





The NZVA research study that found little evidence of tail damage in dogs in New Zealand is
totally flawed. Because the dogs prone to tail damage are to date docked as newborns.

They also failed to acknowledge that there are in excess of 170 countries in the world that DO

NOT have a ban on the docking/shortening of dogs tails, and there are countries which have had
the ban now looking at reversing that decision ie Scotland.

| view Tail removal in a new born in the Gundog breeds historically docked, as a preventative
measure for the future health and well being of the pup. The same as | view Dew claw removal
and vaccinations for the dog’s future well being. So for the welfare of working gundog's breeds in
NZ, | ask that you consider this practice o continue to be allowed.

Thank you for taking the time to read this submission.

Yours sincerely

Ryen Carlson
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This response is provided in accordance with the request for a submission, by the Ministry for Primary
Industries (MPI) Animal Welfare Policy team in a Thursday, 14 April, 2016, email from

animalwelfarepolicy(@mpi.govt.nz.

Yours sincerely

Max Kelly

Facilitator
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APDB exploratory considered response

Subimission on MPL Animal Welfare Regulations

APDB PREAMBLE

The Advocateship of Purebred Dog Breeders is most grateful to the Ministry for Primary Industries Animal
Welfare Policy team for our inclusion in the MPI-proposed "2016 Animal Welfare Regulations" review.

The Advocateship of Purebred Dog Breeders (APDB) is a private, non-subscription-based, independent,
nonpartisan, research, analysis, education, advocacy cooperative of registered national and international
Purebred breeders, together with their advisers. APDB was established in 2009 by a group of Purebred
breeders who came together on an "as and when required" basis to answer political issues. APDB was
requested by the Primary Production Select Committee Secretariat to seek formal registration in late-2013,
which was completed in mid-2015.

As a general rule APDB only makes comment on canine issues. However, we watch other species involved
in joint canine health and genetic research for cross species benefits; 1.e. the study into Pulmonary Fibrosis
and IPF, with the cross over between humans, Thoroughbreds and Purebreds; currently being funded by the
American Kennel Club Canine Health Foundation and the Westie Foundation of America.
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HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE OF PUREBRED DOG BREEDERS

Dog shows are a window into cynology. Conformation dog shows are amongst the oldest of cynological
events in the world. They are of vital importance to ensuring healthy pedigree dog breeding. The first known
dog shows were during the Byzantine period of 700 - 1204 A.D. Wall mosaics of dog exhibition scenes (not
too different from what is seen at a dog show today) were discovered by archaeologists excavating
Constantinople (1) From this period in history the word "cynosure” originated 2]

The founding principles of Purebred dog breeding were jointly established, in 1687, by King Louis XIV (14)
of France (1639 - 1715) and King James II (2) of England (1633 - 1701). The original documents of
Purebred dog breeding principles and the original Pedigree Registers still exist in the archives at the Palace
of Versailles and in the Royal Archives in The British Museum in London.[3]

Since 1873, The Kennel Club of England; 1884, the American Kennel Club and 1886, the New Zealand
Kennel Club, have been upholding the principles of Purebred dog breeding, Breed Standards and their
respective Pedigree Registers. As is the case today, all the foundation kennel clubs around the world were
established by Purebred dog breeders to maintain true and correct Pedigree Registers.
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PART A - MPI OVERVIEW
The proposed Regulatory Package

2.0 OVERVIEW RESPONSE ~ "This Bill places into the hands of an appointed committee the power to
become the only legitimate source of information for the making of laws that effect an extremely large
percentage of the population in this country. This committee can then advise the Government on animal
welfare matters without public consultation, or if consultation is found to be desirable on a controversial
matter, has no requirement to take into consideration or even read any submissions. Every citizen of this
country deserves a chance to be heard on matters effecting them. This Bill effectively removes that Right."
Submission to the Primary Production Select Committee on the Animal Welfare Amendment (No. 2) Bill by
Mr Steven Peacocke, farmer (now retired), New Zealand Kennel Club member (now retired) and NZKC
Register Part 1 and Part 3 breeder (now retired) of Hungarian Vizsla, a docked breed, wrote on the 09th of
August, 2000.

As a result of the introduction of the Animal Welfare Amendment (No. 2) Act 2015, the National Animal
Welfare Advisory Committee (INAWAC), through the regulatory powers of the Ministry for Primary
Industries (MPI), has control of the message to the public and the Minister. However, NAWAC in principle,
is not the problem, but technocracy has evolved within this Committee underpinning an intransigent
prohibitionists’ philosophy. Whether this attitude was originally envisaged is debatable, but there is members
appointed to this Committee who have campaigned an anti-Purebred dog breeders cause through the media.

