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C 5. NAEAC Annual Report for 2013 
C 6. Discussion of arrangements for AEC site visits in May 
C 7. Discussion of November 2014 workshop for AECs 
C 8. AEC service awards 
C 9. MPI update   
 

The general subject of each matter to be considered while the public is excluded, the reason for passing this 
resolution in relation to each matter, and the specific grounds under section 48(1) of the Local Government 
Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing of this resolution are as follows: 
 

General subject of each matter 
to be considered 

Reason for passing this resolution 
in relation to each matter 

 

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the 
passing of this resolution 

C 1. Confirmation of previous 
minutes 
 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons. 
 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under section 
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act 1982 
(OIA). 
 

C 2. Action list review 
 

As above. 
 

As above. 
 

C 3. Accredited reviewers 
teleconference to discuss 
2013 reviews 

To maintain the constitutional 
conventions for the time being which 
protect the confidentiality of advice 
tendered by Ministers of the Crown 
and officials. 
 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(f)(iv) of the OIA. 
 

C 4. 2013 reviews of code holders 
– summary of findings 

As above. 
 

As above. 
 

C 5. NAEAC Annual Report for 
2013 
 

To maintain the constitutional 
conventions for the time being which 
protect the confidentiality of advice 
tendered by Ministers of the Crown 
and officials; and/or: 
 
To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure or harassment. 
 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(f)(iv) and/or 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. 

C 6. Discussion of arrangements 
for AEC site visits in May 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons; and/or: 
 
To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure or harassment. 
 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(a) and/or 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. 
 

C 7. Discussion of November 2014 
workshop for AECs 

As above. As above. RELE
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O 11. Mini-tutorial – Psychoactive Substances 
 
V Williams invited M Tingle to give his mini-tutorial on the subject of psychoactive substances. 
 
M Tingle provided some background information regarding his interest in psychoactive substances.  This 
included details of his research, teaching history, service to external agencies as a consultant, membership of 
The  AEC, and personal interests. 
 
Data from the Ministry of Health showed that New Zealanders, especially 18 to 30 year olds, had a strong 
desire to use psychoactive substances. 
 

, from  introduced legal highs (benzylpiperazine (BZP) ‘dance pills’) to New 
Zealand in 1999 as an alternative to methamphetamine.  BZP was: 
 
 first used as a recreational drug in 1999 in Europe; 
 claimed to mimic the stimulant effects of methylenedioxymethamphetamine (MDMA, and also known 

as Ecstasy); 
 described as having a ‘natural’ composition or ‘herbal’ origin despite being purely synthetic.  

 
Subsequently, articles (by M Tingle and colleagues), relating to the nature of ingredients in party pills such as 
BZP and their metabolic interactions, were published in various journals including The New Zealand Medical 
Journal. 
 
New Zealand continued to have a large legal market for BZP party pills until 2008, when it was made a Class 
C (moderate risk) drug under the Misuse of Drugs Act 1975.  In 2008, there were 120 brands of party pills in 
New Zealand.  In the 9 years that it was on the market, it is estimated that 1 in 7 adults in New Zealand had 
used BZP party pills. Post BZP, synthetic cannabis and phenazepam started increasing in use. 
 
The Psychoactive Substances Bill was a unique piece of legislation in that it sought to make party pills illegal 
unless the manufacturer could prove a low risk of harm to the individuals using it.  This meant proving 
psychoactive substances were: 
 
 unlikely to cause death after a low single dose; 
 had no cumulative effect on repeated exposure; 
 not genotoxic (cancer causing); 
 not teratogenic (harmful to an unborn child); 
 low in addiction potential. 

 
M Tingle discussed the ethics of using animals to test the safety of non-therapeutic compounds highlighting an 
excerpt which was supplied to the Interim Psychoactive Substances Expert Advisory Committee (IPSEAC) 
from the Ministry of Health.  The excerpt was supposedly taken from NAEAC’s submission to the Health 
Committee on the Psychoactive Substances Bill.  The excerpt read: “.........NAEAC would view the testing of 
recreational psychoactive substances without therapeutic merit as justifying the use of animals.”  V Williams 
reported that this was not accurate and in fact NAEAC’s submission to the Health Committee had been the 
exact opposite.  The NAEAC members involved in the drafting of the submission were unhappy that this had 
been presented to IPSEAC, of which M Tingle was a member.  V Williams asked M Tingle to send her a copy 
of the document which he had used to obtain the excerpt so she could discuss it further with MPI officials at a 
meeting to be held later in the afternoon. 
 

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(b)(ii)

s 9(2)(b)(ii)
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IPSEAC considered the regulatory regimens currently applied to various types of chemical substances and 
agreed that the medicines regulatory model was the best fit for psychoactive substances.  By adopting a 
pharmaceutical approach to the regulation of psychoactive substances, IPSEAC could review guidelines 
published by the International Conference on Harmonisation of Technical Requirements for Registration of 
Pharmaceuticals for Human Use (ICH) and regulators of medicines. 
 
Following its review, IPSEAC concluded that psychoactive substances should be considered as products that 
meet the ICH description of products intended for acute intermittent use. While some safety studies for acute 
intermittent use could utilise in-vitro methods, others required the use of animal models. 
 
The Psychoactive Substances Bill was passed in July 2013 and set out the functions of the Psychoactive 
Substances Expert Advisory Committee in section 11. 
 
M Tingle outlined the limitations of both in-vitro and in-vivo testing.  Of the approximately 80 Organisation for 
Economic Co-operation and Development Guidelines available for testing health effects of chemicals, 
validated in-vitro tests were currently only available for genotoxicity, skin irritation, estrogenic activity and 
photosensitivity. No validated alternatives currently exist for systemic toxicity or teratogenesis.  The views of 

), on alternatives to animal testing 
were noted. 
 
A political decision to amend the Psychoactive Substances Act and ban the use of animal testing data in 
support of product approvals came into force on 8 May 2014.   
 
V Williams thanked M Tingle and P Larsen for their recent assistance with media inquiries and interviews in 
relation to animal testing and psychoactive substances. 
 

Action – M Tingle to send V Williams document which contained excerpt. 
  
O 12. Mini-tutorial for November general meeting 
 
V Williams reminded committee members that at the February general meeting, the committee agreed to invite 

 to the November general meeting to give a mini-tutorial on his 
views on animal use in research, testing and teaching.  When V Williams discussed this with  (to 
ascertain if MPI would meet  travel costs)  had suggested other people (with different 
views) attend as well.  The committee discussed the merits of having more than one person attend at one time 
to talk to the committee.  It was agreed to limit the mini-tutorial to one person for the sake of time and 
personality clashes.  Rather than inviting  it was agreed to invite  

 instead. 
 
A historical letter received by the New Zealand Anti-Vivisection Society (Inc) from  regarding 
LD50 testing was noted. 
 
V Williams reported that  AEC) sought feedback from NAEAC 
on their site visit the previous day.  Committee members discussed the visit  noting that 
conditions in the  rodent facility were less than ideal.  Poor ventilation, unsecure racks 
holding animal cages and minimal environmental enrichment for rats were some of the concerns shared by 
committee members. 
 
V Williams agreed to draft a letter to  on their visit and circulate it to the rest of the committee for 
comment. 

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a) s 9(2)(a)
s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)
s 9(2)(b)(ii)

s 9(2)(b)(ii)

s 9(2)(a)
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Any Other Business Part One 
 
O 22. ANZCCART Conference 
 
V Williams reported that MPI had had an approach from a  student about 
funding to attend the upcoming ANZCCART conference.  The student was advised that NAEAC does not have 
its own budget and that the MPI is responsible for the committee’s expenses.  MPI had made a decision not to 
fund the student to attend the conference. 
 
V Williams asked committee members about other options available to the student.  P Larsen reported that 
$2,000 of funding was available per annum to post-graduate students from Victoria University.  It was 
suggested that the student either submit an abstract to ANZCCART or approach the Royal Society of New 
Zealand for funding. 
 

Action –  to convey funding information to student. 
 

 departed the meeting at 2.35 pm. 
 
Any Other Business Part Two 
 
No other items of business were identified for discussion under Part Two of the agenda. 
 

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC 
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 

 
There being no further items of business for discussion under Part One of the agenda it was moved (V 
Williams/S Cairns): 
 
A. That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, namely: 
 
C 1. Confirmation of previous minutes 
C 2. Action list review 
C 3. Amendment to  code of ethical conduct 
C 4. October review of codes of ethical conduct 
C 5. Discussion/feedback from Wellington site visits 
C 6. Discussion of November 2014 workshop for AECs 
C 7. NAEAC Annual Report for 2013 
C 8. MPI update   
 
The general subject of each matter to be considered while the public is excluded, the reason for passing this 
resolution in relation to each matter, and the specific grounds under section 48(1) of the Local Government 
Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing of this resolution are as follows: 
 

s 9(2)(b)(ii)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)
(a)

s 9(2)(b)(ii)
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General subject of each matter 
to be considered 

Reason for passing this resolution 
in relation to each matter 

 

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the 
passing of this resolution 

C 1. Confirmation of previous 
minutes 
 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons. 
 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under section 
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act 1982 
(OIA). 

C 2. Action list review As above. As above. 

C 3. Amendment to  
 code of ethical 

conduct 

To protect information where making 
the information available would be 
likely unreasonably to prejudice the 
commercial position of the person 
who supplied or who is the subject of 
the information; and/or: 
 
To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure or harassment. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(b)(ii) and/or 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. 
 

C 4. October review of codes of 
ethical conduct 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons; and/or: 
 
To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure and harassment. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(a) and/or 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. 
 

C 5. Discussion/feedback from 
Wellington site visits 

As above. As above. 

C 6. Discussion of November 2014 
workshop for AECs 

As above. As above. 

C 7. NAEAC Annual Report for 
2013 
 

To maintain the constitutional 
conventions for the time being which 
protect the confidentiality of advice 
tendered by Ministers of the Crown 
and officials; and/or: 
 
To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure or harassment. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(f)(iv) and/or 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. 

C 8. MPI update   
 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons; and/or: 
 
To maintain the constitutional 
conventions for the time being which 
protect the confidentiality of advice 
tendered by Ministers of the Crown 
and officials. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(a) and/or 9(2)(f)(iv) of the OIA. 
 
 

 

s 9(2)(b)
(ii)

RELE
ASED U

NDER THE O
FFIC

IAL I
NFORMATIO

N ACT 19
82









 
 

   15 

C 8. MPI update  
 
The MPI update, circulated prior to the meeting was noted. 
 
V Williams reported that she had had several recent requests from people asking if NAEAC had had any 
guidelines or information about how to chair an AEC meeting.  Committee members discussed this briefly 
noting that there was a wealth of information on this topic already on the internet.  It was not considered 
necessary for NAEAC to develop any specific advice or guidance on this topic. 
 
There being no other items of business, the Chair thanked committee members for their attendance and 
declared the meeting closed at 4.05 pm. 
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 reported that organisations with a code of ethical conduct due to expire before the end of the year 
had now arranged their reviews.  It was anticipated that the review reports would be available to committee 
members by the end of September. 
 
In regards to the NAEAC annual report,  reported she had reviewed the first proof which had been 
returned to MPI Communications for further amendment.  The need for MPI Communications to start work on 
the press release was noted. 
 
Provide advice to AECs and code holders (action 40): It was noted that the examination of international 
best practice documents on animal welfare in research, testing and teaching was still pending. 
  
O 2. NAEAC content on MPI website 
 
V Williams reported she had reviewed NAEAC content on the MPI website and all the links appeared to be 
working.   A link to the New Zealand Three Rs strategy was considered to be out of date and it was agreed 
that reference to it be removed from the MPI website.  C Johnson reported  would be in a 
position to discuss getting involved again in the Three Rs sometime next year. 
 
It was noted that on the MPI website, the link to the Blood Harvesting Guidelines did not contain the front 
cover.   advised committee members that the MPI website was being updated and as such, some 
content would change.  The roll out of the new website was due for September or October this year.  Given 
that NAEAC was reviewing the guidelines it was agreed not to do anything further to the electronic version at 
the current time.  
 

Action –  to remove link to New Zealand Three Rs strategy from MPI website. 
 
O 3. Update on review of Blood Harvesting Guidelines 
 
V Williams reported that the Guidelines for the welfare of livestock for which blood is harvested for commercial 
and research purposes were currently out for targeted consultation.   confirmed that in order not to 
miss any key stakeholders the guidelines had been circulated by email to all animal ethics committees (AECs) 
and organisations with an arrangement to use an AEC.  To date, three responses had been received – two 
from organisations saying the guidelines did not apply to them and one from , commenting 
on potable water. 
 

 asked the committee why the guidelines were being reviewed.  It was noted that the list of MPI and 
NAEAC publications were reviewed annually by the committee and the guidelines were due to be examined 
this year, being last reviewed in 2009.   V Williams was of the opinion that it would be valuable to have actual 
data on blood collection.  C Johnson advised  that reviewing the guidelines was appropriate in terms 
of transparency even if no actual data was supplied.  M Tingle suggested the most important thing AECs could 
do if they were approving protocols for blood harvesting, was to go and view the blood collection in progress.  
G Nind, as a member of the  AEC, assured committee members that the animals used there 
for blood collection were in excellent condition and that he had visited the animals on a number of occasions.  
It was agreed that once the consultation period was over, all comments received would be circulated to 
committee members.  
 

Action –  to circulate comments on ‘blood harvesting guidelines’ to committee 
members. 

  
 
 

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(g)(ii)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(b)(ii)

s 9(2)(b)(ii)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)
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O 12. Update for Minister for Primary Industries 
 
It was noted that the Minister might want to meet with V Williams prior to the publication of the NAEAC annual 
report as it contained MPI’s animal use statistics.  The number of animals recorded as being used was the 
lowest since 1997. V Williams reported she had recently spoken to Probus and it was evident that the public 
were unaware that the majority of animals used for research, testing and teaching purposes in New Zealand 
were agricultural animals.  
 
No other items were identified for the Minister’s attention. 
 
O 13. Update on alternatives to animal-based regulatory testing 
 
K Booth reported that regulatory standards and guidelines for getting products registered in New Zealand were 
revised and updated on a regular basis.  The work the Agricultural Compound and Veterinary Medicines 
(ACVM) Group were doing in this area had been deferred due to other work priorities – in this case, the Feeds 
Review.  New Zealand does subscribe to international standards and is an observer of the International 
Cooperation on Harmonisation of Technical Requirements for Registration of Veterinary Medicinal Products 
(VICH), which sets regulatory guidelines that companies can meet.  These guidelines are constantly being 
updated.  V Williams expressed concern about how animal sample sizes for testing were established.   K 
Booth explained that work was carried out within a risk, not prescriptive framework.  In reality the number of 
animals used would be more than the minimum required. 
  
O 14. Update on new technologies 
 
S Cairns raised the topic of 3-D modelling or printing as a means of propagating tissue and reducing animal 
use in research.  P Larsen reported that it was possible to 3-D print certain cell types.  The process of 3-D 
printing was considered to be very interesting and something the committee thought would make a good topic 
for a future mini-tutorial.  The committee, however, could not identify an appropriate speaker at the time. 
 

Action – V Williams to try and identify someone to speak to NAEAC about 3-D printing. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 10.00 am resumed again at 10.30 am. 
 
O 8. Mini-tutorial – Animal-based regulatory testing 
 
V Williams invited K Booth to give her mini-tutorial on the subject of animal use in the registration of animal 
health products.  K Booth reported her presentation would provide an overview of New Zealand’s regulatory 
system and three specific examples of animal health products that had been registered in New Zealand.  It 
was noted that New Zealand had a very robust and timely regulatory system. 
 
