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Hi Mark , GD/S8I0/3

Our overall advice is that you do not send this paper to Cabinet. If you ~ /Z
chose to, we will recommend that the paper be deferred in order for the ~~
Minister 01Agriculture to work through the costs, benefits, legal and ~
policy implications/risks of establishing a third animal welfare "umbrella
organisation" and refer back to the Committee by 30 March 2001. /'(" ~

The following sets out our reasons for not endorsing the paper as it~ ~\)
currently stands.

The paper has not clearly argued what the benefits and c~st ~' ()
social, fiscal) of approving AWINZ are and why these ben ~;~)h
costs. ~

~~
We understand that the Local Govemmen~Si~ king the
Local Government Act less prescriph~~ich'me:y ~h 0 get involved
III a wider range of activities. Howe~. willo~ ssi Ie if Ihey
have a mandate from the commu~'y: d e pr~ nlability regimes in
place. We therefore recommem,~ ~ti ~ as Ihe review of the
Act is complete. ~

We are unsure why the M ieeMSlse~ki I t's approval for it is in
his powers to do this~'~~~en r . If it just for the
purposes of letting the I~cw,. ·n c~he:! is political tall-out then this
should be slated rom. "">
Para 21: We think ay h~isted something out as the last sentence
just reads " Iia csta~t."

'\:>
Para 2 f,A·""" mm t you state the fact that the application will be
appp§r~~.~~. ~i~CI ending completion of establishing
pe~ nd t¥,hni I standards, earlier in the paper. You may wish to
exp on~~ y you have included the International League for the
Protec ~ ~ para 22.