As Mr Peacocke proclaimed, the appointments to this Committee have allowed the seizure of the animal
welfare regulation and legislation process. With the NZVA, CAS (public relations & political lobby division
of the NZVA), RNZSPCA, SPCA, and CAC (established as the public relations & political lobby division
for the RNZSPCA) controlling NAWAC, the political decision-making process is now owned by the multi-
hundred-million-dollar animal welfare industry and their political lobby extremists.

When will we witness the NAWAC bias of September 2007, as reported on TV ONE News, reappear in
public?

"A Government which robs Peter to pay Paul can always depend on the support of Paul," George Bernard
Shaw (1856 - 1950), Nobel prize for literature 1925.

2.2.1 NEW POWERS TO MAKE REGULATIONS ~ Changes made by the Animal Welfare Amendment
(No. 2) Act 2015; "Section 57, Amendment (Functions): Section 57 is amended to remove the reference (o
sections 06 to 16 of the Act and replaced with the power to make regulations under section 183B. These
changes update NAWAC's functions to include the making of recommendations to the Minister relating to
the making of regulations under section 183B.

The Government, with the passing of the Animal Welfare Amendment (No. 2) Act 2015, has created the
situation whereby the NZVA/CAS and RNZSPCA/CAC/SPCA policy strategists can lobby their NZVA and
RNZSPCA colleges on the National Animal Welfare Advisory Committee, With the enactment of section
183B, together with the NZVA and the RNZSPCA holding the voting majority in NAWAC, their
intransigent prohibitionist philosophies cannot be prevented from becoming legislation.

The only avenue to contesting the establishment of biased-based legislation is the High Court judicial review
process.
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Enforcement of the legislation will be provided by the Royal New Zealand Society for the Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals, which is the only MPI-approved organisation under section 121 of the Act. Section 121
allows the RNZSPCA to have animal welfare inspectors who can enforce the Act. Effectively this has
allowed an organisation to make animal welfare law and enforce it - the total package!

Not even the Inspector-General of Intelligence and Security commands this level of complete, total,
unbridled authority.

2.3.1 CHANGES TO THE REGIME FOR SURGICAL & PAINFUL PROCEDURES - The choice of
wording in this section of the proposal is very much the same patronizing attitude of many of the
veterinarians graduating from Massey University for the past 15-years and, Kiwi veterinarians returning
from extended O.E., particularly the U.K.; "Dog are just dogs, we know best."

Quote: "Self praise is no recommendation."

With the lose of the tiered classification system for surgical procedures - significant, restricted and
controlled (section 15 - 21 of the Act), we now have an all-encompassing therapeutic surgical procedures.
We have seen this situation developing for the past 15-years as senior vets retire and the next generation
takes over practices. What used to be corrective or accident surgical procedures (as in, "Come back this
afternoon, everything will be fixed") are now classified as cosmetic surgery and banned, for fear of
discipline from the NZVA. This has lead breeders and pet owners too travel far afield to find a senior vet,
farm/equine vet or one who is not a member of the NZVA. This situation is not too different than in the
USA, where it is not uncommon for a breeder to travel to another State, {o find a competent caring
veterinarian.

The decision that a veterinarian makes on any corrective, preventive or accidental/emergency surgery will
have a direct bearing on the future quality of life for that puppy or dog. Consider preventive surgery: Some
breeds of dogs have a greater chance of injuring their dewclaws or tails, just because of their physical make-
up. By removing the dewclaws or tail at the nconatal stage, no injury is assured; while not removing the
dewclaws or tail assures the probability of injury. Consider accident/emergency: A dog gets into an
altercation within the kennel and partially contracts its testicles. Both testicles descend, but one only
partially. Take the dog to a senior vet; "No problem, come back this afternoon.” The senior vet retires: A
new generation has taken over the practice; same problem: "The NZVA will not allow us to do cosmetic
surgery, we can only castrate the dog." "It is not cosmetic, it's an accident. The dog is a very expensive
imported stud dog and if you don't correct the trauma it will die of testicle cancer.” "I am sorry, but we can
not help!" [This is a transcript of an actual incident which took place in the Waikato] Whatever happened to
the veterinary philosophy (which is never seen or heard of these days): "DO NO HARM."

It should be remembered that the New Zealand Veterinary Association is just that - a trade association
established by the members to Jook afier their macro business and political interests. It is no different to the
Master Builders Association or the Retailers Association - except that the NZVA has been gifted
extraordinary powers by the New Zealand Government, to the point that they are now a dictatorship.