Veterinary medicines are regulated under various pieces of legislation including the Agricultural Compounds 
and Veterinary Medicines Act 1997 administered by the Ministry for Primary Industries, and the Hazardous 
Substances and New Organisms Act 1996, administered by the Environmental Protection Authority. 
 
The Ministry for Primary Industries ACVM group is responsible for managing trade name products and risks 
associated with public health, trade in primary produce, animal welfare and agricultural security.  The 
legislation covers veterinary medicines, agricultural chemicals, vertebrate toxic agents, animal and stock feed 
and fertilisers.  Types of ACVM authorisation include research approval, provisional registration, full 
registration, exemption and special use.   
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For the full registration of an animal health product, data must be provided in respect of its chemistry and 
manufacturing, efficacy, safety, residues, toxicology, and antibiotic resistance.  The Organisation for Economic 
Co-operation and Development (OECD) provides guidelines for testing the toxicology of new active 
ingredients.  Once the testing is performed it does not need to be repeated.  There is very little animal testing 
in the chemistry and manufacturing phases except for potency testing for vaccines, although work is underway 
internationally to find replacements for this. 
 
One has to show that a product is safe to use in each class of animal for the target species. There is also a 
need to show that a product will do what it says it will do. For example, due to New Zealand’s pastoral based 
agricultural system, drench products need to be able to treat parasites common in New Zealand.  Residue 
studies are expensive to run and one can use overseas data here to support withholding periods in New 
Zealand.  In relation to cross-referencing and deviation, if it is believed we do not need to meet a particular 
standard or guideline the deviation process can be utilised. 
 
K Booth described the registration process for three products used in New Zealand.  These included a new 
antibiotic for cattle to treat bovine respiratory disease; a new anthelmintic for sheep; and a leptospirosis 
vaccine for sheep.  Discovery development, clinical efficacy, target animal safety, and drug residues were 
described for the each of the examples.  It was noted that a challenge model was still required for leptospirois 
antigens, and as such there was a high cost to animal welfare.  For efficacy studies, a biostatistician is always 
used. 
 
On behalf of the committee, V Williams thanked K Booth for her informative presentation. 
 

 joined the meeting at 11.40 am. 
 
O 11. Update on Animal Welfare Amendment Bill 
 

 provided an update on the Animal Welfare Amendment Bill.  It was noted that two documents, one 
including a summary of the changes to the Bill, had been circulated prior to the meeting. 
 

 reported that the Bill was likely to pass in the first quarter of 2015 (in light of the upcoming election) 
and would have full party support even if there was a change of government. 
 

 summarised the key amendments to the Bill as follows: 
 
 The sentience of animals has been recognised. 
 The consultation process during the development of regulations has been clarified. 
 The term ‘compliance order’ has been changed to ‘compliance notice’. 
 The Bill specifies each offence in the Act as either a criminal offence or an infringement offence. 
 To enable a knowledge base to be established, exporters of live animals have to report on the welfare of 

animals not only during the journey but also 30 days after they have arrived at their destination.  K Booth 
asked  how exporters were supposed to do this.   replied that reporting requirements may 
be built into contracts and may be developed in regulations in the future. 

 Indefinite exemptions are only available for religious and cultural practices but will be subject to review 
every 10 years.  Transitional regulations can now only be made for a maximum of 10 years, with the ability 
to extend this, once only, for an additional 5 years. 

 Scientists will have to report on the number of animals killed for research, testing and teaching purposes 
as the definition of ‘manipulation’ has been changed to include killing as a manipulation.  It was noted that 
this does not apply to normal husbandry practices. 
 

 

s 9(2)
(a)

s 9(2)
(a)

s 9(2)
(a)

s 9(2)
(a)

s 9(2)
(a)

s 9(2)
(a)
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DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC 
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 

 
There being no further items of business for discussion under Part One of the agenda it was moved (V 
Williams/S Cairns): 
 
A: That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, namely: 
 
C 1. Confirmation of previous minutes 
C 2. Action list review 
C 3. October review of codes of ethical conduct 
C 4. Discussion of November 2014 workshop for AECs 
C 5. NAEAC Annual Report for 2013 and future format 
C 6. MPI update   
 
The general subject of each matter to be considered while the public is excluded, the reason for passing this 
resolution in relation to each matter, and the specific grounds under section 48(1) of the Local Government 
Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing of this resolution are as follows: 
 

General subject of each matter 
to be considered 

Reason for passing this resolution 
in relation to each matter 

 

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the 
passing of this resolution 

C 1. Confirmation of previous 
minutes 
 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons. 
 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under section 
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act 1982 
(OIA). 

C 2. Action list review As above. As above. 

C 3. October review of codes of 
ethical conduct 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons; and/or: 
 
To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure and harassment. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(a) and/or 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. 
 

C 4. Discussion of November 2014 
workshop for AECs 

As above. As above. 

C 5. NAEAC Annual Report for 
2013 
 

To maintain the constitutional 
conventions for the time being which 
protect the confidentiality of advice 
tendered by Ministers of the Crown 
and officials; and/or: 
 
To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure or harassment. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(f)(iv) and/or 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. 
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The meeting adjourned at 1.00 pm for lunch followed by the meeting with ANZCCART at 1.30 pm and 
resumed again at 2.30 pm.   departed the meeting after lunch and  departed after the joint 
meeting with ANZCCART. 
 
C 1. Confirmation of previous minutes 
 
The draft minutes of the general meeting held on 13 May 2014 were reviewed.  There were no amendments. 
 
Moved (V Williams/B Warburton): 
 
That the draft minutes of the general meeting held on 13 May 2014 be adopted as a true and accurate record 
of that meeting. 
 
The motion was put: carried. 
  
C 2. Action list review 
 
The committee reviewed progress with the various items on the list of actions agreed at previous meetings.  
The following updates were provided: 
 
Paper on animal-based regulatory testing (action 5): K Booth had now drafted an occasional paper on 
animal-based regulatory testing. 

 
Amendment to Animal Use Statistics Publication (action 10): It was noted that this action had not been 
completed and was in fact pending until such time as the Animal Welfare Amendment Bill was passed. 
 
Topic author for next issue of Welfare Pulse (action 16):  reported she had contacted Malaghan 
Institute about their interest in writing an article for Welfare Pulse although a definite answer had not yet been 
received.  In light of the recent irregularity of publication for the on-line magazine, V Williams reported she 
would not ask for contributions from AECs in her next newsletter. 
 
Reviews of code holders – summary of findings (action 20):  reported he was happy for NAEAC 
to review MPI’s letters to code holders outlining whether or not they had achieved a satisfactory level of 
compliance following their review. 
 
Draft guidelines on emergency management (action 23): This action had now been completed, and the 
guidelines added to the NAEAC resources on the MPI website. 
 
Review of NAEAC wiki page (action 25): V Williams reported she had contacted former NAEAC member, 

 about how to ascertain the number of views the site had generated.  There had been 1134 
views in the first six months of 2014 compared to 758 for the previous six months.  T Burrell reported that her 
students had been using the NAEAC wiki page to learn about the regulatory system for animal use in 
research, testing and teaching. 
 
Review of AEC induction pack (action 26): The changes NAEAC wanted for the AEC induction pack had 
been completed.  AECs had since been advised that the packs would only be available electronically. 
 
ANZCCART Conference (action 36): V Williams reported she had been contacted by  the 

 student who was looking for NAEAC sponsorship to attend the ANZCCART conference, 
and asked to review some material she had put together for university students working with animals in 
research.  V Williams was happy to review the material on behalf of the committee. 

s 9(2)(a) s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)
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November AEC workshop (action 38):  It was noted that  was not available to open the workshop in 
November.  V Williams had confirmed  availability to attend the conference and had passed on his 
details to T Burrell so she could confirm presentation content with him. 
  
C 3. October review of codes of ethical conduct 
 
The review reports of those organisations with a code of ethical conduct due to expire before the end of the 
year were due to MPI before the end of September.  V Williams reminded committee members which codes 
they were responsible for.  Each committee member would have one week to look at the relevant review report 
and provide comment back to  
  
C 4. Discussion of November 2014 workshop for AECs 
 
V Williams invited T Burrell to provide an update on the upcoming AEC workshop.  T Burrell referred 
committee members to the draft workshop notes and programme that were circulated after the May general 
meeting.  The following items were discussed/agreed upon: 
 
 The theme/title of the workshop would be Empowering ethical decision making. 

 
 In light of  unavailability, V Williams would open the workshop and present the Three Rs Award. 
 
 T Burrell would contact  to confirm the title and outline of his keynote address. 
 
 P Larsen would introduce and chair the two hour mock AEC session and 20 minutes would be allocated to 

the introduction.  Committee members reviewed the ‘mock’ application which was circulated prior to the 
meeting.  B Warburton reported that the application had initially been approved by an AEC but that one of 
the research providers had pulled out of the work prior to it commencing.  As a result, the application was 
resubmitted to another AEC but was not approved the second time.  As the topic of 1080 poisoning was 
very much in the public domain it was considered a good option for the workshop and one which all the 
different AECs could discuss.  The outcomes for the session would include individual views on the 
application and also how their AEC would review it.  There was some discussion about whether to 
circulate the application form prior to workshop but it was eventually agreed not to, so as to avoid 
discussion beforehand.  It was suggested that some notes or instructions for participants be attached to 
the application form to highlight the objectives of the session.   

 
 It was noted that G Nind had submitted an apology for not being able to attend the workshop and 

November general due to other commitments.   from ANZCCART New Zealand Board 
was suggested as a replacement to facilitate the SPCA nominees discussion of the mock protocol.  As 
ANZCCART New Zealand had already indicated their interest in attending the workshop, T Burrell agreed 
to contact  to ascertain if she would be in a position to help on the day. 

 
 The first workshop after lunch would focus on emerging issues that arose from the mock AEC meeting.  

Territorial nominees would join SPCA nominees in this session so that AEC chairs could form a separate 
group to discuss issues such as running an effective AEC meeting and ensuring full participation of lay 
members. 

 
 Participants would have a choice of three workshops following the first.  The topics included applying 

gradings to wildlife species; statistics/power analysis; and monitoring.  Depending on registrations, 
individual AEC members would be asked to form a panel to report on how their organisation manages 
monitoring. 

s 9(2)
(a)s 9(2)(a)
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O 17. Committee members’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at conferences 
continued 

 
B Warburton reported he had attended the National Education and Training Seminar (NETS) run by National 
Pest Control Agencies (NPCA) and the New Zealand Biosecurity Institute (NZBI) the previous month.  The 
focus of the meeting had been on generally accepted practice. 
 
B Warburton had also attended the Australian Vertebrate Pest Conference but had been disappointed that the 
key note animal welfare address had not pushed the boundary.  Camel and kangaroo culling had been a focus 
of the conference. 
 
V Williams reported she had been invited to speak at a seminar next year by the New Zealand Hunts’ 
Association Inc to talk about hounds, not hunting.  It was noted that the greyhound racing industry were 
moving towards self-regulation and had been proactive about improving the welfare and quality control of their 
racing dogs. 
 
There being no other items of business to discuss, the Chair thanked committee members for their attendance 
and declared the meeting closed at 4.05 pm. 
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Codes of Ethical Conduct Meeting 

 
 

Tuesday, 14 October 2014 
10.00 am – 4.30 pm and 

Wednesday, 15 October 2014 
9.00 am – 1.00 pm 

The Executive Boardroom 
James Cook Grand Chancellor Hotel 

147 The Terrace 
Wellington 

 

 
 

MINUTES 
 

PART ONE  
 

Present: Virginia Williams (Chairperson), Peter Larsen, Malcolm Tingle, Karen Booth, Terry Burrell, Graeme 
Nind, Craig Johnson, Bruce Warburton. 
 
In attendance:  (Principal Adviser, Animal Welfare),  (Secretary). 
 
Apologies: An apology was received from Stephen Cairns (14 and 15 October 2014).   
 
V Williams opened the meeting at 9.45 am and welcomed attendees. 
 

 advised committee members that in light of the legal problem identified with Gazette notices last 
year, two code holders  

wanted their current code extended until 31 December 2014 so that their new approved code could 
come into force on 1 January 2015.  As such, the committee would need to pass a resolution to recommend 
the approval of those existing codes prior to considering their application for a new code. 
 
Any Other Business Part One (Public Excluded Agenda) 
 
The NAEAC annual report was identified as a further item of business for discussion under Part One of the 
agenda. 
 
Any Other Business Part Two (Open to the Pubic) 
 
No further items of business were identified for discussion under Part Two of the agenda. 

s 9(2)(a) s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)
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C 1. Confirmation of previous meeting minutes 
 
The draft minutes of the quarterly general meeting held on 12 August 2014 were reviewed.   
reported that on page 2, the minutes made reference to the Blood Harvesting Guidelines going out for ‘public’ 
consultation when in fact they were sent out for ‘targeted’ consultation.  It was agreed to amend the minutes to 
reflect that the guidelines were only distributed to animal ethics committees (AECs) and organisations with an 
arrangement to use an AEC.  
 
Moved (V Williams/B Warburton): 
 
That the draft minutes of the quarterly general meeting held on 12 August 2014 be adopted as a true and 
accurate record of that meeting subject to the above amendment being made. 
 
The motion was put: carried. 
 

Action –  to amend the August 2014 meeting minutes and circulate updated version to 
committee members. 

 
C 2. Actions list review 
 
The committee reviewed progress with the various items on the list of actions agreed at previous meetings.  
The following updates were provided: 
 
Amendment to Animal Use Statistics Publication (action 3):  V Williams reported that at the Animal 
Behaviour and Welfare Consultative Committee (ABWCC) meeting held the previous day, attendees had been 
advised that the Animal Welfare Amendment Bill was likely to have its second reading before Christmas and 
its third reading early in 2015. 
 
NAEAC occasional paper series (action 13): V Williams reported that she had advised users that the Blood 
Harvesting Guidelines could be printed as an occasional paper. 
 
Send letter to  about NAEAC visit (action 16): V Williams advised committee members that she 
had reservations about sending  a letter about NAEAC’s site visit to  

  V Williams did not want AECs to think of NAEAC visits as ‘audits’.  V Williams invited committee 
members to comment on the issue.   It was generally agreed that while NAEAC was in a difficult position, the 
committee still had a responsibility to respond about the  animal facility because  

 had specifically asked for feedback about the visit.  It was noted that the letter might actually help the 
AEC bring about change to have the animal facility rebuilt or upgraded. 
 
Confirm content of statistics/power analysis workshop with  (action 20): T Burrell reported 
that  attendance at the workshop had now been confirmed. 
 

 provided an update on workshop registrations to date including the number of people who had 
registered, AEC representation, and workshop preferences.  It was noted that MPI Animal Welfare Policy had 
a number of new staff members who might also like to attend.   reported that she would send a 
reminder email to AECs the following week. 
 
Consider whether anything arising out of the Australian and New Zealand Council for the Care of 
Animals in Research and Teaching (ANZCCART) conference could be published as an occasional 
paper (action 24):  It was agreed to wait until the proceedings of the conference were available before doing 
anything further. 

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)
s 9(2)(a)
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9
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Try and identify someone to speak to NAEAC about 3-D printing (action 26): P Larsen reported that he 
had approached  about speaking to NAEAC about 
this topic as one of his professional interests was stem cell and scaffold-based regeneration of cartilage and 
bone. P Larsen had also sent V Williams one of his research papers. T Burrell reported she had attended one 
of his talks at the Hutt Library and had found it very interesting. 
 
