess they are correctly
socialised and kept in a responsibie manner. It follows that the wider the powers to enforce mandatory neutering the
greater the potential of reducing the population of ill-kept dogs. There is no greater a reason for neutering specific

Alle




Ogtian &

Q5.1

Q.5.2A

Q.5.28

Q5.3

breeds as there is for other dogs classified a5 menacing. Waitakere City therefore submits that whereadog is
ciassified as menacing for any reason {sections 33A or 33C) neutering should be mandatory. However, the discretion to
require mandatory neutering of dogs ciassified by breed should be a matter It to the discretion of each Territorial
Authority.

Owner Licensing
Do you suppaort owner licensing?
YES

How would it improve safety arourid dogs?

Dog Owner Licensing enables responsible dog owners to gain recognition for responsible dog ownership and that sets
them apart from casual dog ownership.

Dog Owner Licensing needs to be a siatus that is attained through responsible behaviour and knowledge of the proper
care and contrat of degs. Dog owner education should strive towards that. Although a Territorial Authority can set
lower fees for regponsible dog owners {section 37(2)(e)) there is no national standard for current responsible dog
owner licansing. Yet dog owners expect to be able to transfer the right to a lower fee 2s the holder of a Responsibie
Dog Owner's Certificate when they move from one district to another even though the standards may be quite different.
Waitakere City would support the principle of a national standard for Dog Owner Licensing.

H you answerad YES to Q.5.1, should alf owners be licensed?

POREEON

White there may be grounds for alf dog owners to be licensed, implementation and enforcemant would be onerous and
costly. The implications of mandatory Owner Licensing is that 2 person would need to gain a icence before being able
to register a dog. Most dogs are obtained, not after iong and careful consideration, but on a spur of the moment,
Mandatory Owner Licensing would see more dogs kept unregisterad and enforcement of current dog control measures
would be made more difficult.

Or

Should Hcensing be fargeted in some way?
YES

If yes, on what hasis?

Voluntary licensing should be targeted towards responsible people who achieve a standard of care and are then
rewarded by substantially discounted registration fees, as they are now, based on nationally agreed standards.

Should dog breeders be licensed?

YES
Fenyon

The over-population of dogs is created by those who breed dogs indiscriminately. Breeders falf into two broad
categories - those who breed cominerciaily and those who have unspeyed bitches that produce unwanted litters of
pups. Both contribute to the over-population of unwanted dogs. There are grounds to support licensing of both types
of dog breeder - commercial breeders ~ which will aliow Dog Controf Officers to carry out regalar inspections and
maintain a standard under which breeder dogs are kept — and indiscriminate breeders - who inevitably will not bother
to be licensed, can be controllad hy other powers through mandatory speying of their bitches and thus reduce the
patential for unwanted pups.

Ak



854

Qss

Optlon &

Qe

Q6.2

Q6.3

Q64

Cntion T

Qi

Should the ficence adminisfration be carried out by individual councils or by a central authority?

- SELECT -

Fegsn

This is ot 2 YESINO question. Waitakere City Council submits that license administration shouid be administered by
individual councils, but to standards established by national guidelines. The creation of a national authority {o the

current mix of territorial authorities would create an unnecessary layer of administration and can be adequately carried
out by Territorial Authorities,

How shouid owner licensing be funded?

The Department of nterna) Aftairs has a role in funding national standards and training packs. However, there should
be an element of user-pays through a dog owner licence fee.

Gountils May Reguire Proof of Breed
Do you suppart or oppose this approach?
OPPOSE

o .
Pt

Identification of breeds is subjective. There is no accurate criteria that can be used to identify any breed. Science is no
help and DNA is not an opfion, Veterinarians are no more expert in identifying a breed or a cross breed than anyone
eise experienced in dogs. Even Kennel Club judges are not experts in identifying every breed. dentification of mixed
breeds is even more uncertain. While Dog Control Officers and SPCA officers are more expert than most in identifying a
cross-breed it is still subjective, e.g. last year the SPCA identified a dog as a pit buH because it kad a red nose when it
was a pure bred Hungarian Vissler.

It what circumstances would it be appropriate for councils to requie evidence of breed, or to delermine the breed of a dog if no
evidence is produced?