Box 1: Section 16 of the Act - "proposing criferia to determine whether a procedure is a significant surgical
procedure”, would be better described as "proposing how to avoid surgical procedures”, which of recent
times have been classified as cosmetic. The detail and definition of the new significant surgical procedure is
sparse. No scientific research studies are provided to substantiate the claim for the need of change. It is very
much a case of the NZV A saying, "This is how it is going to be; if you don't want fo own a dog under our
rules, then don't own onel!”
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Reducing the definition and range of description of surgical procedures will only serve an intransigent
prohibitionist's desire to deny surgery they do not approve of. This proposal for Box 1: Section 16 defies
medical logic, recommended best practise and is contrary to scientific surgical knowledge. Today, medical
best practise is about refinement, e.g. the update of the range for the Glasgow Coma Scale from a scale of
five to six, with the addition of the non-testable category. By expanding the range of the scale, medical or
surgical personnel can better define the symptoms and provide targeted medication or refined surgical
techniques. No attempt has been made to move beyond the description of therapeutic as a curative for
disease, when in fact it also describes serving to maintain health, which in NZV A lingo means cosmetic.

No definition, description or even consideration has been given within the context of the various meanings
of therapeutic:

» corrective surgery;

« preventive surgery;

» accident and emergency surgery;
« cosmetic surgery;

« non-invasive procedures;

« non-anesthesia procedures.

In addition no reference, or even acknowledgement has been made to:

¢ New Zealand Qualification Authority (NZQA);

NZQA Unit Standards in animal husbandry;

NZQA Unit Standards in animal welfare;

Primary Industry Training Organisation (P1TOY);

New Zealand Kennel Club;

NZKC knowledge-based skills;

o« New Zealand Council of Docked Breeds;

+ NZ CDB accredited & audited tail banding programme.

» L] . 9

3.4.2. Option 2: Developing regulations; paragraph 2: - In general the regulations are closely based on the
existing minimum standards. However, there are some areas where practice needs to be clarified or updated
to reflect good practice and scientific knowledge. Box 1: Section 16 of the Act does not fulfil the criteria of
3.4.2 Option 2 - "reflect good practice” and "scientific knowledge.”

Given that the NZVA, together with the RNZSPCA, is campaigning to have dog tail banding banned; also
taking into account their past failed animal welfare campaigns whiclh have had a detrimental impact on
dogs, NAWAC needs to consider, "Is it better to love a docked breed of dog with a docked tail or
remember a docked breed of dog which became extinct because it had a tail?" This is commercial reality,
not prejudice philosophy!!

4.0 THE COMPLIANCE & ENFORCEMENT REGIME - The relationship between the SPCA and the
people who breed, work and compete with their dogs has been one of distrust; in the case in the UK. for
almost two centuries.
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Following the foundation of the RSPCA in London in 1824, their first political campaign was to have dogs
banned from pulling small traders' carts in London. The SPCA claimed dog-carting was "cruel servitude"
and convinced the House of Commons in 1839 to enact "The Dog Cart Nuisance Act." The RSPCA's next
move in 1841, was to claim that the dogs were overworked and caused the spread of rabies. That same year
the House of Commons politicians' were convinced by the RSPCA and banned draught dogs throughout
England. Children replaced the haulage dogs pulling the carts, as there was no law preventing child labour.
Archived House of Commons papers from 1841 - 43 reveal that at least 150,000 former haulage dogs were
either beaten to death or had their throats cut by their owners because the dogs could no longer earn their
keep; or were taken to the knacker's yard or were turned out to starve to death.js

Bad judgment calls by the RNZSPCA inspectors have proven to be very costly in the Wairarapa.is
6] Another case in-point is the ASPCA Humane Law Enforcement Division (Animal Precinct New York -
of Animal Planet TV fame). ASPCA Animal Precinct N.Y. was disbanded in December, 2013 and dissolved
on 24 January, 2014.17

The question which NAWAC needs to ask themselves is, "Will our trading partners be better impressed
with a highly profitable, large scale animal police force or better impressed with a well educated, law-
abiding population of animal caregivers?"

6.0 MONITORING & REVIEW - APDB conclusion: With section 183 A of the Act - standards for the care
of, and conduct towards, an animal; and section 183B of the Act - surgical and painful procedures, only to
be rubber stamped, thought needs to be given on not just the Animal Welfare Regulations' implementation,
but actually making it fair, equitable and workable,

Communication between MPI/NAWAC and the stakeholders is absolutely essential, any breakdown will
only cause a rift to develop. The MPI/NAWAC stakeholder workshops worked well. Maybe, as well as the
macro workshops, smaller micro workshops for specialist subject matter would provide a focused, efficient,
quick resolution to answering questions and solving problems.