Raise issue of definition of manipulation in next AEC newsletter (action 28): V Williams sought 
clarification from committee members on how this action came about.  M Tingle reported that when he visited 
the  AEC he had become aware that routine husbandry procedures were being assessed by the 
AEC as manipulations when they need not have been.  
 
Although the  code of ethical conduct was first on the agenda for discussion, 
because B Warburton had not previously led a code review V Williams agreed to lead the discussion of her 
code  instead. 
 
C 5.  code of ethical conduct   
 
The code of ethical conduct for  expires on 25 November 2014.  The Institute was happy for their new code 
to be approved for 5 years from 26 November 2014. 
 
V Williams led the discussion of this code noting that it had been well drafted but that a number of matters still 
required attention.  The following points were noted for clarification/amendment (adopting the references in the 
code): 
 
K Booth pointed out that there was no date on the code to allow users to know they were operating under a 
current approved code.  It was agreed that this should be added, perhaps to the front page.  M Tingle noted 
that codes approved by MPI were stamped ‘Code of Ethical Conduct Approved’ and in the case of  

 this approved PDF version was the only one available to users. 
 
Section 2.1.1(b): The statutory internal  AEC member is required to have the knowledge to evaluate each 
proposal, the qualifications and skills of the proposer, and the scientific value of each project.  This cannot be 
delegated to a number of individuals  
 
Section 2.2.1(c): The code holder has chosen to have an additional non-statutory external member but the   
quorum must not include this member.  Clarification as to how  appoint and reappoint this member was 
requested. 
 
Section 2.1.4: M Tingle expressed concern that the CEO of  could attend any AEC meeting and potentially 
exert undue influence on the committee’s decisions. A certain degree of independence should be maintained 
by the AEC   V Williams agreed to bring this matter to the attention of AECs in her next newsletter by asking 
for feedback on when the attendance of the CEO at an AEC meeting might be appropriate. 
 
Section 2.2.1(d): In addition to the NAEAC AEC induction pack, new members should be given a copy of the 

 code of ethical conduct. 
 
Section 3.2.1: The quorum must include at least two of the external statutory members. 
 
Section 3.2.2: The voting membership should be defined. 
 

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(b)(ii)
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Section 5.2.2: It was agreed that the phrase ‘well in advance’ was vague and inconsistent with the earlier 
provision that some applications may be considered urgently.  It was suggested this section be reworded or 
deleted. 
 
Section 6.1.2: The external member referred to in this section should be the statutory one. 
 
Section 9.5.1: This section made reference to a ‘Protocols Register’.   It was the opinion of NAEAC that the 
AEC should be approving and reviewing standard operating procedures (SOPs). 
 
There should also be provisions for reporting adverse events.  
 
NAEAC endorsed the reviewer’s recommendation that  use an owner consent form when animals not 
owned by are used.  
 
Moved (V Williams/P Larsen): 
 
That the  code of ethical conduct be received and that NAEAC recommend that 
the Director-General of the Ministry for Primary Industries approve the code under the Animal Welfare Act 
1999 subject to the matters identified by NAEAC being addressed to the satisfaction of the Chair. 
 
The motion was put: carried. 
 

 Actions: 
 to write to advise  accordingly. 

V Williams to ask AECs for feedback on when CEO attendance at an AEC meeting might be 
appropriate. 
V Williams to note in next AEC newsletter that AEC members should have access to the code 
of ethical conduct stamped ‘code of ethical conduct approved’. 

 
C 3.  code of ethical conduct  
 
The code of ethical conduct for the  expires on 16 December 2014.  The 
Department was happy for their new code to be approved for 5 years from 17 December 2014. 
 
B Warburton led the discussion of this code.  The committee agreed with B Warburton that the code was very 
repetitive and confusing. The following points were noted for clarification/amendment (adopting the references 
in the code): 
 
Under Part 1 (description of general nature and extent of work) more clarity is required about what is 
exempted under the  and therefore does not require AEC approval. Incorporation of the flow 
chart referred to in the code might assist with the clarification. 
 
Reference is made to ‘Standard Operating Procedures, best practice and guidance’ in various places in the 
code. Best practice and guidance seemed vague and NAEAC asked if these were documented.  
 
Section 2.1: An animal ethics committee must be appointed (rather than may be appointed). 
 
Section 2.2.1: NAEAC considered that the appointment process should be incorporated in the code. 
 
Section 2.2.5: The external members may not be associated with  
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Sections 2.4.5-2.4.8: For the sake of clarity it was suggested that these sections state that subcommittees do 
not have the power to make decisions.  
 
Sections 2.9.1 and 3.11.3: There may be circumstances where an AEC member is unable to notify the Chair 
or provide comment.  
 
Section 2.9.6: The terms ‘face to face meetings’ and ‘in person’ are used interchangeably in the code. 
Consistency is required and NAEAC considered ‘in person’ was preferable as ‘face to face’ might be 
interpreted as including videoconferencing.  
 
Section 2.10.2: Documentation supplied to AEC members should also include the code of ethical conduct.  
 
Section 3.3.2: A section in the code stating what is in the code seemed unnecessary.  
 
Section 3.5.1: Stating the actual dates of meetings means that the meeting dates could not be changed 
without amending the code.  This section also seemed to conflict with sections 2.9.3 and 3.10.5 of the code. 
 
Section 3.6: It is not clear what happens when modifications are required e.g. can minor ones be approved by 
someone with delegated authority and more substantial ones reconsidered by the whole committee?  
 
Section 3.7.1: NAEAC was unclear about the need for a minimum approval period. 
 
Section 3.7.4: The AEC needs to decide what constitutes a minor variation. These should be restricted to 
variations which do not increase the animal welfare impact grade or numbers of animals being used.  
 
Section 3.8: The impact grading should be reassessed after the project is completed as sometimes the reality 
differs from what was expected. In addition it would be more useful to refer to MPI’s Animal Use Statistics 
booklet rather than the regulations.  
 
Section 3.9: Insert ‘by the AEC’ after ‘No approval of an application’. 
 
Section 4.1.1 and 4.2: Under this section, anyone not using the correct form would be in breach of the code. It 
was suggested that something along the lines of ‘In order to be considered, all applications must be on the 
standard application form which meets the requirements of section 100 of the Act’ be included. Section 4.2 
could then be deleted. 
 
Section 4.3.2: It would be more accurate and consistent with wording elsewhere to refer to approval holders 
rather than applicants.  
 
Sections 4.4 and 4.5: These matters should be dealt with on the application form. 
 
Section 4.6.3: The purpose of this section was unclear and probably unnecessary.  
 
Section 5.2.1: The term ‘methodology’ did not seem appropriate. 

 
Section 5.3.5: It is suggested this be moved to follow 5.3.2. 

 
Section 5.4: What will be done about non-compliances determined to be minor? 

 
Section 8.3: The use of the term ‘approval’ could be seen to imply that approval is automatic.  
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Section 3.1: ‘Animal Welfare Act’ should be added to the end of the last sentence in this section. 
 
Sections 6.9: The abbreviation ‘AWO’ is used in this section but is not explained until section 6.12.  
 
Section 6.10: As well as the induction pack, members should be supplied with a copy of  code of 
ethical conduct. NAEAC also suggested that in terms of ensuring that there is the opportunity to make an 
effective contribution, some reference could be made to the chairperson ensuring all members have the 
opportunity to contribute to the meeting and express their views. 
 
Section 7.1(b): Applications to the AEC for the use of animals in research, testing and teaching should cover 
all the proposed manipulations and be made on the appropriate  application form.  
 
Section 7.1(f): NAEAC suggested that this be split into two sentences with the first ending after ‘approved the 
protocol’. The second sentence could be amended to read ‘Any deviations from this protocol must receive 
prior approval of the AEC.’ 
 
Section 7.1(i): With regard to the minimum meeting frequency, ‘should’ should be ‘must’. In addition there 
should be a requirement for meeting in person if there are any applications graded C, D or E. It may also be 
useful for some brief outline of the process for triggering meetings.  
 
Section 7.1(j): NAEAC did not think it appropriate to consider new applications by post or email. If they are to 
be considered between ‘in person’ meetings they should be discussed via teleconference or videoconference. 
There was no objection to amendments being considered by post or email.   
 
Section 8.1: Rather than occurring with projects that AEC members ‘wish to lead’, conflicts can also exist if 
they are involved in particular projects.  
 
Section 9.2: This section needs to be expanded to cover things like the responsibility of facility mangers to 
develop SOPs which are subject to approval by the AEC as is described under section 5.1.1 of NAEAC’s 
Good Practice Guide for the Use of Animals in Research, Testing and Teaching. 
 
Section 10.3: The AEC should develop an annual monitoring plan. This should include visiting each facility 
once a year plus some monitoring of projects. In addition there should be a requirement to report back to the 
AEC (if not done by the whole AEC) or to keep records of the monitoring undertaken. 
 
It might also be helpful to have some sort of description or flow chart outlining matters that fall within Part 6 of 
the Animal Welfare Act (and therefore need AEC approval) and matters which do not.  
 
In light of the key issues identified by the reviewer in relation to meetings and monitoring NAEAC was of the 
opinion that the code holder should be reviewed again in a year’s time. 
 
Moved (K Booth/V Williams): 
 
That the  undergo another review in one year’s time. 
 
That the  code of ethical conduct be received and 
that NAEAC recommend that the Director-General of the Ministry for Primary Industries approve the code 
under the Animal Welfare Act 1999 subject to the matters identified by NAEAC being addressed to the 
satisfaction of the Chair, P Larsen and G Nind. 
 
The motions were put: carried. 
 

s 9(2)
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Action -  to write to advise  accordingly. 
 
C 10. Format of accredited reviewers report  
 

 accredited reviewer, sought feedback from NAEAC and MPI on the format of his reports which 
had been based directly around the reviewer’s checklist.  The advantages and disadvantages of this format 
were identified as follows: 
 
Advantages -  
 more clearly indicates that all matters have been considered 
 possibly easier to find particular items 
 
Disadvantages - 
 narrative is less ‘flowing’ 
 more time-consuming initially for the reviewer in setting up the template 
 font size is small to accommodate text 
 harder to accommodate information for multi-site reviews so longer, narrative-style reports may be 

preferable for such reviews 
 
V William invited committee members to comment on  review reports.  It was generally agreed that 
the reviewer’s checklist format was very good as it highlighted which parts of a code were or were not 
compliant with the Animal Welfare Act.  While this format could be offered to other reviewers to use, it could 
not be made compulsory.  It was noted that the performance standards for accredited reviewers were currently 
with MPI Legal for review. 
 

Actions: 
V Williams to provide  with feedback about his review format. 

 to advise accredited reviewers about availability of new review format. 
 
C 12. NAEAC annual report 
 
V Williams provided an update on the NAEAC annual report.  The report had mistakenly been dispatched to 
those on the mailing list by the printers prior to the Minister receiving the briefing.  Since the release of the 
report V Williams had been approached to participate in a number of radio interviews.   advised that 
the various transcripts would be distributed in the weekly mail outs. 
 
C 7.  code of ethical conduct  
 
The code of ethical conduct for  expires on 9 December 
2014.  The  was happy for their new code to be approved for 5 years from 10 December 2014. 
 
K Booth led the discussion of this code.  The following points were noted for clarification/amendment (adopting 
the references in the code): 
 
The approval date (4.05.2011) was incorrect on the first page of the code.   
 
Purpose: The opening paragraph of this section gave the impression that it was  chief executive, rather 
than MPI’s Director-General who was responsible for approving the code.   
 
Scope: It was agreed that the list of species be removed from this section. 
 

s 9(2)
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Definitions: Under this section, ‘AEC’ should be defined and the use of it used consistently throughout the 
code. 
 
Parenting arrangements: More detail was required in this section, including notification of any parenting 
arrangements to MPI. 
 
Animal Ethics Committee (b)(iv): The approved organisation must be an approved animal welfare 
organisation. 
 
Animal Ethics Committee (d): Rather than specifying a specific remuneration rate, it was suggested that the 
code holder pay external members according to ‘market value’. 
 
Animal Ethics Committee (g): Clarification about how the AEC manages meetings via teleconference was 
required. 
 
Animal Ethics Committee (h): It was suggested that ‘off-site premises’ be replaced w th ‘facilities’ and that a 
provision for any monitoring be recorded or minuted. 
 
Animal Ethics Committee (j): Reducing the quorum to 4 enables the AEC to still make decisions if there is a 
vacancy in the membership. 
 
Responsibility (d)(viii): Reference to the Good Practice Guide for the Use of Animals in Research, Testing 
and Teaching should be made in this section. 
 
Functions, duties and powers of the committee (h): The committee is responsible for considering all 
proposals not automatically approving them. 
 
A section on adverse event reporting should be included in the code. 
 
Moved (P Larsen/M Tingle): 
 
That the  code of ethical conduct be received and that NAEAC 
recommend that the Director-General of the Ministry for Primary Industries approve the code under the Animal 
Welfare Act 1999 subject to the matters identified by NAEAC being addressed to the satisfaction of the Chair.  
 
The motion was put: carried. 
 

Action -  to write to advise  accordingly. 
 
C 8.  code of ethical conduct 
 

 had requested their current code of ethical conduct 
be extended until 31 December 2014, so that their new approved code could come into force on 1 January 
2015. 
 
Moved (V Williams/G Nind): 
 
That NAEAC recommend that the current code of ethical conduct for  

 be approved under the Animal Welfare Act 1999 from the period 26 November 2014 to 31 
December 2014. 
 
The motion was put: carried. 
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The meeting was adjourned at 4.30 pm on Tuesday 14 October 2014 and resumed at 9.00 am on Wednesday, 
15 October 2014. 
 
C 9.  code of ethical conduct  
 
The code of ethical conduct for the  expires on 9 December 2014.  The  was 
happy for their new code to be approved for 5 years from 10 December 2014. 
 
P Larsen and M Tingle led the discussion of this code.  The following points were noted for 
clarification/amendment (adopting the references in the code): 
 
Research, testing and teaching terminology: In the title of the code reference was made to ‘teaching & 
research’; in the preamble there was reference to ‘teaching, research or production of biologically active 
agents’; in the Aims section there was reference to ‘research, teaching and biotechnology’; and in section 9(a) 
reference was made to ‘research, experimental, diagnostic, toxicity, or potency testing work ... or teaching’. 
NAEAC regarded this as inconsistent and confusing and suggested the use of ‘research, testing and/or 
teaching’. 
 
References to MAF: MAF became the Ministry for Primary Industries over two years ago so all references 
need to be updated.  
 
In some places the code referred to ‘staff and students’ whereas in other places ‘researchers and teachers’ 
are mentioned. NAEAC regarded this as inconsistent. 
 
Section 2: ‘Committee’ is defined but then in some places in the body of the code ‘animal ethics committee’ is 
used.  
 
NAEAC did not see the need to quote the legal definitions of ‘manipulation’ and ‘animal’ but thought that if they 
were retained, the definition of ‘research, testing and teaching’ should also be included. 
 
Section 3: The last three bullet points relate to the Three Rs but NAEAC did not agree with some of the 
phrasing. There is a responsibility for the AEC to do more than just ‘promote an attitude which will encourage 
...’. It was suggested that this be replaced with some reference to embracing the Three Rs or something 
similar.  
 
Section 4: If the penalties in the Act or regulations are amended during the next five years the code will be 
incorrect. It was suggested that a reference to the relevant section of the Act and regulation be used instead. 
 