With the quaiification to the answer fo Q1 6,1 above — further evidence would be appropriate where it is believed that
the dog may falf into the definition of prohibited breeds or types. i will be of litfle use in identifying cross breads,

Would a broader threshold for breed and type classification of a Schedule 4 breed or type of dog, such as “significantly” or
“noficeably”, enable councils to improve public safety around dogs?

NQ

Fr g

The term "noticeably”, which means "easily seen”, is no more valid than "significantly” and depends on a subjective
iudgement,

Can you suggest alternafive ways of resolving difficulties in identifying a dog’s breed?
No

Probationary Owners to Surrender Dogs Classified a3 Dangerous or Misnasing
Should owners who have been placed an probation retain responsibility for dogs classified as dangerous or menacing?
YES

Alr?



Cption &
Q8.1

Q82

Optien %
Q94

Q9.2

Razson

The intent of this question is not clear and seems to contradict the heading. 1 is assumed that & is asking whether
probationary owners should retain possession of dangerous or menacing dogs, and by implication, should there be a
mechanism for removing dangerous or menacing dogs from probationary owners. Waitakere City considers that this
could be achieved through an enforcement order suggested in Q 2.1 above,

oresss Dog Dontainmend Slanderd
Should dog owners' responsibiiities for ensuring the security of their dogs be made clearer and maore explicit?
YES

M s o,
HEEL

This is not an issue for legisiation but for education. And there needs to be national standards that Territorial
Authorities can refer to. In a muiti-city region like Auckiand, where residents move from city to city, they become
cenfused by the lack of common standards between adjoining cities.

Should the standard for containment of dogs be increased?

NO
Hoani

This question is not clear as there are no national standards. The National Animal Weifare Advisory Committee
{NAWAC) (administered by MAF) is at the public consultation stage of issuing a Code of Welfare for Dogs. Any
discussion on national standards should include NAWAC so that any national standards being considered by the
Department of Internal Affairs is consistent with the Code of Welfare for Dogs.

Round Up & Faster Destruction of Unregistersd Dogs
Should councils be required o round up unegistered dogs?
NO

e
BEETON

This implies that there are packs of unregistered dogs roaming the streets uncoatrolled. While this might be the case in
some remote rural areas it is not the case in Waitakere City, Where there is a dog or group of dogs found in a public
place existing powers to impound are adequate without a legisiative requirement requiring territorial authorities to act
in a certain way. Waitakere City is well-versed in issues and solutions affecting local communities.

Should councils be able i destroy unclaimed, unregistered dogs in iess than seven days?

NC
Fangli

Seven days is a reasonable time in which to claim an impounded dog. Any shorter would be seen by the dog owning
public as draconion. Caring Territorial Authorities will extend that period at their own discretion on a case-by-case
basis. There is no valid reason for the period to be reduced with one exception. There is provision in section 138 of the
Animal Welfare Act 1899 for the destruction of dogs in a pound where they are in a continual state of suifaring and
destruction is orderad by a veterinarian or an animal weifare inspector.

While a dog not wearing a collar with a registration disc is deemed not to be registered many registered dogs are
impounded without their collar for a variety of reasons. Until microchipping is mandatory for all dogs there is a high
risk that registered dogs may be destroyed before their owners have had a reasonable chance to locate them.

Not ali impoundings are the fault of the owner. it is not uncommon for an owner who has been on holiday to claim a
dog that has besn left in the care of another person. A shorter impounding period would be be unjust in such
situations, particularly if a loved pet was destroyed before the owner had a reasonable opportunity to claim it..

Al




Q83 If mot, what should the minimum period be?

7 days

Please send us your commments by 5.00pm, Monday 31 March 2G08.

Email your comments to dogcontrol@dia.govt.nz, or post a hard copy to:

Improving Public Safety Under the Dog Cantrol Act 1996; Options for Discussion,
Department of Internal Aftairs,

PC Box 805,

Weilington.
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WAITAKERE CITY COUNCIL  weinercrycouna

Te Bainn o Faifakers

MINUTES OF A MEETING OF THE SWIMMING POOL EXEMPTION SUBCOMMITTEE
HELD AT WAITAKERE CENTRAL, 6 HENDERSON VALLEY ROAD, HENDERSON,
WAITAKERE, ON THURSDAY, 21 FEBRUARY 2008
COMMENCING AT 9.07 AM

PRESENT: Councillors DQ  Battersby, JP (Chairman)
MM Jolley
PG  Mitchell

IN ATTENDANCE: Manager: Legal Services
Operational Compliance Team Manager
Team Leader Enforcement Support
Committee Secretary. E Joyce

1 APOLOGIES

147/2008
MOVED by Cr Battersby, seconded Cr Mitchell:

That apologies from Crs Flaunty, Cooper and Hulse for absence be received and
sustained.