MPI and NAWAC, through PITO and NZQA, should be actively campaigning and encouraging up-skilling
of the people who breed, live and work with their animals. Recognition should be given to the activities in
the New Zealand Kennel Club which are all knowledge-based skills, handed down from generation to
generation.

New Zealand veterinary science under performed against the five country National Statement of Science
Investment (NSSI) scale in 2015, when compared against Singapore, Denmark, Israel, Finland and Ireland.

[Professor Kate McGrath, Vice-Provost (Research), Victoria University, Wellington. ]

Education is the basis of a civilized society, isn't that what this Animal Welfure Review should have been
all about - greater species knowledge leading fo better treatment of our animals?

APDB Submission on MPI Animal Welfare Regulations Date: 19 May 2016 Page 6 of 45



APDB exploratory considered response

Submission on MP! Animal Welfare Regulations

PART B - MPI OVERVIEW
Specific Regulatory proposals

1
2
3.
4
5

&

10.
11.
12.

13.
14.

15.
16.

17.
18.

10.0 CARE & CONDUCT REGULATORY PROPOSALS

. 10.2.1-10.22 - APDB has no comment on these subjects;

10.2.3 All animals - Twisting an animal's tail: Agree with ban;

10.2.4 to 10.2.9 Dogs - APDB proposes: The Advocateship of Purebred Dog Breeders' philosophy is
that a New Zealand Dog Ownership Licence should be developed with the intention of mandatory
implementation. As part of the curriculum the six problem areas identified would be dealt with,
instead as at present, they keep returning with every animal welfare review - no progress has been
made to date.;

10.2.4 Dogs - Pinch & prong collars: Agree with ban. This whole scenario is wrong! Should not the
potential dog owner be educated and qualified to own a dog first, rather than inflecting pain on the
dog because of a negligent owner. A confident dog is a happy dog, is a non-aggressive self-assured
dog - they don't cause problems. We should be educating the human first, rather than rehabilitating
the dog later.;

10.2.5 Dogs - Injuries from collars or tethers: Agree with RNZSPCA,;
10.2.6 Dogs - Muzzling a dog: Agree with RNZSPCA & NZVA;

10.2.7 Dogs - Dry & shaded shelter: Agree with RNZSPCA. The MPI proposal to locate the kennel
in a permanently shaded area, will ensure that the dog has developed rheumatoid arthritis by three
years of old age.;

10.2.8 Dogs - Dogs left in vehicles: APDB proposes that this proposal should be part of a much
broader review of babies, young children, the infirm and pets being confined in a vehicle, in open
sunlight, on a hot day. With global warming this problem will become more significant. One possible
solution in large public open car parks (shopping malls, supermarkets, big box complexes, sports
facilities, airports, etc) is to have at each entrance, a light flashing on a hot day, with a large
billboard/flashing sign advising drivers that they cannot leave occupants in their vehicle unattended.
Obviously this proposal would not apply to underground carparks or car parking buildings, which are
ideal on a hot day. The RNZSPCA are probably the best qualified organisation to determine what is a
hot day inside a vehicle, but clarification and standardization will need to be established before
legislation can be considered.;

10.2.9 Dogs - Dogs secured on moving vehicles: APDB proposes that this is 10.2.7 & 10.2.8, but on
a moving platform. The location of the anchor-point, together with the tether and maybe a shoulder
harness, instead of a collar, are crucial to the safety of a dog on the deck of a moving vehicle. The
anchor-point and tether must allow a dog to stand, sit or lie down, but not be flung by the neck
around the deck. Maybe, this is something which needs to be considered for WOF or COF; if it is not
approved the dog cannot travel on the back. A simple farmer's trick for cover from the elements is a
tarp attached to the frame behind the cab, as a lean-to. The dog can get in and out, but still has good
ventilation and protection, plus it can keep an eye on everything.;

10.2.10 Dogs & cats - drowning: Agree: but clarity needs to be provided to what is permissible in an
emergency only situation - generally there are few choices.;
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19.

20.

10.2.11 - 10.2.28 - APDB has no comment on these subjects;

21.

22,

10.2.29 Rodeos - Fireworks: Agree; but believe this should be included in a wider review of public
access to fireworks. APDB supports Levin's Peter Sharp's campaign to restrict the availability of
fireworks.;

23,

24,

10.2.30- 10.2.42 - APDB has no comment on these subjects.

25.

26.
27.

11.0 YOUNG CALF MANAGEMENT REGULATORY PROPOSALS
11.0-11.4-11.4.43-11.4.50 - APDB has no comment on these subjects.

28.