Section 5, 1st paragraph, last sentence: It was thought this should be clarified by adding ‘by staff or 
students’ after ‘undertaken’.  
 
Section 5, 5th paragraph: It was not clear who makes the judgement about whether welfare is adversely 
affected so it was suggested that ‘by the Chair’ be added after ‘judged’. In addition ‘of this code’ should be 
added after ‘rule 7’. 
 
Section 5, 6th paragraph: NAEAC considered that there should be a fuller policy on adverse event reporting 
and actions. Also, it did not consider that the secretary was the appropriate person to report to especially if 
events occurred outside normal working hours. If there is no animal welfare officer, the chairperson would be 
the most appropriate person to contact. 
 
Section 7(a): This seemed somewhat historic as the AEC already existed. It was suggested that ‘immediately 
after the coming into force of this Code, appoint, and thereafter’ is deleted. 

s 9(2)(g)(ii)
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Section 7(b)(i): It was suggested that ‘qualifications and skills’ replace ‘standing’ to better reflect the Act.  
 
Section 7(b)(iv), (v) & (vi): The Act requires that these people are not associated with the organisation, which 
is somewhat broader than not being a staff member. 
 
Section 7(c): It was considered helpful to state a minimum number of meetings.  
 
Section 7(g): If the committee was inquorate this would invalidate its actions.  It was suggested that ‘forthwith’ 
be changed to ‘as soon as possible’ otherwise the code would be breached if the vacancy was not filled 
immediately.  
 
Section 7(i):  NAEAC did not consider it appropriate to make some types of decisions by teleconference or 
email and wanted to see some restrictions on the use of these. It considered teleconferences could be used 
for new applications so long as they were graded only A or B or for modifications to approved projects. Any 
project graded higher than B should be considered at a face to face meeting. Emails could be used for 
modifications to projects where the grades were not altered or for other animal welfare issues that may require 
discussion. 
 
Section 7(j)(i): NAEAC should be spelt out since it does not appear to have been mentioned earlier. In 
addition, new members should be given a copy of the code of ethical conduct.  
 
Section 7 (j)(iii): While it is the  prerogative to decide on frequency of appointment, NAEAC had 
concerns that annual appointment risks loss of institutional knowledge and for the external members places an 
unnecessary burden on nominating bodies.  
 
V Williams reported she would raise this issue in the next AEC newsletter. 
 
Section 7(j)(v): For the sake of clarity  should be inserted before . 
 
Section 7(j)(vi): NAEAC considered that external members receive some remuneration as well as expenses 
and reference should be made to this. 
 
Section 8(b): In the opening sentence it was suggested that after ‘account’ the phrase ‘the purposes of Part 6 
of the Act and’ be inserted.  
 
Section 8(b)(iii): ‘ethical’ would be a more appropriate word than ‘humanitarian’. 
 
Section 8(b)(ix): NAEAC did not see the need for ‘or to conditions’ in the second bullet point. 
 
Section 8(c): The position of Chief Veterinary Officer no longer exists. It was suggested that the term Director-
General of the Ministry for Primary Industries replace it.  
 
Section 8(d): AEC members are likely to err on the side of caution in declaring possible conflicts of interest 
and there could be situations where the AEC decides there is no need for the member concerned to withdraw. 
It was suggested that ‘the member should take no part in the decision-making in the matter of interest’ be 
replaced by ‘the committee should decide on the appropriate way to manage it’.  
 
Section 8(e): NAEAC did not see the need to restrict this to experimental work. Teaching should also be 
included. In addition, NAEAC did not consider the monitoring regime (of 3 projects or facilities a year) to be 
adequate. It recommended annual inspections of each facility plus, 10% of approved projects including all 
projects graded C, D or E. It was noted that NAEAC reacted positively to the final sentence.  
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C 11. NAEAC workshop for AECs  
 
V Williams invited T Burrell to provide an update on the upcoming AEC workshop.  T Burrell referred 
committee members to the most recent workshop notes and programme that had been circulated prior to the 
meeting.  The following items were discussed/agreed upon: 
 
 In relation to the presentation of the Three Rs award, P Larsen agreed to prepare some notes for V 

Williams as to why the subcommittee had selected  as the recipient.   P Larsen also 
agreed to organise a photographer to be at the workshop for the award presentation. 
 

  agreed to check whether , recipient of the Animal Welfare Science and Bioethics 
Centre award would be attending just the morning session or staying for the whole workshop.  V Williams 
reported that  wife would also be in attendance for the award presentations. 

 
  agreed to check whether a technician would be available on the day to run the power point 

presentations.  It was noted that the caterer (Food Envy) did not have a website that was up and running 
so it was agreed that  should contact them directly by phone. 

 
 V Williams asked  to arrange tea and coffee to be made available during registration. 
 
  sought feedback from the committee about having a security guard on the door.  It was 

generally agreed that this would be a good idea just in case there was any disturbance. 
 
 The mock AEC protocol would be emailed to attendees a week or so prior to the workshop to enable 

everyone to have enough time to consider it properly.  A hard copy of the proposal would also be available 
in the registration pack. 

 
 To date, only one territorial nominee had registered for the workshop.  It was suggested that rather than 

having a territorial nominee workshop group, AEC chairs could be grouped together instead.  Any 
territorial nominees could be grouped with the SPCA nominees. 

 
 K Booth sought clarification as to what emerging issues would be discussed in the breakout session.  V 

Williams reported the session was to enable issues arising out of the protocol to be discussed among the 
different AEC groups. 

 
 T Burrell agreed to prepare a worksheet for the ‘emerging issues’ session that would provide a summary 

of the intention of the session and what should be discussed.  Feedback from these sessions would need 
to be captured by committee members themselves and then fed back to the entire committee at the next 
general meeting. 

 
 It was agreed to select three chairs for the monitoring workshop once the registrations had closed. 

 
  offered to send the workshop programme and invitation to the new chair of the  AEC 

just in case she had not already received the information. 
 

 It was noted that the short talks at the end of the day would include question time.  Presenters would have 
six minutes to talk and four minutes to answer any questions.  T Burrell agreed to convey this to  

 and  to .  B Warburton agreed to chair the session. 
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As a result of the codes meeting, it was considered necessary to discuss monitoring with the accredited 
reviewers rather than just give them feedback.  V Williams asked  to put this on the November 
meeting agenda. 
 
V Williams provided an update on a query she had received from an AEC member.  K Booth reported on a 
recent query she had received relating to protocol application forms. 
 
Promote good practice in RTT using animals: The action relating to writing to research funders would be 
carried over to next year. 
 
M Tingle reported that any funding opportunities should be brought to the attention of code holders as well as 
AECs.  
 
K Booth volunteered to contact MPI’s Agricultural Compounds and Veterinary Medicines (ACVM) Group about 
the review of their statistical requirements for animal testing.  V Williams asked K Booth whether it would be 
more appropriate for her to do this and after some discussion, agreed to write to MPI on behalf of NAEAC, 
asking for this work to be prioritised. 
 
Enhance the functioning of NAEAC: V Williams reported she was talking to  about creating links 
with equivalent committees in the UK, Canada and Australia. 
 

 reported that any funding requirements for committee members to travel and visit AECs should be 
put in writing so that approval could be sought.  This could also be raised at the NAEAC/MPI quarterly 
meetings which were attended by V Williams. 
 

Actions: 
 to add meeting with accredited reviewers to November meeting agenda. 

V Williams to draft letter to ACVM asking for the review of their statistical requirements for 
animal testing to be prioritised. 

 
There being no other items of business to discuss, the Chair thanked committee members for their attendance 
and declared the meeting closed at 11.45 am. 
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Moved (V Williams/B Warburton): 
 
That the draft minutes of the code of ethical conduct meeting held on 14 and 15 October 20114 be adopted as 
a true and accurate record of that meeting subject to the above amendment being made. 
  
The motion was put: carried. 
 

Action –  to amend October code of ethical conduct meeting minutes and circulate 
updated version to committee members. 

 
C 2. Action list review 
 
The committee reviewed progress with the various items on the list of actions agreed at previous meetings.  
The following updates were provided: 
 
Ask AECs for feedback on when CEO attendance at an AEC meeting might be appropriate (action 14): 
V Williams reported that this issue would be raised in the AEC newsletter due to be drafted before the end of 
the year.  M Tingle was of the opinion that the Chief Executive Officer (CEO) of a company should not be 
attending an AEC meeting without an invitation.  It was noted that  allowed this to 
happen even though it was not specified in their code of ethical conduct.  Instances where it would be 
appropriate for a CEO to attend an AEC meeting were if he or she was the chair of that committee or if he or 
she was attending a meeting as a learning experience. 
 

 arrived at the meeting at 8.45 am. 
 
P Larsen reported that at the AEC workshop held the previous day he had been made aware of one member 
operating under an old code of ethical conduct.   reminded the committee that she asked code 
holders to supply their AEC members with a copy of their new code once it had been approved by the 
Director-General of the Ministry for Primary Industries (MPI). 
 
Format of accredited reviewers report (action 18): For the benefit of  and  V Williams 
reported that accredited reviewer  had submitted the review reports he had completed in 2014 in 
a tabular format rather than in a detailed text format.  NAEAC were pleased with the format of this reporting as 
it enabled them to easily identify whether the code holder had complied with the legislation and their code.  It 
was agreed to send a copy of one of  review reports to  and  for their 
information. 
 

Action –  to send  and  a copy of  review 
report. 

  
C 3.  code of ethical conduct  
 
The revised code of ethical conduct for the  had been circulated prior to the 
meeting.  M Tingle had reviewed  code against the Guide for the preparation of codes of ethical conduct 
and circulated a checklist to committee members prior to the meeting.  B Warburton had also reviewed the 
code in detail and had circulated his comments to committee members prior to the meeting.  It was agreed that 
while some of the points NAEAC had raised previously with the code had been addressed the code was still 
difficult to read.  
 
B Warburton led the discussion of this code.  The following points were noted for clarification/amendment 
(adopting the references in the code): 
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The motion was put: carried. 
 

Actions: 
 to write to advise  accordingly. 

V Williams to write about monitoring of facilities in next AEC newsletter. 
 
C 4.  code of ethical conduct  
 
V Williams reported that she had had some correspondence with the chair of the  AEC,  
regarding ways to improve their code of ethical conduct.  The result of that interaction was a re-submitted code 
that was virtually identical to the sample code in the Guide to the Preparation of Codes of Ethical Conduct. 
 
The committee discussed conflict of interest in relation to commercial companies having their own code of 
ethical conduct and AEC.  The issue of the CEO attending AEC meetings was raised again. At the workshop 
held the previous day it was also discovered that some AECs allowed principal investigators to stay at AEC 
meetings during deliberations.  It was noted that if an external AEC member had an issue with the CEO being 
present at a meeting, that person could make a formal complaint.   
 
K Booth queried whether NAEAC’s concerns/interests should be disseminated via the AEC newsletter rather 
than via codes of ethical conduct. 
 
C Johnson reported that he had noticed some typographical errors in the code and agreed to let  
know what they were after the meeting.  No other points were noted for amendment. 
 
Moved (V Williams/M Tingle): 
 
That the  code of ethical conduct be received and that NAEAC recommend that the 
Director-General of MPI approve the code under the Animal Welfare Act 1999 subject to the matters identified 
by NAEAC being addressed to the satisfaction of  
 
The motion was put: carried. 
 

Action –  to write to advise  accordingly. 
 
C 5. Meeting with accredited reviewers 
 
It was agreed to hold a teleconference early next year with the accredited reviewers and report the findings 
back to NAEAC at their first general meeting, if possible.  It was noted that the teleconference date would be 
set after NAEAC had agreed to their 2015 meeting dates.  This was due for discussion later in the meeting.  V 
Williams and P Larsen agreed to attend the teleconference to represent NAEAC.  It was noted that  

 was no longer a reviewer and that V Williams would apply to go back on the reviewers list after her 
second term on NAEAC was over.   confirmed that reviewers were unable to do more than two 
consecutive reviews on the same code holder. 
 
 Action –  to arrange teleconference of accredited reviewers. 
 
C 6. Feedback from workshop for AECs  
 
V Williams invited committee members to comment on the AEC workshop held the previous day.  
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It was agreed to ask  for any notes she might have taken during the mock AEC discussion 
undertaken by SPCA nominees. 
 
P Larsen thanked T Burrell and  for their work in organising the workshop. 
 
The Royal Society of New Zealand was an appropriate venue for the number of people (approximately 70) 
who attended.  If more people had been in attendance, the venue would have felt too small. 
 
It was suggested that colour coding name badges would enable external AEC members to identify each other. 
 
B Warburton reported that he and  found the feedback on the 1080 AEC application very useful.  
It was suggested that reviewing a real AEC application would be a useful exercise to do again at some stage 
as committees can get ‘comfortable’ about the types of protocols they review. 
 
C Johnson provided an update on the research proposal the Australian and New Zealand Council for the Care 
of Animals in Research and Teaching (ANZCCART) was developing – a specific AEC protocol would be sent 
to different AECs to see how they would assess it.  A Masters student was doing the work on a part time basis 
and it was anticipated that data collection would start next year. 
 
T Burrell noted that the 1080 proposal contained a list of references that AECs should have access to.  The 
committee discussed ways in which this information could be provided. The AEC secretary could for example 
get the principal investigator to send the relevant research papers out to committee members.  It was agreed 
to mention this in the next AEC newsletter.   suggested that a summary of issues arising out of the 
workshop could be created and sent out separately if there was already enough material for the newsletter. 
 
P Larsen reported that he had talked to the territorial nominees about setting up a network via Local 
Government New Zealand.  M Tingle suggested MPI set up a list of email contacts to put people in contact 
with each other.   reported that MPI was not given contact details for all AEC members but if any 
were supplied, would keep them. It was suggested that this topic could also be included in the newsletter or 
workshop summary to ascertain if there was any interest in the network being set up. 
 

 reported she would provide a summary of the feedback received from attendees at the February 
general meeting. 
 

Actions: 
 to ask  for her notes from the workshop. 

V Williams to include topic of research papers being supplied to AECs, in the next newsletter. 
V Williams/  to include topic of territorial support group in the AEC newsletter or 
workshop summary. 

 to analyse feedback forms from AEC workshop. 
 
C 7. AEC service award  
 

 referred committee members to the memorandum she had circulated prior to the meeting.  A 
nomination had been received from  AEC for a service 
award to be made to  – a former local authority nominee and now independent member on the 
AEC. 
 
P Larsen questioned whether just being a member of an AEC entitled them to the award.  It was noted that 
territorial authority or regional council nominees on AECs must not be associated with the scientific 
community.   
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 agreed to consider the issues raised by NAEAC. 
 

 reported that there had been some staff changes in the policy team and as a result some of the new 
analysts would be attending NAEAC meetings next year. 
 

Action –  to consider issues raised by NAEAC. 
 

PART TWO 
OPEN TO THE PUBLIC 

 
O 1. Progress against milestones in NAEAC operational plan 
 
The committee reviewed progress against milestones in the operational plan.  The following updates were 
provided: 
 
Provide advice to AECs and code holders (action 25): V Williams reported that the issue of researchers not 
wanting to change the animal models they used in experiments was raised with her at the workshop the 
previous day.  M Tingle stated that AEC members could refuse to approve an application if they were not 
satisfied with the work that was being proposed.  P Larsen was of the opinion that working cooperatively with 
researchers was the way in which such conflicts could be managed and animal welfare gains made.   P 
Larsen would consider such issues in association with the analysis of the telephone surveys.   
 