CARRIED
2 URGENT BUSINESS

There was no Urgent Business.

3 CONFLICTS OF INTEREST

Elected Members were reminded via the agenda, the need to be vigilant to stand aside
from decision making when a conflict arises between their role as a member of the
Council and any private or other external interest they might have.

4 PRESENTATION

The Legal Services Manager gave a presentation on the legal issues surrounding
applications for sxemption from the Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987,

5 APPLICATIONS FOR SPECIAL EXEMPTIONS - FENCING OF SWIMMING POOLS
ACT 1987

148/2008
MQOVED by Cr Battersby, seconded Cr Mitchell:

1. That the Applications for Special Exemptions - Fencing of Swimming Pools Act
1987 report be received.

2. That the Swimming Pool Exemption Subcommittee consider each of the
applications and either decline or approve (subject to conditions) the exemptions

sought. g
l; jb CARRIED



Minutes - £

Swimming Pool Exemption Subcommittee 2 21 February 2008  Wetwhore City Connl

i FAdEn (v itk

APPLICATIONS
SJ Bosman, 5 Khaleel Place, Henderson

149/2008
MOVED by Cr Battersby, seconded Cr Mitchell:

1. That the application and the exemptions sought by SJ Bosman at 5 Khaleel Place,
Henderson be approved for an indefinite term.

2. That this exemption will run with the property situated at 5 Khaieel Place,
Henderson not withstanding any changes of ownership.

3. That the application fee of $250 to be paid by SJ Bosman at 5 Khaleel Place,
Henderson be waived.

CARRIED

ADJOURNMENT

150/2008
MOQVED by Cr Battersby, seconded Cr Mitchell

That the meeting stand adjourned.
CARRIED
9.58 am The meeting adjourned.

10.03 am The meeting reconvened.

J and J Williams, 12 Chablis Place, Henderson

151/2008
MOVED by Cr Jolley, seconded Cr Mitchell:

1. That the application and the exemptions sought by J and J Wiliams at
12 Chablis Place, Henderson be approved for an indefinite term.

2. That this exemption will run with the property situated at 12 Chablis Place,
Henderson not withstanding any changes of ownership.

3. That the application fee of $250 to be paid by J and J Williams at
12 Chablis Place, Henderson be waived.

CARRIED

ADJOURNMENT

152/2008
MOVED by Cr Jolley, seconded Cr Mitchell

That the meeting stand adjouned.

g ‘aj CARRIED
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10.08 am The meeting adjourned.
10.15 am The meeting reconvened.

M Kumerich, 201 Forest Hill Road, Waiatarua

153/2008
MOVED by Cr Battersby, seconded Cr Jolley:

1. That the application and the exemptions sought by M Kumerich at 201 Forest Hil
Road, Waiatarua be approved for a period of three years on the premise that the
pool is likely to be relocated.

CARRIED

ADJOURNMENT

154/2008
MOVED by Cr Battersby seconded Cr Jolley:

That the meeting stand adjourned.

CARRIED
10.25 am The meeting adjourned.

10.50 am The meeting reconvened.

A Higgs, 47 Te Ahuahu Road, Piha

155/2008
MOVED by Cr Jolley, seconded Cr Mitchell:

1. That the application and the exemptions sought by A Higgs, 47 Te Ahuahu Road,
Fiha, be approved, for an indefinite term subject to the following condition being
fulfilled: :

. That the latch on the gate to the pool area be repaired so as to ensure that
the gate is self-latching.

2. That the condition in resolution (1) above be completed within 30 working days of
this decision or such longer period as the Operational Compliance Team Manager
may approve, and if not completed within that period this exemption will lapse and
be of no further effect.

CARRIED
ADJOURNMENT
156/2008
MOVED by Cr Jolley, seconded Cr Mitchell
Thét the meeting stand adjourned.
CARRIED

1219
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11.05 am The meeting adjourned.
11.45 am The meeting reconvened.