29.
30.

12,0 SURGICAL & PAINFUL PROCEDURES REGULATORY PROPOSALS
12.4.51 All animals - Hot branding: Agree with ban;

31.

32.

12.4.52 All animals - Embryo collection via exteriorised uterus (surgical embryo transfer): APDB
proposes: Procedure restricted to veterinarian; veterinary student under the direct supervision of a
veterinarian; veterinary technician; animal husbandry technician with appropriate NZQA unit
standard.;

33.

34.

12.4.53 All animals - Laparoscopic artificial insemination (Laparoscopic A.l.): APDB proposes:
Procedure restricted to veterinarian; veterinary student under the direct supervision of a veterinarian;
veterinary technician; animal husbandry technician with appropriate NZQA unit standard.;

35.

36.

12.4.54 All animals - Liver biopsy: Agree with proposal;

37.

38.

12.4.55 All animals - Dental power instruments: Agree, but with wording: Procedure restricted to
veterinarian; veterinary student under the direct supervision of a veterinarian; veterinary technician;
animal husbandry technician with appropriate NZQA unit standard.;

39.

40.
41.
42.

12.4,56 Cats - Declawing: Agree with proposal,
12.4.57 Companion animals - Desexing: Agree with proposal;
12.4.58 Dogs - Freeze branding: Agree with proposal;

43.

44,

12.4.59 Dogs - Debarking: APDB opposes this proposal, refer to 10.2.4. & 10.2.5 to 10.2.9. Why is
MPI & NAWAC punishing the dog when the owner will be the problem? A saying from Animal
Control, "Show me 10 bad dogs, I'll show you their nine bad dog owners."

45.

46.

12.4.60 Dogs - Cropping the ears: APDB agrees with the proposal, but with a Clause, "New Zealand
Kennel Club member-breeders can import, under the International Export Pedigree protocols [8], and
own cropped ear dogs for breeding purposes." The rationale; a ban on ownership of cropped ear
dogs exists in a small number of EU countries, which resulted in a very serious inbreeding problem
within a small number of breeds. The need to import relates primarily to foundation bitches, line
bitches or brood bitches. While semen is the preferred choice these days, it is not always possible for
dogs and is impossible for bitches. The NZKC banned the exhibiting of cropped ear dogs some
twenty years ago.[9];

47,

48
49

.12.4.61 Dogs - Dewclaw removal - APDB researched response;
. 12.4.62 Dogs - Tail docking - APDB researched response;
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50.
51.12.4.63 - 12.4.85 - APDB has no comment on these subjects.
52.
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12.4.61 Dogs - Dewclaw Removal
APDB RESPONSE TO MPI PROPOSAL

That the current Code of Welfare, in as much, as pertains to Minimum Standard Ne.16 - Dog Dewclaw
Removals - should be a Restricted procedure - under legislation, inline with the (1) Reserve granted to the
Government of France under The European Convention for the Protection of Pet Animals; (see below
appropriate Reserve and Clause).

The European Convention for the Protection of Pet Animals signed in Strasbourg, 13 November, 1987 and
signed by France, 18 December, 1996, with one Reserve.

(1) RESERVE: An application of paragraph 1 of Article 21 of the Convention, the Government of the
French Republic declares not to be bound by subparagraph (a) of paragraph (1) of Article 10.

The Convention entered into force on 01 May, 2004. NOR: MAEJ0430027D

JORF No.115 of 18 May, 2004, page 8784 Text No.14
Decrees, orders, circulars and general texts from the Ministry of Foreign Affairs.

Decree No.2004-416 of 11 May, 2004 on publication of the European Convention for the Protection of Pet
Animals, made in Strasbourg November 13, 1987 and signed by France December 18, 1996 with (1)
Reserve.

(1) RESERVE: Article 10 - Surgeries

Article 10; paragraph (3); subparagraph (b)

3.b.) Operations_for which no anaesthesia is required may be performed by a competent person in
accordance with the Legislation Nationale.

In addition the New Zealand Council of Docked Breeds Accredited Dog Tail Banders (NZCDB
ADTB) programme should come under the jurisdiction of the Primary Industry Training Organisation
(PITO), to bring it line with Equine Sport New Zealand and Greyhound Racing New Zealand, which are
already under the PITO jurisdiction. It is recommended that the NZCDB ADTB be audited by PITO.