V Williams reported she had talked to  about examining international best practice documents on 
animal welfare in research, testing and teaching and would report on this next year. 
 
The topic of monitoring would be discussed at the February 2015 teleconference of accredited reviewers. 
 
Promote good practice in research, testing and teaching using animals (action 26): V Williams reported 
that the actions under this heading would be carried out in 2015. 
 
Enhance the functioning of NAEAC (action 27): V Williams reported that creating links with similar 
committees in the UK, Canada and Australia would be combined with examining international best practice 
documents on animal welfare in research, testing and teaching (one of the items under action 25). 
  
O 2. NAEAC content on MPI website 
 
V Williams reported that NAEAC content on the MPI website had not been checked since the last general 
meeting. 
  
O 3. NAEAC guidelines on application templates used by AECs 
 
The guidelines on application templates used by AECs were reviewed by M Tingle, V Williams and P Larsen.  
The amended version had been circulated prior to the meeting.   
 
K Booth reported that at the AEC workshop  from  agreed to send 
NAEAC the  AEC review template.  M Tingle reported that the application form used by the 

 was now electronic but agreed to see if he could find the old one. 
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It was agreed that it would be useful to circulate the guidelines with some examples of application forms.  
Another important feature of the guidelines was to include a question about whether an application had been 
submitted to another AEC or not. 
 
C Johnson reported that  application form could be downloaded and agreed to share it 
with the committee. 
 
V Williams asked  to put this topic on the agenda for the February general meeting so committee 
members could consider the application form examples alongside the guidelines. 
 

Actions: 
M Tingle to find  old application form and send it to  who 
will then circulate it to the rest of the committee. 
C Johnson to send NAEAC a copy of  application form. 

 to put this topic on the February meeting agenda. 
 
O 4. NAEAC guidelines on early stage trials combining animal safety and efficacy 
 
V Williams reported that she had received an email from a member of an AEC relating to early stage trials 
combining animal safety and efficacy.  The AEC member had wanted to know if there were any NAEAC 
guidelines or recommendations around this issue. 
 
There was some discussion around this topic and agreement that combining safety and efficacy studies was 
not acceptable.   It was noted that performing separate tests would use more animals however safety studies 
needed to be done first before moving onto field efficacy studies.  Efficacy studies were not a substitute for 
safety studies. 
 
V Williams agreed to include this topic in the next AEC newsletter and asked whether K Booth could draft 
some guidelines on this issue.  As the framework for registering veterinary products was already in existence, 
it was agreed to further consider whether any guidelines were required. 
 

Action - V Williams to mention early stage trials in next AEC newsletter. 
 
O 5. Code of ethical conduct template 
 
K Booth reported she had not made any significant progress on the code of ethical conduct template since the 
October codes meeting.  It was anticipated that a draft would be available for the February general meeting. 
 
O 6. Identification of topics for mini-tutorials in 2015 
 
The committee discussed topics for future mini-tutorials.  The following topics for 2015 were identified: 
 
 February – 3D printing and its application to the Three Rs  
 May – Sentience of fish (presenter to be confirmed) 
 August – Joint meeting with NAWAC (presenter(s)/content of meeting to be confirmed) 
 November – Work undertaken by the  (possibly ). 

 
P Larsen agreed to contact  once the NAEAC meeting dates had been set. 
 
T Burrell reported she could provide an update on the ANZCCART teaching resource if required.   
reminded committee members that  had originally been scheduled to speak at the November 
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general meeting on his perspectives on animal use in research, testing and teaching so this could be another 
potential topic. 
 

Action – P Larsen to contact  about presenting at February general meeting. 
 
O 7. Topic/author for next issue of Welfare Pulse 
  
Copy for the next issue was not due until 31 January 2015.  It was noted that  had taken over the 
coordination of the online magazine from . 
 
O 8. NAEAC occasional paper series 
 
Committee members discussed future topics for the NAEAC occasional paper series.  It was noted that K 
Booth’s paper Use of animals for registration of veterinary medicines in New Zealand was the next paper due 
for publication in the series.  K Booth had circulated the paper to committee members following the August 
general meeting.  It was agreed that K Booth incorporate the feedback she had received and send the updated 
version to  so she could circulate it to committee members prior to the February general meeting. 
 
NAEAC was still waiting for the ANZCCART proceedings to see if there was anything appropriate to publish 
from there. 
 
It was noted that P Larsen’s paper on how AECs go about making decisions could also (if considered 
appropriate) be published as an occasional paper. 
 
The committee adjourned for lunch at 12.08 pm and  departed the meeting. 
 
O 9. NAEAC Three Rs Award for 2015 
 
The committee discussed various aspects of arrangement for next year’s award.  V Williams asked the 
subcommittee if they were happy to continue in their role, which they were.  It was agreed to write to the SPCA 
to see if they were willing to sponsor the award again in 2015 but not ask for additional money.  It was 
proposed that the presentation of the award be made at Queenstown research week at the end of August 
(depending on the winner).  As an alternative, it was suggested that the award could be presented by the 
Minister at a NAEAC meeting. 
 

Action – /V Williams to draft sponsorship letter for the Three Rs award and send to 
SPCA. 

  
O 10. Update for Minister for Primary Industries 
 
V Williams advised that the report she would generate for the Director-General of MPI on NAEAC’s review of 
codes of ethical conduct could also go to the Minister for his information.  Once the meeting dates had been 
set for 2015, these would also be sent to the Minister’s office. 
 

Action –  to send 2015 NAEAC meeting dates to Minister’s office. 
  
O 11. Update on alternatives to animal-based regulatory testing 
 
K Booth provided an update on the use of animals for batch potency testing of vaccines.  Five years ago 
industry decided to move away from in-vivo methods and now the ELISA in-vitro method had been accepted 
by the European Union (EU). 
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O 12. Update on New Zealand Three Rs Initiatives 
 

 referred committee members to the Three Rs repository report she had circulated prior to the 
meeting.  The report summarised the progress made by  on real life examples of the Three Rs.  
The eight examples that had been prepared to date were now due to be reviewed by ANZCCART.  The report 
listed a number of ways the resources could be promoted.  T Burrell reported she could mention the resource 
at a teachers’ conference next year. 
 
V Williams reported that she had been contacted by  from the Science Media Centre about 
public attitudes towards research, testing and teaching and her intention to hold some workshops for 
researchers.  She was interested in knowing when NAEAC would be meeting next year so that she could 
coordinate her meetings with the committee.   volunteered to advise  about the 
committee’s 2015 meeting dates after they had been set. 
 

Action –  to advise  about NAEAC’s 2015 meeting dates. 
 
O 13. Update on emerging/new technologies 
 
K Booth reported on the NZBio Biotechnology in New Zealand Forum that was due to be held on 24 
November.  The Forum would focus on the regulation of the use of biotechnologies and in particular, 
genetically modified organisms (GMOs) with a spotlight on the Hazardous Substance and New Organisms Act 
1996.  K Booth agreed to send details of the meeting to  
 
B Warburton alerted committee members to a technology called the Trojan Female Technique - a novel and 
cost-effective technology platform for the specific, persistent, non-lethal and non-GMO control of vertebrate 
and invertebrate pests.  The technology is based around naturally occurring mutations that cause male 
infertility. 
  
O 14. NAEAC research on how AECs make decisions 
 
P Larsen reported that he still had to analyse the findings of the AEC telephone survey results.  It was 
anticipated that an update on this piece of work would be available for the February general meeting. 
 
It was agreed to defer the meeting with ANZCCART until 2016.  V Williams agreed to write to  
chair of ANZCCART and advise him of this. 
 

Action – V Williams to advise  that NAEAC is not available to meet with ANZCCART 
in 2015. 

  
O 15. Review of the Animal Welfare Act 1999 
 
In addition to the work being carried out in relation to cosmetics testing,  reported that MPI was 
already working with the National Animal Welfare Advisory Committee (NAWAC) to develop care and conduct 
and painful husbandry regulations.   
 
V Williams reported she was leading a NAWAC subcommittee on animal welfare issues relating to breeding. 
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O 17. MPI summary of CEC approvals, notifications and revocations 
 
The summary of code of ethical conduct approvals, notifications and revocations circulated prior to the 
meeting was noted. 
 
O 18. Discussion of information circulated by MPI 
 
There were no particular matters for discussion arising out of the information circulated to NAEAC since the 
last general meeting. 
 
O 19. Committee members’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at conferences 
 
C Johnson reported that he had attended the American Veterinary Medical Association (AVMA) Humane 
Endings Symposium in Chicago the previous week.  The symposium sought to take a look at existing best 
practices for euthanasia, humane slaughter and depopulation across animal species, while exploring research 
and innovation in the name of continuous improvement. 
 
Some of the topics discussed at the meeting included: humane endings for fish and invertebrates; cervical 
dislocation; the use of carbon dioxide and how it can be optimised in terms of delivery; the use of foams to 
asphyxiate animals for disease control purposes.  Foams limit disease spread which is why they are used but 
work is being carried out to ascertain if certain gases could be added to the foams to improve their delivery 
and/or effectiveness. 
  
O 20. Committee meeting dates for 2015 including site visit 
 
Tentative meeting dates for 2015 had been circulated prior to the meeting.  The following dates were 
confirmed: 
 
 Tuesday 10 February 2015, in Wellington – quarterly general meeting; 
 Monday 18 and Tuesday 19 May 2015, in Palmerston North – AEC site visit and general meeting; 
 Tuesday 17 November 2015, in Wellington – quarterly general meeting. 
 
It was agreed to hold a joint meeting with NAWAC in August instead of meeting with ANZCCART.  The August 
general meeting date would be confirmed after V Williams had spoken to the chair of NAWAC. 
 

 reported she would advise  that their code would be considered by 
NAEAC in February.   code would be considered in August. 
 

 joined the meeting at 1.30 pm. 
  
O 21. Joint meeting with NAWAC  
 
The joint meeting date with NAWAC had been discussed under agenda item O 20.   reported that  

 had approached her about a possible meeting theme – new technologies.  Detail of the meeting would be 
arranged closer to the time. 
 

 departed the meeting at 1.37 pm. 
 
O 16. Animal welfare operating model 
 
V Williams welcomed  to the meeting for this agenda item. 
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A summary of the MPI animal welfare operating model was circulated at the meeting.  Evolving from the 
Animal Welfare Amendment Bill and New Zealand’s animal welfare strategy, the operating model aims to 
describe and, where necessary, redesign the animal welfare system. 
 
The four main routes to improved animal welfare include: better planning to prevent problems; better 
husbandry, science and technology; clear expectations and sanctions, with help for people to comply; 
measuring animal welfare performance. 
 
The animal welfare system is represented by animals, people in charge of animals, oversight of people in 
charge of animals, people with an interest in animals and members of the public or citizens.  It was noted that 
the Animal Welfare Act 1999 covered animals, people in charge of animals and oversight of people in charge 
of animals.   
 
There can be breakdowns within this system and sometimes behaviours may need to change.  These include: 
accepted husbandry practices that cause pain and distress; indifference, cutting corners; ignorance of animals’ 
needs or a lack of knowledge about the law; personal circumstances; those who are ‘rascals’ in their dealings 
with animals; those who are ‘pathological’ in their dealings with animals.  We need to recognise that different 
‘groups’ of people will need to be educated in different ways. 
 
Beyond people in charge of animals (i.e. people with an interest in animals and citizens) things that may need 
to change include: peoples’ expectations and knowledge; the best use of experience and resources in 
addressing priorities; the equity of costs and benefits across the whole system. 
 
The future state for the operating model will be based on the following: regulations, codes of welfare, and 
guidelines; education; the MPI and SPCA inspectorate; responses; animal welfare assurance; monitoring 
performance; international engagement; a ‘forum’ to consider future issues; and governance. In relation to 
forums, V Williams reported that the Farm Animal Welfare Council used to hold an open forum annually which 
was facilitated by the Chair. 
 
The road map to get to the future state will include a process of planning and design with stakeholders. 
 
P Larsen asked how the operating model would be applied to research, testing and teaching and who was 
going to drive this process in New Zealand.  The UK Concordat was mentioned as a possible starting point.  V 
Williams reported she had received an email from  from the Science Media Centre about 
talking to researchers about this issue.   
 
Some of the reasons identified by NAEAC about why scientists and researchers may not like to talk about their 
work included: they are technical people and do not know how to communicate with the public; they use 
animals and fear people knowing about it; they have a perception that people are not interested in their work. 
 
On behalf of the committee, V Williams thanked  for his presentation.  It was agreed that  
would come back to the February general meeting to provide a further update on the project. 
 
There being no other items of business to discuss, the Chair thanked committee members for their attendance 
and declared the meeting closed at 2.40 pm. 
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O 1. Election of Deputy Chair 
  
The Animal Welfare Act 1999 (section 67 and Schedule 1, clause 3(1)) requires the committee to elect one 
of its members as its deputy chairperson, at its first meeting each year.  V Williams nominated C Johnson 
who confirmed his willingness to accept the appointment. 
 
Moved (V Williams/B Warburton): 
 
That C Johnson be elected deputy chairperson of the committee for 2015, pursuant to the Animal Welfare 
Act 1999 (section 67 and Schedule 1, clause 3(1)). 
 
The motion was put: carried. 
 
O 2. Feedback from annual review of committee performance 
  
The committee reviewed feedback from the annual review of committee performance which was circulated 
prior to the meeting.  There had been some comment that reviewing codes would be much easier if there 
was a degree of standardisation.  At the October codes meeting, K Booth had undertaken to review the 
code template in the NAEAC publication Guide to the Preparation of Codes of Ethical Conduct.  V Williams 
agreed to write to code holders suggesting that they use the template next time they were required to 
submit an application for a code to the Ministry for Primary Industries (MPI). 
 
It was agreed that the template should include a summary of what information is required in each section.  
Also, the sections should be numbered and page numbers inserted in the code so it is easier to follow.  
 
K Booth reported she had been unable to have a draft of the template available for the February meeting.  
V Williams asked for volunteers to join K Booth in completing this piece of work.  M Tingle and C Johnson 
agreed to join K Booth on the subcommittee responsible for this project. 
 
C Johnson asked whether there was a role for NAEAC to get other people, apart from animal ethics 
committee (AEC) members, such as chief executives or vice chancellors to become familiar with their code 
of ethical conduct. 
 

Action – V Williams to write to code holders about code template. 
 
O 3. Discussion and approval of updated Strategic Plan for 2014-19 
  
V Williams referred committee members to the updated strategic plan which had been circulated prior to 
the meeting.  The committee reviewed the plan section by section.  There were no amendments. 
 
Moved (V Williams/S Cairns): 
 
That the Strategic Plan be finalised and adopted as the committee’s updated Strategic Plan for 2014-19. 
 
The motion was put: carried. 
 

Action –  to finalise strategic plan and circulate to committee members and 
Minister. 
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O 4. Discussion and approval of draft Operational Plan for 2015 
  
V Williams referred committee members to the draft Operational Plan for 2015, circulated for committee 
members’ review prior to the meeting.  The same changes which had been suggested for the Strategic 
Plan had been incorporated into the Operational Plan.  Apart from some minor editorial changes the 
committee was satisfied with the content and format of the plan. 
 
Moved (V Williams/G Lind): 
 
That the agreed amendments to the draft Operational Plan are made and that the amended document be 
adopted as the committee’s updated Operational Plan for 2015. 
 
The motion was put: carried. 

 
Action –  to amend operational plan and circulate to committee members and 
Minister. 