JR and KM Evans, 7418 Swanson Road, Swanson

157/2008
MQVED by Cr Jolley, seconded Cr Mitchell:

1. That the application and the exemptions sought by JR and KM Evans at 741B
Swanson Road, Swanson be approved for an indsfinite term.

2. That this exemption will run with the property situated at 741B Swanson Road,
Swanson not withstanding any changes of ownership.

3. That the application fee of $250 to be paid by JR and KM Evans at 7418 Swanson
Road, Swanson be waived.

CARRIED

ADJOURNMENT

158/2008
MOVED by Cr Jolley, seconded Cr Mitchell:

That the meeting stand adjourned.

CARRIED

11.50 am The meeting adjourned.

12.00 pm The meeting reconvened.

MA Stack and WR Trustees Limited, 51 Kay Road, Swanson

159/2008
MOVED by Cr Battersby, seconded Cr Mitchell:

That consideration of the applications and the exemptions sought by MA Stack and WR
Trustees Limited be deferred to the next meeting of the Swimming Pools Exemption
Subcommittee due to road works making access to the property impossible.

CARRIED
ADJOURNMENT
160/2008
MOVED by Cr Battersby seconded Cr Mitchell:
That the meeting stand adjourned. |
CARRIED

Al2Q
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12.00pm The meeting adjourned.

1.20pm The meeting reconvened.

P Law, 6 May Avenue, Te Atatu South

161/2008
MOVED by Cr Battersby, seconded Cr Mitchell:

1. That the application and the exemptions sought by P Law at 6 May Avenue, Te
Atatu South be approved for an indefinite term.

2. That this exemption will run with the property situated at 6 May Avenue, Te Atatu
South not withstanding any changes of ownership.

CARRIED

ADJOURNMENT

162/2008
MOVED by Cr Battersby, seconded Cr Mitchell:

That the meeting stand adjourned.

CARRIED

1.25 pm The meeting adjourned.

1.30 pm The meeting reconvened.

B and D McCullough, 20 Taikata Road, Te Atatu Peninsula

163/2008
MOVED by Cr Battersby, secanded Cr Jolley:

1. That the application and the exemptions sought by B and D McCuliough at 20
Taikata Road, Te Atatu, be approved, for an indefinite term subject to the
following condition being fulfilled:

. That the applicants advise Council officers immediately of the date when the
temporary fence will be replaced with a complying pool fence and that this be
completed within 30 days.

2. That the condition in resolution (1} above be completed within the specified
timeframe, and if not completed within that period this exemption will lapse and be
of no further effect.

3 That the application fee of $250 to be paid by B and D McCullough at 20 Taikata
Road, Te Atatu Peninsula be waived.

CARRIED

120
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ADJOURNMENT

164/2008
MOVED by Cr Battersby, seconded Cr Jolley:

That the meeting stand adjourned.

CARRIED

1.35 pm The meeting adjourned.

1.50 pm The mesting reconvened.

G Sneddon, 1 Blythe Place, Glendene

165/2008
MOVED by Cr Battershy, seconded Cr Mitchell:

1. That the application and the exemptions sought by G Sneddon at 1 Blythe Place,
Glendene be approved for an indefinite term.

2. That this exemption will run with the property situated at 1 Blythe Avenue,
Glendene not withstanding any changes of ownership.

CARRIED

ADJOURNMENT

166/2008
MOVED by Cr Battersby, seconded Cr Jolley:

That the meeting stand adjourned.
CARRIED
1.55 pm The meeting adjourned.

2.00 pm The meeting reconvened.

C and L Muller, 41 Woodglen Road, Glen Eden

167/2008
MOVED by Cr Jolley, seconded Cr Mitchell:

1. That the application and the exemptions sought by C and L Muller at 41 Woodgien
Road, Glen Eden be approved, for an indefinite term subject to the following
condition:

. That no children’s play equipment be left in the area near the spa

2, That the application fee of $250 to be paid by C and L Muller at
41 Woaodglen Road, Glen Eden be waived.

H\z\ CARRIED
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2.10 pm The Chairman thanked Members for their

attendance and aftention to business and declared
the mesting closed.

CONFIRMED AT A MEETING OF THE SWIMMING
POOL EXEMPTION SUBCOMMITTEE HELD ON

CHAIRMAN:. ... .. .. ..o,