With the NZCDB ADTB under the jurisdiction of PITO the proposal for an NZQA Unit Standard for
neonatal puppy dewclaw removal by NZCDB ADTB Technicians would then become mandatory. This is a
Restricted Procedure which requires no anaesthesia, pain relief or tissue sutures,

Successful completion of the NZQA Unit Standard for Dewclaw Removal will grant the Right to a NZCDB

ADTB Technician to use the approved procedure to remove the front limb dewclaws and/or articulated hind
limb dewclaws from neonatal puppies within 72 hours of whelping and before the eyes have started to open.
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Proposal for NZQA Unit Standard for NZCDB Technicians to Remove
Front Limb Dewclaws and/or Articulated Hind Limb Dewclaws from Puppies

Prepare for, and implement front limb dewclaw removal and/or articulated hind limb deweclaw
removal from puppies ‘

Level ?
Credits ?
Purpose People credited with this unit standard are able to prepare for,

and implement, front limb dewclaw removal and/or articulated
hind limb dewclaw removal from puppies.

Subfield Agriculture

Domain Animal Husbandry

Entry information Open

Accreditation Evaluation of documentation and visit by NZQA, industry and

teaching professional in the same field from another provider.
Standard setting body (SSB) Primary Industry Training Organisation

Accreditation and Moderation Action Plan (AMAP)
reference

This AMAP can be accessed at hitp://www.nzqga.govit.nz/framework/search/index.do.

Special notes

Ist Legislation relevant to this unit standard includes, but is not limited to, the — Animal Welfare Act
1999, and the subsequent amendments.

2nd Performance of all aspects of this unit standard should comply with the Section 7.11.3 of the
Animal Weifare (Dogs) Code of Welfare 2010 issued by the National Animal Welfare Advisory
Committee (NAWAC), and Recommended Best Practice for the Removal of Front Dewclaws and
Articulated Hind Limb Dewclaws from Puppies as set out by the New Zealand Council of Docked
Breeds. Within this standard these documents are referred to as the Welfare Code and Best Practice.

3rd Definitions: Removal refers to nipping the toenail bed with podiatry snips to remove the puppy's
dewclaw.
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FOOTNOTE: Neonatal dewclaw removal is a very quick procedure of nipping away the toenail and its bed.
There is no reason to remove bone, as only the neonatal cartilaginous first section up to the distal phalanx
has the nail bed. There is no bone to remove at this age, as bone and nerve development in this farthest point
of'the limb is in its infancy.

Elements and performance criteria
Element 1

Prepare for, and implement the removal of front dewclaws and/or articulated hind limb dewclaws from
puppies.

Performance criteria

1.1 Requirements for removal are identified, and if required, are prepared, in
accordance with NAWAC Welfare Code and Best Practice.

Range eligibility of remover, age, breed and health of puppies;
equipment, work surface, hygiene and documentation.
1.2 Removal is implemented in accordance with Best Practice and the Welfare Code
Range hair trimming, sterilization of tools, and subsequent follow up.

Please niote

Providers must be accredited by NZQA, or an inter-institutional body with delegated authority for quality
assurance, before they can report credits from assessment against unit standards or deliver courses of study
leading to that assessment,

Industry Training Organisations must be accredited by NZQA before they can register credits from
assessment against unit standards.

Accredited providers and Industry Training Organisations assessing against unit standards must engage with
the moderation system that applies to those standards.
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12.4.62 Dogs - Tail docking

12.4.62 SOME HOME TRUTHS - LEGISLATION:

L.

3.

As of February 2016, NO Government in any country, anywhere in the world, has banned dog tail
docking! Governments in 30 countries have granted the veterinary association or the veterinary
council in their respective countries exclusive rights, through legislation, to dock dogs’ tails. In
everyone of these 30 countries it is the veterinary association or veterinary council which has banned
dog tail docking, except as a last resort in case of injury or disease, NOT the governments! [ig)

Four countries in the world, including New Zealand, have restricted dog tail docking to their
respective country's sanctioning kennel club's member-breeders and the veterinary association or the
veterinary council-members of that country. (10]

Dog tail docking remains unrestricted in 30 countries. 110]

SOME HOME TRUTHS - THE NZVA & RNZSPCA MEDIA CAMPAIGNS WAGED AGAINST

TAIL BANDERS:

1. The blood and guts campaign - DISPROVED - banding of a neonatal puppy's tail is noninvasive;

2. The surgical mutilation campaign - DISPROVED - the surgical mutilation takes place at a veterinary
clinic after the dog has injured its tail;

3. The dysfunctional behavioural campaign - DISPROVED - scent, sight and sound are the primary
behavioural/communication functions of dogs, followed by head position, body position and tail
position;

4. The invasive & painful surgical campaign - DISPROVED - neonatal puppy banding is noninvasive
and takes place when a neonatal puppy's nervous system is in the primitive stage of development;