 
O 5. NAEAC content on MPI website 
  
V Williams reported she had met with  (Director, Animal & Animal Products) the day before 
and had raised with him the topic of the MPI website.  On the front page of the new MPI website, there was 
no heading for ‘Animal Welfare’.  Instead, animal welfare content sat under the heading ‘Protection & 
Responses’.  It was generally agreed members of the public would not find it intuitive to search under that 
heading.  In relation to NAEAC content on the MPI website, V Williams reported she had been unable to 
find the publication Guide to the Preparation of Codes of Ethical Conduct.  volunteered to 
investigate this matter and if need be, reinstate the publication. 
 
In regards to the NAEAC wiki page, V Williams reported that there had been 2,419 views of the page in 
2014 which was twice as many as in the previous year. 
 
 Action –  to reinstate codes of ethical conduct publication on MPI website. 
 
O 6. NAEAC guidelines on application templates used by AECs 
 
V Williams referred committee members to the  and  
application forms and review template which were circulated prior to the meeting.   
 
M Tingle reported The  application form, was in fact the old one.  The new 
application form, which did not always function properly, was only available online. 
 
The committee agreed that the  application form which contained detailed instructions 
about what should be included in each of the sections should be put on the MPI website so other code 
holders could use it to improve their own forms.  C Johnson reported that the application form was already 
on the  website and in the public domain, so saw no reason why it could not also be put 
on the MPI website.  It was agreed to bring this to the attention of other code holders and ask them if they 
would be willing to also share their own application forms.  It was suggested that the AEC newsletter might 
be one way of doing this. 
 

Actions: 
 to put  AEC application form on MPI website. 

V Williams to ask code holders if they would be willing to share their application forms. 
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O 7. NAEAC guidelines on the formation and use of subcommittees by AECs 
  
V Williams referred committee members to the draft guidelines that were circulated prior to the meeting.  
Under the heading Decision-making between meetings the committee discussed what would be the 
appropriate changes to animal numbers in a study.  After some discussion it was agreed that any request 
to change numbers should be the minimum necessary to retain the statistical validity of the original 
approval.  Any larger changes in numbers and any increase over 10% of the original number requested 
must be agreed by a quorum of the committee. 
 
There were no other amendments. 
 
Moved (V Williams/M Tingle): 
 
That the agreed amendments to the draft guidelines on the formation and use of subcommittees by AECs 
are made and that the amended document is adopted. 
 
The motion was put: carried. 
 
 Action:  to finalise guidelines and circulate to NAEAC and AECs. 
 
O 8. Code of ethical conduct template 
 
As this topic had been discussed under agenda item O 2, no further update was provided. 
 
O 9. Identification of topics for mini-tutorials in 2015 
 
The committee discussed topics for future mini-tutorials.  The following topics for 2015 were identified: 
 
 May – sentience of fish (presenter to be confirmed by C Johnson) 
 August – 3D printing and its application to the Three Rs ( ) at joint meeting with NAWAC 
 November – work undertaken by the Department of Conservation (possibly ) 

 
In light of some of the feedback from the internal performance review regarding legal advice received by MPI, 
V Williams suggested that  could come to a future NAEAC meeting to talk about how legal 
opinions/decisions are derived. 
 

Action – C Johnson to confirm mini-tutorial speaker for May general meeting. 
  
O 10. Topic/author for next issue of Welfare Pulse 
 

 provided an update on the NAEAC items that would appear in the next issue of Welfare Pulse.  It 
was noted that  from the Animal Welfare team had taken over coordination of the online magazine. 
 
V Williams asked T Burrell is she could write an article about being the Ministry of Education nominee on 
NAEAC or something related to animal use in teaching, for a future edition of the magazine.  T Burrell reported 
she would be happy to draft something later on in the year. 
 

Action – T Burrell to draft article for ‘Welfare Pulse’. 
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O 11. NAEAC occasional paper series 
 
V Williams referred committee members to K Booth’s occasional paper that was circulated prior to the 
meeting.  This paper had incorporated earlier feedback by committee members and was presented as the 
final draft, awaiting approval for publication.  B Warburton reported he had not yet read the final draft and 
asked if he could be given the opportunity to do so after the meeting.  V Williams asked those committee 
members who had not read the paper, to do so by the end of February, and pass on any feedback to K 
Booth.  If there was no feedback on the paper is was agreed it could be published as is.   
 
Moved (V Williams/C Johnson): 
 
That K Booth’s paper titled ‘Use of animals in the registration of veterinary medicine products in New 
Zealand’, be received and adopted as NAEAC’s 11th occasional paper in the series, subject to no further 
comments being received on it. 
 
The motion was put: carried. 
 
V Williams reported that the Australian and New Zealand Council for the Care of Animals in Research and 
Teaching (ANZCCART) 2014 conference proceedings were now available but she had not yet gone 
through them to ascertain if any of the material could be re-printed as an occasional paper.   
 
C Johnson reported that , one of the more interesting presenters at 
the conference had not submitted any papers, only abstracts, which was disappointing. 
 
 Actions: 
 NAEAC to read K Booth’s paper by the end of February. 
 MPI to arrange publication of K Booth’s paper. 
 
O 12. NAEAC Three Rs Award for 2015 
 
The letter to , seeking sponsorship 
in 2015, had been dispatched last year.  V Williams reported that a positive response from  had 
recently been received.  While  was confident that  would sponsor the award again he 
wanted to put it to the board first when it meets on 21 February 2015. 
 

 referred committee members to the call for nominations form which was circulated prior to the 
meeting and asked whether the suggested close off date of Friday 24 July 2015 was acceptable.   The 
suggested close off date would only allow the Three Rs award subcommittee a week to deliberate and 
select a winner before the committee met for their August general meeting.  The subcommittee were happy 
to select a winner in that time frame so  confirmed she would get the call for nominations item 
published in the next issue of Welfare Pulse and circulate it by email to AECs and parented organisations. 
It was anticipated that the award presentation would be made at Queenstown Research Week at the end of 
August.   
 
V Williams asked committee members if they were aware of any other potential conference venues that 
would be appropriate to present the award.  There were no suggestions. 
 

Action –  to advertise Three Rs award in ‘Welfare Pulse’. 
 
 
  

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a) s 9(2)(g)
(ii)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

RELE
ASED U

NDER THE O
FFIC

IAL I
NFORMATIO

N ACT 19
82



   6 

O 13. Update for Minister for Primary Industries 
 
No items of business were identified to advise the Minister about. It was suggested that NAEAC invite the 
Minister and Director-General to the August joint meeting with NAWAC. 
 

Action –  to invite the Minister and Director-General to the August joint meeting 
with NAWAC. 

  
O 14. Update on alternatives to animal-based regulatory testing 
 
V Williams invited K Booth to provide an update on alternatives to animal-based regulatory testing.  K Booth 
reported she had no update to give currently. 
 
V Williams reminded committee members that she had had an action to contact the Agricultural Compounds 
and Veterinary Medicines (ACVM) Group at MPI about the review of the standards relating to trial group sizes 
to see if this work could be prioritised.  V Williams had discussed the matter with  and formally 
written to him as well.  The response from ACVM was that they would be discussing the matter internally. 
 
O 15. Update on New Zealand Three Rs initiatives 
 
Further to the November progress report circulated last year,  reported that  was 
working on another example called ‘Simple refinements’ which sought to highlight the fact that even little 
changes to husbandry can improve animal welfare. The document was nearly finished. All the other completed 
examples had been sent to teachers for feedback regarding suitability for teenagers/young adults. 
 
T Burrell reported that she was one of the teachers who had been approached to provide feedback and had 
been allocated three examples to look at.  At least two other teachers were reviewing content as well. 
 
O 16. Update on emerging/new technologies 
 
The committee discussed whether one member should take a closer look at emerging/new technologies in 
relation to animal welfare, as had been done in the past.  T Burrell reported that  might pick this up, to 
a degree, in the work she was doing on real life examples of the Three Rs. 
 
It was agreed that  continue to send information that may be of interest to the committee. 
  
O 18. Review of the Animal Welfare Act 1999 
 
V Williams welcomed  to the meeting for this agenda item.   
 

 reported that the Animal Welfare Amendment Bill (the Bill) had had its second reading on 26 
November 2014 and was now awaiting its final debate.  The Green Party SOP (banning the testing of 
cosmetics on animals) was still outstanding against the Bill.  It was noted that there was strong public opinion 
on the subject, even though the practice was not carried out in New Zealand.  The Government was currently 
considering its options.  The Bill was unable to make its way back into the House until the Government had 
considered MPI’s advice and decided on a course of action.   reported that the Bill (as of 5 minutes 
ago) was sitting at number 3 on the Order Paper.  This was surprising as it was not anticipated that the Bill 
would be back in the House until March or April of this year. 
 

 provided an update on the work being undertaken by the animal welfare and policy team in 
conjunction with members of the National Animal Welfare Advisory Committee (NAWAC), on regulations 
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Section 5(m): NAEAC considered it could, if necessary amend the approval period for a project from three 
years to one year so that the AEC would have to meet annually. 
 
Sections 6(j) and 6(n): The use of the word ‘experiment’ in these sections seemed inappropriate give the 
code holder did not carry out research. 
 
Section 6(o): It was agreed that this section should be deleted. 
 
Section 7(b): A reference to the actual impact experienced by the animal should be included in this 
section.  Records should be kept in accordance with the Animal Welfare (Records and Statistics) 
Regulations 1999. 
 
Section 7(c):  should be replaced by 
‘secretary’. 
 
Section 8(c): In the first sentence ‘may’ should be replaced with ‘will’.  The terms ‘significant non-
compliance’ and ‘serious non-compliance’ should be defined.  Any non-compliance needs to be 
investigated.   
 
Section 8(d):  It was not clear in this section who was responsible for monitoring.  It was agreed that every 
AEC member should be able to carry out monitoring and that it should not be limited to specific individuals. 
 
In addition to the above, it was noted that references to MAF in the code should be amended to MPI to 
reflect the Ministry’s name change. 
 
Committee members reviewed the accredited reviewer’s report which accompanied the code.  The review 
report identified a number of non-compliances relating to meetings and monitoring.  Given that similar non-
compliances had been identified in the previous review report, the committee was reluctant to recommend 
that MPI approve the code even if the changes noted above were made. 
 
The committee discussed the implications of  not being able to operate under its own code, including 
indentifying AECs in the South Island who could provide a parenting arrangement.   advised that 
MPI was inclined to recommend a parenting arrangement given the circumstances.  If the code was to be 
approved, MPI would probably insist on early reviews for at least three years. 
 
S Cairns asked the committee to consider how its decision to recommend a parenting arrangement could 
affect the courses taught at .  If the  course was withdrawn this could have a negative 
effect on the local community. 
 
Moved (V Williams/M Tingle): 
 
That NAEAC recommend that the Director-General of the Ministry for Primary Industries does not approve 
the code of ethical conduct for  under the Animal Welfare Act 1999 due to 
its history of long-term non-compliance.  NAEAC recommends instead, that  

 enters into an arrangement to use another organisations code of ethical conduct and animal 
ethics committee.  If MPI does not agree with NAEAC’s recommendation, then NAEAC recommends 

 undergoes a yearly review for three consecutive years.  If the code holder 
is found to be non-compliant again, NAEAC would recommend that their code of ethical conduct be 
terminated. 
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The motion was put: carried. 
 

Action –  to write to advise  accordingly. 
  
C 4. 2014 reviews of code holders – summary of findings 
 
The summary of findings from the 2014 review of codes of ethical conduct showed that monitoring and 
procedural issues were the topics the accredited reviewers mostly commented on. 
  
C 5. Feedback from accredited reviewers teleconference 
 
Minutes from the teleconference of accredited reviewers were circulated prior to the meeting.   
reported that all the reviewers had been able to participate, and V Williams and P Larsen had represented 
NAEAC.  Of interest was the review template developed by   There was some discussion about 
conflict of interest but the reviewers felt they were competent enough to identify if they should stand down 
from a review.  Despite only two codes expiring in 2015 the reviewers were in agreement that it would be a 
good idea to hold another teleconference at the same time next year.   
 
V Williams reported there had been some discussion about the terms ‘key issue’ and ‘key topic’ being used 
in the review reports.   provided an update on the review of the performance standards noting 
that a number of changes, including those relating to terminology, had been made.  The performance 
standards would be gazetted once the comments from MPI Legal had been discussed and incorporated 
into the document. 
  
C 6. Feedback from workshop for AECs 
 
The history of AEC attendance at NAEAC workshops and the summary of responses from the workshop 
evaluation form had been circulated prior to the meeting.  On average, 60-70% of AECs normally attend the 
workshops run by NAEAC.  Positive feedback was received in relation to workshop content, format, hand 
out material, and networking opportunities   There were a variety of responses however, relating to whether 
topics were omitted or dealt with inadequately.  Some people wanted to hear more about particular topics 
and others wanted more structure in some of the workshops. 
  
C 7. Discussion of arrangements for 2015 site visit 
 
V Williams reported that she had contacted  and C Johnson about the May 
site visit and all had been happy to host NAEAC.  C Johnson volunteered to liaise with  

 about the facilities at each site which would be the most appropriate to visit.  C Johnson would 
convey that information back to  who would then finalise the programme. 
 

 reported she had made a tentative booking with .  The hotel had 
a private bar which would provide a good venue for the AEC function.  In addition to code holders in 
Palmerston North, parented organisations and extra guests would be invited to attend as well. 
 

 asked Wellington based committee members how they wished to travel to Palmerston North.  T 
Burrell and K Booth reported they would make their own way there. 
 

Actions: 
C Johnson to liaise with  and  about site visit. 

 to draft programme and organise May meeting arrangements. 
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C 8. MPI update   
 
The MPI update, circulated prior to the meeting was noted. 
 
There being no other items of business to discuss, the Chair thanked committee members for their 
attendance and declared the meeting closed at 1.27 pm. 
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V Williams reported she had begun work on analysing the animal use statistics collected by the Ministry for 
Primary Industries (MPI).  The total number of animals used in 2014 had increased from 2013 but included the 
lowest number of animals in the ‘high’ and ‘very high’ impact grades.  V Williams advised she would offer to 
meet with the Minister, to discuss the statistics, prior to their release. 
 
V Williams mentioned that she and the chair of the National Animal Welfare Advisory Committee (NAWAC), Dr 
John Hellström, were thinking of meeting the Director-General of MPI to discuss the new MPI website as 
animal welfare no longer featured as a category on its own.  Instead, animal welfare content lay under the 
heading ‘protection and response’. 
 
Provide advice to AECs and code holders – V Williams advised that she would draft the first newsletter for 
the year after the May general meeting. 
 
Promote good practice in RTT using animals – V Williams agreed to write to research funders encouraging 
them to assign priority to the support of Three Rs research projects after the May general meeting. 
 
C Johnson reported that  involvement in the Three Rs programme was still limited due to a 
lack of resources.  However, the Australian and New Zealand Council for the Care of Animals in Research and 
Teaching (ANZCCART) were very involved in the Three Rs work  was leading on real life 
examples of the Three Rs. C Johnson reported that some of the newer ANZCCART New Zealand Board 
members were very keen to engage with the public via blogs and social media such as Twitter. 
 
Enhance the functioning of NAEAC – V Williams reported she had started work on creating links with similar 
committees in the UK, Canada and Australia. 
 

Actions: 
V Williams to draft AEC newsletter. 
V Williams to write to research funding bodies. 

