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Topic
The meeting was argz (i’ﬂr’farmliﬂ SWh-Wells to respond to the Minister’s letter of 12 June to
him in which th %ﬁ?ﬁ Mated\tﬁh ﬁown Law advice was that the AWINZ proposal, as
drafted, wcmld/& }Prréxg‘c@ the Loéﬁl Government Act.
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The Mini f{b maﬁe th foj \nfg points: :
L th(g/ L,«(‘"m E‘Hff ‘ .:idm"ﬂ E‘f%c% in having local government officers tnvolved in animal welfare,
m\\ o "":"‘” S
ol QQ Qu\/l R\cﬁ;& o ﬁ)avc this view discussed by his Caucus and the Alliance because there is
)q)ndn zf;‘%{\o\paIiCy on the topic;
e if ddoﬁ\l(,d’ this’policy would require a change to the Jaw.
/‘\ “\ ‘\>
eil \{/\ag,ﬂé commented:
® f my}ﬁlstcr s letter was “heartening”™ it pointed to a way forward;
@ c4) served-!fxis position on wh.ethv?r he might seek a ju‘dicial review or declaratory
judgement if the AWINZ, application was not successful;
e he noted the risks inherent in relying solely on the SPCA for enforcement services;
» he noted that, in his view, the SPCA was engaging inspectors contrary to the Crown Law
opinion and that this raised the issue of whether there was a level playing field;
» he wondered whether section 37T of the LGA could provide a way forward:
e he complained about shifting advice from MAF over the past 5 years.



In a general discussion which followed, the two ministers gquestioned whether MAF had fully
explained to the select committee all the ramifications of TAs not being involved m animal
welfare service delivery. It appears they had the impression that TAs might be able to find
such work even if they could not do the actual delivery. Had this situation applied, it might
have “saved” AWINZ. MAF noted, in response, that the financial arrangements of AWINZ

were always a critical factor particularly if the arrangement involved TAs. /,/*s
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The outcome of the meeling was: /Y AT NG

I. MAF to prepare a “pros/cons™ paper for the Minister to take to C{tké&sww r@c \gf';?,‘\s
in delivering animal welfare services, oV, ‘\ A

2. Neil Wells to be offered the opportunity to comment on T!1u@1f‘t\ﬁ& e\

3. Neil Wells to submit a revised application which would s y“F w;th\ﬂf‘&s {the
Minister noted that AWINZ might not prove to be sufficiently fi aqg&alhuobusl without
backing from Wattakere City Council; /, '“ﬁ by

4. Both Waitakere City Council and MAF to conalde{}w}\ s‘écn{m W\o‘l" the LGA would
help resolve the problem: and § N ,/

5. After completion of the above steps, c,omtdcrsv h 0 see& ﬁl.ﬁs\rc change and to

identify an appropriate vehicle. \\ o )/ P \ \,\\/
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