5. The mobility-impaired campaign - DISPROVED - dogs with docked tails compete in agility,
coursing, search & rescue, retrieving, hunting, sled and even the odd one in Greyhound Racing;

6. The cosmetic surgery campaign - DISPROVED - puppy tail docking is an injury-preventative, with
history dating back 1,100 years to support the claim; the financial benefit of not banding a neonatal
puppy favours the NZVA members, not the dog's owner;

7. The NZV A sees no tail injuries - DISPROVED - the NZCDB has repeatedly requested statistics on
tail injuries from the NZVA, who have responded by saying they do not keep statistics on tail
injuries. (The only anecdotal evidence comes from boarding kennels, which take extra care with
certain breeds with undocked tails - the boarding kennels are financially responsible.)

8. And finally the real truth -

1. "We do not approve of dogs not having tails."

2. The current campaign being waged under the guise of the Animal Welfare Amendment Act
(No.2) by the New Zealand Veterinary Association, their political lobby division the
Companion Animal Society; the Royal New Zealand Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to
Animals and their political lobby group the Companion Animal Council.
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12.4.62 Dogs - Tail docking
APDB RESPONSE TO MPI PROPOSAL

That the current Code of Welfare, in as much, as pertains to Minimum Standard No.17 - Dog Tail Docking -
Restricted procedure - becomes legislation, inline with the (1) Reserve granted to the Government of France
under The European Convention for the Protection of Pet Animals; (see below appropriate Reserve and
Clause).

The European Convention for the Protection of Pet Animals signed in Strasbourg, 13 November, 1987 and
signed by France, 18 December, 1996, with one Reserve.

(1) RESERVE: An application of paragraph 1 of Article 21 of the Convention, the Government of the
French Republic declares not to be bound by subparagraph (a) of paragraph (1) of Article 10.

The Convention entered into force on 01 May, 2004. NOR: MAEJ0430027D

JORF No.115 of 18 May, 2004, page 8784 Text No.14
Decrees, orders, circulars and general texts from the Ministry of Foreign Affairs.

Decree No.2004-416 of 11 May, 2004 on publication of the European Convention for the Protection of Pet
Animals, made in Strasbourg November 13, 1987 and signed by France December 18, 1996 with (1)
Reserve.

(1) RESERVE: Article 10 - Surgeries

Article 10; paragraph (3); subparagraph (b)

3.b.) Operations for which no anaesthesia is required may be performed by a competent person_in
accordance with the Legislation Nationale.

In addition the New Zealand Council of Docked Breeds Accredited Dog Tail Banders (NZCDB ADTB)
programme should come under the jurisdiction of the Primary Industry Training Organisation (PITO), to
bring it line with Equine Sport New Zealand and Greyhound Racing New Zealand, which are already under
the PITO jurisdiction. It is recommended that the NZCDB ADTB be audited by PITO, and not as at present
by the New Zealand Kennel Club.

With the NZCDB ADTB under the jurisdiction of PITO the proposal for an NZQA Unit Standard for
NzZCDB ADTB Technicians would then become mandatory. A Restricted Procedure which is non-invasive,
requiring no anaesthesia or pain relief.

Successful completion of the NZQA Unit Standard for Dog Tail Banding will grant the Right to a NZCDB
ADTB Technician to use the approved procedure involving the placement of a ligature on a neonatal
puppy's tail within 72 hours of whelping and before the eyes have started to open.
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If the puppy's eyes have started to open or over the 72 hour whelping limit then it becomes dog tail docking
requiring anaesthesia. This procedure is restricted to a Veterinarian or a veterinary student under the
supervision of a Veterinarian and can only be performed for therapeutic (disease or injury) reasons. Pain
relief must be provided following the procedure.
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Proposal for NZQA Unit Standard for
NZCDB Technicians Tail Banding Puppies

Prepare for, and implement, tail banding of puppies

Level ?
Credits ?
Purpose People credited with this unit standard are able to prepare for,

and implement, tail banding of puppies.

Subfield Agriculture

Domain Animal Husbandry

Entry information Open

Accreditation Evaluation of documentation and visit by NZQA, industry and

teaching professional in the same field from another provider.
Standard setting body (SSB) Primary Industry Training Organisation

Accreditation and Moderation Action Plan (AMAP) ?
reference

This AMAP can be accessed at http://www.nzqga.govt.nz/framework/search/index.do.
Special notes

Ist Legislation relevant to this unit standard includes, but 15 not limited to, the — Animal Welfare Act
1999, and the subsequent amendments.