  
O 2.      NAEAC content on MPI website 
 
V Williams provided an update on NAEAC content on the MPI website noting she would like to see animal 
welfare on the front page of the site, and not under the heading ‘protection and response’.  The links in the 
research, testing and teaching section of the website were working adequately. 
  
O 3.      Review of NAEAC wiki page 
 
A list of NAEAC and MPI publications was circulated prior to the meeting.  In respect to the NAEAC wiki page, 
V Williams reported that 338 ‘hits’ had been recorded in the month of March.  It was noted that the page would 
now need to be amended in light of the changes made to animal welfare legislation. 
 

 reminded committee members of the amendments to Part 6 of the Act.  These included: an 
immediate ban on the use of animals to test finished cosmetic products or ingredients for use exclusively in 
cosmetics; AECs having to consider (as an explicit obligation) whether a project proposal has adequately 
assessed the suitability of using non-sentient or non-living alternatives and replacements with such 
alternatives – the requirement coming into force in six months’ time; and the definition of ‘manipulation’ 
changing to include animals killed for the purpose of undertaking research on their body parts or tissue and 
breeding animals with compromised welfare.  These new manipulations come into force on 1 January 2018 
and will require AEC approval.   
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In respect to AECs having to consider suitable alternatives, M Tingle asked how this could be made to work 
consistently.   reported it would be achieved by providing evidence of consideration of suitable 
alternatives i.e. having the appropriate paperwork in place to address the issue. 
 
It was noted that tissue collection and breeding animals with potentially compromised welfare would be graded 
differently to other manipulations and that the breeding changes only related to Part 6 of the Act.  Breeders of 
compromised animals will be required to seek AEC approval so they will either need their own code of ethical 
conduct or they will need to enter into an arrangement to use one. 
 

 reminded committee members that  would be leading this work when she returned 
from holiday. 
  

Action – NAEAC to update wiki page. 
 
O 4.      Review of Animal Use Statistics publication 
 
The Animal Use Statistics publication was due for review in 2015.  Given the passage of the Animal Welfare 
Amendment Bill it was decided not to do any work on this publication until such time as the Animal Welfare 
(Records and Statistics) Regulations 1999 had been amended.  It was agreed to change the review date of 
this publication from 2015 to 2018. 
  

Action –  to change review date of ‘Animal Use Statistics’ from 2015 to 2018. 
 
O 5.      Review of Good Practice Guide for the use of animals in research, testing and teaching 
 
This publication was also due for review in 2015.  It was generally agreed that this publication needed 
updating as there was not enough detail in the section relating to facilities. 
 
               Action – V Williams to discuss review of ‘Good Practice Guide’ with  
  
O 6.      Update on review of Guidelines for the welfare of livestock from which blood is harvested for 

commercial and research purposes 
 
V Williams reminded committee members that review of this publication had commenced in 2014.  The 
amended draft had gone out to users and some feedback had been received.  V Williams was currently 
waiting to discuss the publication with .  It was noted that only two companies were currently 
harvesting blood in New Zealand 
 

Action – V Williams to talk to  about ‘Blood Harvesting Guidelines’. 
  
O 7.      Review of AEC Induction Pack 
 
Committee members reviewed the list of contents for the AEC new member induction pack, circulated prior to 
the meeting.  The review would decide whether any items should be added to, or removed from the pack.   
 
There was some discussion on whether the Users Guide to Part 6 of the Animal Welfare Act 1999 and the 
Good Practice Guide for the Use of Animals in Research, Testing and Teaching should be combined into one 
document.   reported that the Guide to Part 6 of the Act was a publication for the general public not 
just AECs and that it had been produced by MPI not NAEAC.  C Johnson was of the opinion that keeping the 
publications separate was a good idea.  The Good Practice Guide provided the opportunity for NAEAC to 
interpret the Animal Welfare Act and provide more information to AECs. 
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O 14.      Update on NAEAC research project 
 
In light of P Larsen’s absence no update was provided on this agenda item. 
  
O 15.      NAEAC Secretariat 
 
V Williams invited  to provide an update on the work she was doing on the NAEAC Secretariat.   

 reported that she had been asked by  (Manager, Animal Welfare) to look at the NAEAC 
Secretariat – specifically in relation to whether the committee required additional resourcing, including 
technical advice.  A summary of her findings was circulated at the meeting. 
 
In addition to speaking to  had carried out interviews with other domestic 
and overseas secretariats.  Four roles for the secretariat had been identified.  These included: administration 
and logistics; general advice, interpretation of the Act and institutional knowledge; technical advice; and 
coordinating function.  It was noted that the work carried out by  and  fell within the first two 
of these roles. 
 
The NAEAC secretariat did not currently provide technical advice (such as scientific expertise, questioning the 
committee, information sharing and horizon scanning) or a coordinating function (such as keeping NAEAC well 
connected, ensuring liaison between other branches of MPI and NAEAC, and providing support for AECs).  
Would it be useful for example, to have more regular MPI updates across Legal or Policy areas?  In respect to 
AEC support, it was considered necessary to build on the workshops and newsletters to create more of a 
conversation with AECs. 
 
Issues to consider further included transparency (engagement with the public) and feedback and review (what 
does success look like).  For example, if more is required by the secretariat this will need to be measured.  
Ways of doing this include expanding the internal review questionnaire or developing a framework for 
measuring secretariat success. 
 
It was noted that  draft report was currently with  for review. 
 
V Williams noted that NAWAC had three technical advisers while NAEAC had none.  The area of new 
technologies and alternatives to animal use could be a gap that the committee might need help with.  A 
technical adviser might be able to research material for the committee.  Liaison with overseas bodies could be 
useful here in this capacity. 
 
The Three Rs, cost benefit analysis, animal housing, facilities and monitoring were all areas V Williams 
wanted to see NAEAC provide more information on. 
 
S Cairns advised that the committee’s primary role was to advise the Minister and Director-General of MPI on 
matters relating to animal use in research, testing and teaching and codes of ethical conduct.  S Cairns was 
concerned that NAEAC was moving into areas of work it was not mandated to do. V Williams considered that 
providing AECs with quality advice was one of NAEAC’s statutory roles. 
 

 asked the committee how well they considered they were performing, and suggested they consult the 
legislation to take another look at their functions.   noted that during the Select Committee process, 
there was concern over Part 6 of the Act, particularly in relation to consistency between AECs.  There was 
capacity in the Act to make the role of NAEAC more technical.  For example: being more active in the 
oversight of AECs; ascertaining where research, testing and teaching is heading; identifying ethical issues and 
what MPI should be considering.  Was the committee aware of whether the advice they issued to AECs was 
being implemented. 

s 9(2)(a) s 
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V Williams thanked committee members for their contributions to this topic and suggested they resume their 
discussion after the mini-tutorial. 
 
O 13.      Mini-tutorial – The sentience of fish 
 
V Williams welcomed  to the meeting at 11.30 am to give his presentation 
titled Phylogeny, cognitive development and the capacity to suffer.  A discussion about which animals are 
included in welfare legislation and why fish represent a critical test taxon? 
 

 presentation would focus on whether fish detected noxious stimuli and how New Zealand’s 
legislation dealt with fish and human interactions with fish. 
 
Sentience is a prerequisite to whether animals feel pain.  The consensus amongst the majority of fish 
researchers is that bony fish can and do feel pain because they have nociceptors. There are five levels of 
consciousness – three of which are considered primary consciousness and two which are considered higher-
order consciousness.  Phenomenal consciousness (or sentience) is considered to reside in the cerebral 
hemispheres of the forebrain.  Mammals are known to have evaginated brains while fish are known to have 
everted brains.  Some researchers however (for example ) still argue that fish do not feel pain. 
 
Animals with backbones including bony and cartilaginous fishes are covered by the Animal Welfare Act 1999 
but there is no mention of chordates such as amphioxus.  Assorted aquatic invertebrates such as cephalopod 
molluscs and decapod crustaceans are included but not bivalve shellfish or amphipods and isopods.  In 
Australian states and territories for example there is a lot of variation about what fish/invertebrates are covered 
under the legislation.  While fish are protected by the intent of the Animal Welfare Act, fishing and other 
activities with fish are excluded from many of the provisions. 
 
Fishing is a primary animal production industry.  Welfare is unregulated in commercial fishing for wild fish and 
for recreational fishing but is regulated in fish husbandry and slaughter associated with aquaculture.  The 
scope of the welfare problem in wild fisheries is immense as 100 billion fish are affected globally.  What is the 
intent or purpose of recreational fishing?  Purposes of recreational fishing reported in surveys include 
excellence in angling, pursuit of fish, obtaining one’s own food, involvement with nature and social interactions.  
The intention to inflict avoidable harm is not recorded. 
 
In summary, the ethics and value systems of fishers vary; legislation varies between countries and states; and 
public perceptions of what is acceptable vary as well.  High welfare fishing reflect humane treatment of 
animals at capture and/or slaughter; sustainable fishing and conservation and consumer choices in the 
marketplace. 
 
It was noted that Germany and Switzerland have legislation in place that prohibits recreational fishers catching 
and releasing fish.  The question of why someone would want to engage in that sort of behaviour was an 
ethical one. 
 
On behalf of the committee, V Williams thanked  for his valuable presentation. 
 
The committee broke for lunch at 12.00 pm and the meeting resumed again at 12.35 pm. 
 
O 15.      NAEAC Secretariat 
 
Further to the earlier discussion on this agenda item it was agreed to create a survey to ask AECs and other 
stakeholders how they perceived NAEAC was performing their functions.  T Burrell, S Cairns and B Warburton 
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agreed to be on the subcommittee to draft the set of questions.  It was agreed that the survey should include 
questions about how NAEAC has served AECs. 
 
It was also suggested to align NAEAC’s annual report with NAEAC’s functions.  Given that the 2014 annual 
report had already been completed, V Williams agreed to do draft a shadow report which could be used as a 
template for next year. 
 
M Tingle suggested that information on euthanasia techniques could be something the committee prepared for 
the Minister. 
 

   Actions: 
  Subcommittee to draft questions for survey. 
  V Williams to draft a shadow report. 

  
O 16.      Update on Animal Welfare Amendment Bill 
 
As the changes to Part 6 of the Act had been discussed previously  provided a brief summary of the 
current work underway to draft care and conduct regulations and surgical and painful procedures regulations.  
It was noted that the care and conduct regulations would be relevant to animals in the research environment. 
 
In relation to the Animal Welfare (Records and Statistics) Regulations which would need to be amended, M 
Tingle, V Williams and C Johnson agreed to be on the subcommittee to assist MPI policy with their work. 
  
O 17.      Update for Minister for Primary Industries 
 
No items of business were identified to advise the Minister about. 
  
O 18.      Update on alternatives to animal-based regulatory testing 
 
In light of K Booth’s absence no update was provided under this agenda item. 
  
O 19.      Update on new technologies 
 
It was noted that the area of new technologies could be a role for a technical adviser.   
 
O 20.      MPI summary of CEC approvals, notifications and revocations 
 

 provided an update on code of ethical conduct approvals, notifications and revocations since the 
last meeting, the summary of which had been circulated prior to the meeting.   

 code had been approved, there were two new arrangements in place and one termination of 
arrangement. 
 
O 21.      Discussion of information circulated by MPI 
 
There were no particular matters for discussion arising out of the information circulated to NAEAC since the 
last general meeting. 
 
O 22.      Committee members’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at conferences 
 
The following meetings attended by committee members were noted:  
 

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)
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 G Nind had attended the Royal New Zealand SPCA national conference.  
 C Johnson had attended and led a workshop on livestock transport and slaughter in South East Asia.  He 

also attended an anaesthesia conference in Australia. 
 V Williams had attended an ANZCCART New Zealand Board meeting to talk about the regulatory system 

governing animal use in research, testing and teaching.  The following items/topics had emerged from the 
discussion: 

o Skill levels within research organisations relating to manipulations.  Some institutions have training 
and others do not.  It was suggested that there could be a requirement for researchers to show 
competency, for example having a summer school for rodent surgery; 

o Only large organisations have an animal welfare officer and they do not appear to be funded to 
the extent where they can actually make a difference.  It was suggested that New Zealand 
Veterinary Association nominees on AECs could monitor surgical techniques or a new person 
performing the technique; 

o Knowledge of accredited reviewers.  There are few specialised laboratory animal veterinarians in 
New Zealand; 

o Lesser understanding by polytechnics because they do not meet as often as some other 
organisations; 

o Monitoring; 
o Attitudes; and 
o Commercial sensitivity. 

 As well as the ANZCCART board meeting, V Williams reported she had attended NAWAC regulation 
meetings which were facilitated by MPI. 

 B Warburton reported he was reviewing work by a PhD student on kangaroo harvesting and how the 
harvesters deal with joeys after their mothers are killed. 

 
C Johnson raised a question from the  AEC relating to birds with transmitters, in light of a 
falcon which died wearing a harness.  Transmitters on birds can actually impede their normal activities and 
they can become more susceptible to predation.  How does one weigh up the ethical cost of this and is 
NAEAC the appropriate body to ask advice on this issue?   V Williams considered that NAEAC was the 
appropriate body to provide advice on this issue. 
 
 Action – V Williams to discuss issue of birds wearing transmitters with C Johnson. 
 
Any Other Business Part One 
 
No further items of business were identified for discussion under Part One of the agenda. 
 
Any Other Business Part Two 
 
One additional item of business was identified for discussion under Part Two of the agenda.  This related to 
the email exchange between members of , in relation to NAEAC’s policy on which 
AEC should assume the approval role. 
 
 

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC 
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 

 
There being no other items of business for discussion under Part Once of the agenda, it was moved (V 
Williams/G Nind): 
 
A: That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, namely: 

s 9(2)(g)(ii)

s 9(2)(g)(ii)

RELE
ASED U

NDER THE O
FFIC

IAL I
NFORMATIO

N ACT 19
82



   10 

 
C 1. Confirmation of previous minutes 
C 2. Action list review 
C 3.  and monitoring of animal facilities 
C 4. Discussion/feedback from  site visits 
C 5. NAEAC Annual Report for 2014 
C 6. MPI update 
C 7. Which AEC should assume the approval role   
 
The general subject of each matter to be considered while the public is excluded, the reason for passing this 
resolution in relation to each matter, and the specific grounds under section 48(1) of the Local Government 
Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing of this resolution are as follows: 
 

General subject of each matter 
to be considered 

Reason for passing this resolution 
in relation to each matter 

 

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the 
passing of this resolution 

C 1. Confirmation of previous 
minutes 
 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons. 
 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under section 
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act 1982 
(OIA). 

C 2. Action list review As above. As above. 

C 3.  and monitoring of 
animal facilities 

To protect information where making 
the information available would be 
likely unreasonably to prejudice the 
commercial position of the person 
who supplied or who is the subject of 
the information; and/or: 
 
To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure or harassment. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(b)(ii) and/or 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. 
 

C 4. Discussion/feedback from 
 site visits 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons; and/or: 

To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure and harassment. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(a) and/or 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. 

C 5. NAEAC Annual Report for 
2014 
 

To maintain the constitutional 
conventions for the time being which 
protect the confidentiality of advice 
tendered by Ministers of the Crown 
and officials; and/or: 
 
To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure or harassment. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(f)(iv) and/or 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. 

s 9(2)
(b)(ii) s 9(2)(b)(ii), s 

9(2)(g)(ii)

s 9(2)(b)(ii), s 
9(2)( )(ii)
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General Meeting 
 

Monday, 3 August 2015 
9.00am – 4.00pm 

 
St Andrew’s Centre 
Conference Room 1 

30 The Terrace 
Wellington 

 
 

MINUTES 
 

Part One 
 

Present: V Williams (Chairperson), Terry Burrell, Craig Johnson, Bruce Warburton, Graeme Nind, Stephen 
Cairns, Peter Larsen, and Karen Booth. 
 