2nd Performance of all aspects of this unit standard should comply with the Section 7.11.3 of the
Animal Welfare (Dogs) Code of Welfare 2010 by the National Animal Welfare Advisory Committee
(NAWAC), and Recommended Best Practice for the Banding of Puppies as set out by the New Zealand
Council of Docked Breeds. Within this standard these documents are referred to as the Welfare Code
and Best Practice.

3rd Definitions: Banding refers to the application of a rubber band to remove the tail.
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Elements and performance criteria

Element 1

Prepare for, and implement, banding of puppies.
Performance criteria

1.1 Requirements for banding are identified, and if required, are prepared, in
accordance with NAWAC Welfare Code and Best Practice.

Range eligibility of bander, age, breed and health of puppies; equipment,
work surface, hygiene and documentation.
1.2 Banding is implemented in accordance with Best Practice and the Welfare Code
Range hair trimming, application of the band, tying off of band and

subsequent follow up.

Please note
Providers must be accredited by NZQA, or an inter-institutional body with delegated authority for quality
assurance, before they can report credits from assessment against unit standards or deliver courses of study

leading to that assessment.

Industry Training Organisations must be accredited by NZQA before they can register credits from
assessment against unit standards.

Accredited providers and Industry Training Organisations assessing against unit standards must engage with
the moderation system that applies to those standards.
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United Kennel Clubs Breed Registrations for the Working Group 10 year Period

In 2007 the United Kingdom introduce a country wide ban on tail docking. Below are the 10 year Breed Registations for the Working
group both showing registrations before and after the ban. Althcugh most breeds have shawn to be declining, rone are more devastating-
ly hit than the traditionally Docked or Crapped Breeds,

From the year 2007 Il the year 2014 over 11,707 Breed registation have disappeared, Out of the 11, 707 declining registration 9955 of
them were traditionally docked and/for cropped breads,

COMPARATIVE TABLES OF REGISTRATIONS FOR THE YEARS 2005- 2014 INCLUSIVE

WORKING 2005 2008 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
Alaskan Malomute 718 839 1,161 1,245 1,198 1,232 1,285 1,053 851 761
Bernese Mountain Dog 768 792 631 680 706 613 730 404 636 652
Eouvierdas Flandles S 159 103 56 87 71 105 a3 57 78 30
axar. U L 9,566 9.066 8191 7.353 5.M7 5699 5277 4.622 4.003 4,146
Eullm astitf 1,628 1.600 1,594 $,360 1140 1,169 1,044 @48 672 $89
Canadian Eslqmo Dog 7 4 2 12 1t 7 i 15 12 10
Dobemann - - S {3,316 3,388 2437 1,871 1,600 1,678 1457 1,346 1,212 1,104
Doguede Bordeaux 195 2361 2543 2452 2,7%) 2841 2895 2431 2,366 2269
Entlebucher Mountain Dstl (Imp) 0 1 1 1 8 6 7 11 3 10
German Pmsche: = : 10 14 15 15 1 12 11 13 15 42
Giant Schnauzer - :'. PR A 270 313 216 276 198 244 204 237 187 278
Great Dana om0 1,688 1.639 1,897 1419 1.306 1,429 1,323 1,281 1.121 1.197
Greater Swiss Mounlam Dog (lmp) 5 24 23 26 22 41 31
Greanland Cog 17 20 5 2 5 9 i ! 10 2
Hevawar 32 27 4% 18 45 4 34 11 17 35
Leonberger 353 438 383 446 306 399 358 298 291 334
Mastif 476 483 354 269 252 157 173 140 13¢ 124
Neapclitan Mastilf -0 . 316 263 255 208 114 109 209 ek 107 60
Meadoundland 1,080 1,145 a57 1,045 898 1,026 862 221 861 o3
Pertuguese Water Dog 41 23 48 74 ot 139 a7 125 185 12
Pyranean Mastiff (imp) 1 0 0 4] i} t 1} 0 0 L}
Rettwallar =0 PR 6,692 8,575 4,257 2,631 2,156 1,959 1.851 1,554 1,453 1,639
Russian Black Temar Tt 125 129 93 54 35 57 €5 75 52 55
Sibarian Husky 1,753 1,993 2,000 2,084 2,072 2,209 1.940 1,684 1,339 1,259
St Bemmard 797 574 777 714 668 570 £92 557 528 07
Tibetan Masliff 30 60 57 59 43 40 63 75 73 66
TOTAL 31,799 32,260 28,010 24 449 21,632 21,737 20,714 18,083 16,433 16,303

© 2015  Association for Preservation of Purebred Dogs... parlnership of Velerinarians, Breed Clubs, Brecdess and Breed Cwners
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