In Attendance:  (Principal Adviser, Animal Welfare),  (Secretary),  

 (Senior Policy Analyst, Regulatory Reform and Animal Welfare Policy); and Grant Shackell (NAEAC 
Chair Designate). 
 
Apologies: An apology was received from Malcolm Tingle. 
 
V Williams opened the meeting at 9.00 am and welcomed attendees.  It was noted that this would be the last 
meeting for V Williams, B Warburton, S Cairns and P Larsen. 
 
O 1. Progress against milestones in NAEAC Operational Plan 
 
The committee reviewed progress against milestones in the actions list.  The following updates were provided: 
 
Provide advice to the Minister and the Director-General: V Williams reported she would prepare a report 
on the codes of ethical conduct which were reviewed in 2015 for the Director-General of MPI and the Minister 
before her term on the committee ended. 
 
Although the Minister had been invited to the joint meeting with the National Animal Welfare Advisory 
Committee (NAWAC) he was not able to attend. 
 
V Williams provided an update on the 2014 animal use statistics.  The total number of animals used for 
research, testing and teaching (RTT) purposes in 2014 was 310,287.  This was an increase of 38.5% 
compared to the previous year.  Cattle were the most prominent species used, followed by mice, sheep and 
fish.  Production animals accounted for 48.1% of animals used which reflected New Zealand’s pastoral-based 
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O 9. Update on drafting code of ethical conduct template 
 
V Williams invited K Booth to provide an update on the development of the code of ethical conduct template. K 
Booth reported she had started work on the project but had not yet circulated a draft to C Johnson and M 
Tingle (the other members of the subcommittee) for comment.  K Booth reported that she would soon have 
more time to devote to this piece of work because she was leaving the employment of Zoetis New Zealand on 
14 August 2015 due to redundancy.   
 

 reminded committee members that as K Booth had been appointed by the Minister, there was no 
obligation for her to resign or leave the committee.  K Booth reported that Agcarm, the organisation which had 
nominated her for NAEAC was having a board meeting soon to discuss the matter.  K Booth asked  
to advise  that the appointment was Ministerial and not made by Agcarm.  
 
For the benefit of G Shackell, V Williams reported that the code template work had been initiated because the 
quality of the codes the committee had reviewed the previous year had been so variable.  It was common for 
code holders to include information in their code which was not required.   
 
 Action –  to contact  about K Booth’s appointment to NAEAC. 
  
O 10. Update on NAEAC research project 
 
V Williams invited P Larsen to provide an update on the research project which commenced in the summer of 
2013.  P Larsen reported that approximately 18 months ago a medical student undertook some research over 
the summer to look at how AECs make decisions.  The research involved interviewing a number of AEC 
members.  The preliminary results (qualitative not quantitative) showed that some AECs did not perform a 
cost-benefit analysis when reviewing protocols but rather used the Three Rs to justify animal use.  The results 
of the research now needed to be summarised and made publically available in some form. 
 
V Williams thanked P Larsen for the update and asked whether he would be willing to share his conclusions at 
next year’s AEC workshop.  It was noted that this work had already been briefly introduced to AECs at the 
2014 AEC workshop.   decision-making tool or scoring system for ethical evaluation of 
protocols was noted but it was agreed that assigning a numerical system to ethical decision making did not 
remove the need for ethical judgements to be made. 
  
O 11. Update on Animal Welfare Amendment Act 
 
It was agreed to discuss the Animal Welfare Amendment Act and the regulations being developed under the 
new legislation under agenda item C5. 
  
O 12. Update for Minister for Primary Industries  
 
No new items of business were identified to advise the Minister about. V Williams reported she would make 
herself available to speak to the Minister about the animal use statistics if necessary.  
 
O 13. Update on alternatives to animal-based regulatory testing  
 
K Booth reported that there was a move among Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development 
(OECD) countries to move away from toxicology testing for new compounds as the practice was expensive 
and had a high animal welfare impact.  It was noted however that OECD countries were still a long way away 
from not using animals.   

s 9(2)(a)
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V Williams reported that the length of the process of developing alternatives lies as much in the validation 
process as in the development phase. 
 
O 14. Update on new technologies 
 
G Shackell reported that in Australia researchers working with koalas were able to collect information via 
collars which dropped off with the touch of a button after they were no longer needed.  This technology 
allowed researchers to capture animals only once.  In South Africa, some forms of rodents were being 
replaced with 3-D printed models in teaching situations, as this was able to be done cheaply. 
 
C Johnson reported on a piece of work which would soon be published in the New Zealand Veterinary Journal 
relating to endoscopy in cattle.  Traditionally, to perform research on how cattle contribute to greenhouse gas 
emissions animals would need to be killed to gain access to their rumen.  Now, technology was available 
which would allow a biopsy of the rumen to be collected from a particular animal over a definite period of time.  
V Williams reported that this development would be a good candidate for the 2016 NAEAC Three Rs award. 
 
B Warburton reported that global positioning system collars for possums also drop off and have a benefit in 
terms of cost. 
 
O 15.       MPI summary of CEC approvals, notifications and revocations 
 

 reported that  who had an arrangement to use the  code and 
Wellington AEC, had changed its name to  and entered into another arrangement to also 
use  code and  AEC.  It was noted that the company used animal products as a bio-
scaffold to develop wound healing products. 
  
O 16.       Discussion of information circulated by MPI 
 
There were no particular matters for discussion arising out of the information circulated to NAEAC since the 
last general meeting. 
 
O 17.       Committee members’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at conferences 
 
B Warburton reported that he had attended some MPI workshops on pest control and accepted hunting 
practices which were positively received by both the pest industry and hunting community. 
 
T Burrell reported she had attended a biology and chemistry teaching conference in Wellington the previous 
month.  P Larsen attended the conference to run a workshop on how to get the most out of a heart dissection.  

, was one of the key note speakers and stayed for the whole 
conference. 
 
G Shackell, V Williams and  had all attended the ANZCCART conference on the Gold Coast in 
Australia the previous month.  G Shackell reported that it was an excellent conference and provided a valuable 
opportunity for networking.  A copy of the abstracts were available for viewing if committee members were 
interested.  It was noted that the conference would be held in Melbourne next year. 
 

 advised committee members that V Williams was a speaker at the ANZCCART conference and that 
her presentation had been well received.  There had been 14 New Zealanders at the conference including 

 representatives. 
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V Williams reported that her presentation entitled Hidden Holes examined New Zealand’s devolved AEC 
system. The outcome of accredited reviews had shown an increase in the level of code holders reaching a 
satisfactory level of compliance over a 15 year period - 73%, 85% and 96% respectively.  Issues tended to 
arise with small AECs.  For example, polytechnics failed in the first round of reviews because they were 
unfamiliar with process.  
 
The committee discussed how people could make complaints without putting their jobs at risk.   The committee 
discussed having a centralised AEC system instead of a devolved one but agreed this would create its own set 
of problems.  K Booth was of the opinion that a culture of trust was required in institutions to allow people the 
freedom to speak up if they had any concerns about their organisation or AEC.   
 
V Williams noted that the  which had received Association for Assessment and 
Accreditation of Laboratory Animal Care International (AAALAC) accreditation recently had 7 veterinarians and 
4 animal welfare officers in employment.  Under the Australian code for the care and use of animals for 
scientific purposes, Australian AECs had to be made up of a third of category ‘c’ (animal welfare) and ‘d’ 
(independent) members. 
 
O 18. Welfare and ethics training in RTT institutions  
 
V Williams expressed an interest in knowing how institutions went about training people in the areas of animal 
welfare and ethics and thought this might be a good topic to discuss at the next AEC workshop. 
 
Any Other Business Part One 
 
No other items of business were identified under Part One of the agenda. 
 
Any Other Business Part Two 

 code of ethical conduct was identified as an additional agenda item for discussion 
under Part 2 of the agenda. 
 

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC 
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 

 
There being no other items of business for discussion under Part One of the agenda, it was moved (V 
Williams/G Nind): 
 
A: That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, namely: 
 
C 1. Confirmation of previous minutes 
C 2. Action list review 
C 3.  code of ethical conduct 
C 4. NAEAC Annual Report for 2014 and future format 
C 5. MPI update  
C 6.  code of ethical conduct  
 
The general subject of each matter to be considered while the public is excluded, the reason for passing this 
resolution in relation to each matter, and the specific grounds under section 48(1) of the Local Government 
Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing of this resolution are as follows: 
 

s 9(2)(g)(ii)

s 9(2)(b)(ii)
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General subject of each matter 
to be considered 

Reason for passing this resolution 
in relation to each matter 

 

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the 
passing of this resolution 

C 1. Confirmation of previous 
minutes 
 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons. 
 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under section 
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act 1982 
(OIA). 

C 2. Action list review As above. As above. 

C 3.  code of ethical 
conduct 

To protect information where making 
the information available would be 
likely unreasonably to prejudice the 
commercial position of the person 
who supplied or who is the subject of 
the information; and/or 
 
To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure or harassment. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(b)(ii) and/or 9(2)(g)(ii) of the Official 
Information Act 1982. 
 

C 4. NAEAC Annual Report for 
2014 and future format 
 

To maintain the constitutional 
conventions for the time being which 
protect the confidentiality of advice 
tendered by Ministers of the Crown 
and officials; and/or: 
 
To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure or harassment. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(f)(iv) and/or 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. 

C 5. MPI update   
 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons; and/or: 
 
To maintain the constitutional 
conventions for the time being which 
protect the confidentiality of advice 
tendered by Ministers of the Crown 
and officials. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(a) and/or 9(2)(f)(iv) of the OIA. 
 
 

C 6.  code of 
ethical conduct 

To protect information where making 
the information available would be 
likely unreasonably to prejudice the 
commercial position of the person 
who supplied or who is the subject of 
the information; and/or 
 
To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure or harassment. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(b)(ii) and/or 9(2)(g)(ii) of the Official 
Information Act 1982. 
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Section 5.1.1: Insert the word ‘relevant’ in front of ‘code of welfare’ and change ‘listed’ to ‘available’. 

 
Section 6.1.2: It was suggested that this section be replaced by the following statement. ‘If the adverse event 
requires change to an approved manipulation this must be communicated to the AEC as soon as possible.’  

 
Section 7.1.2: To better reflect the requirements of the Act, ‘An employee’ should be ‘A senior employee’. 

 
Section 7.1.10: NAEAC assumed that the deputy chairperson is appointed for the following year, rather than 
just the meeting at which the election takes place. If so, this needs to be clarified. 
 
Section 7.1.11: In addition to paying external members a fee for each AEC application they considered, it was 
agreed that they also receive appropriate reimbursement for expenses. It was noted that the committee 
endorsed the recommendation made by  (accredited reviewer) and MPI that AEC members be 
paid for monitoring activities as well. 
 
Section 7.4: The words ‘by the’ are repeated in this section. 
 
The meeting adjourned for lunch at 12.40 pm and resumed again at 1.15 pm. 
 
Section 8.1.3: The committee had concerns that if the AEC did not reach consensus then they could arrive at 
a decision by majority vote.  V Williams asked  to convey to the code holder that the committee 
endorsed consensus as the preferable method of decision-making and would encourage  to use 
consensus only.  
 
Section 8.2.2: The beginning of this section should be reworded as follows: ‘A subcommittee of the 
Chairperson or the Deputy Chairperson and at least two …’. 

 
Section 8.2.3: In addition to section 8.2.2, reference to a subcommittee should also be made here. NAEAC 
considered it important that there was a discussion between subcommittee members about manipulations 
graded C. 

 
Section 8.2.5: This section should specify what happens if the pro tem approval is not ratified. Something 
along the lines of ‘If not ratified, the project must be suspended and renegotiated with the AEC’ was 
suggested.  

 
Section 8.5: It was assumed that  was not subject to the Official Information Act. If this was 
correct either this section should be omitted or a simple statement made to say that it does not apply. 

 
Section 13.1.3: While acknowledging that the General Manager is currently male, this might not always be the 
case so it was suggested that ‘his/her’ be inserted.  

 
Section 15: As legal provisions can change and the definition of manipulation will change during the life of the 
code it was recommended that the definitions be removed and reference just to the Act, be made. 
 
Moved (V Williams/S Cairns): 
 
That the  code of ethical conduct be received and that NAEAC recommend that the Director-
General of the Ministry for Primary Industries approve the code under the Animal Welfare Act 1999 subject to 
the matters identified by NAEAC being addressed to the satisfaction of the Chair, P Larsen and C Johnson. 
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Any Other Business Part One (Open to the Pubic) 
 
Dropbox was identified as an item of business for discussion under Part One of the agenda. 
 
Any Other Business Part Two (Public Excluded Agenda)  
 

 code of ethical conduct was identified as an additional 
agenda item for discussion under Part Two of the agenda. 
 
O 1.        Progress against milestones in NAEAC operational plan 
 
The committee reviewed progress against milestones in the actions list.  The following updates were 
provided: 
 
Provide advice to the Minister and the Director-General:  It was noted that work on the research, 
testing and teaching (RTT) regulations was ongoing. 
 
G Shackell asked committee members to keep a watching brief on any new technologies which may 
replace, reduce or refine animal use in RTT. 
 
It was agreed to ask the Minister to attend a NAEAC meeting in 2016 given the committee now had four 
new members. 
 
Provide advice to AECs and code holders:  reported that she had not received a reply from 
former NAEAC member,  regarding the results of the survey (about AEC decision making), 
that had been completed nearly two years ago.  It was noted that  had had concerns about the 
qualitative nature of the results, which has why they had not yet been analysed.   agreed to 
contact  again to see if he would be willing to share any of the raw data. 
 
G Shackell asked committee members if they were aware of individuals who were actively resisting new 
animal models in experimental design. It was generally agreed that older Principal Investigators (PI’s) 
were more resistant to change.  G Shackell asked members how as a committee, NAEAC could 
influence change.  C Johnson was of the opinion that this was easier to do on an individual basis and 
provided an example of how he had challenged a researcher about an application which had been 
submitted to the  AEC.  G Shackell suggested an AEC discussion group could be one 
way of sharing information on new technologies.  M Tingle reported that Animal Welfare Officers 
(AWOs) were often able to initiate change in this area. 
 
The second AEC newsletter for 2015 had been drafted by former NAEAC chair,  and 
circulated to stakeholders on 30 October 2015. 
 
G Shackell encouraged committee members to continue seeking attendance at AEC meetings and 
asked  to facilitate this for new committee members. 
 

 reported she would ask  about the status of the milestone on examining 
international best practice documents on animal welfare in RTT. 
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Actions:  
 to add analgesic best practice to February meeting agenda. 

C Johnson to investigate alternatives to the 2002 publication on analgesic best 
practice. 

 
O 5. NAEAC survey questions 
 
It was recalled that at the May general meeting it was agreed that NAEAC should survey AECs and ask 
them how they considered NAEAC was performing their functions.  A list of questions drafted primarily 
by T Burrell was circulated to committee members prior to the meeting.  The committee reviewed the 
survey questions and agreed the following changes: 
 
 Question 2: Reword text to ask AEC members whether they were statutory or staff appointments. 
 Question 5: Add ‘and advice’ after the word ‘information’. 
 Add an additional box asking for any other comments. 

 
T Burrell agreed to make the necessary changes and send the survey questions to  
 

Action: T Burrell to amend survey questions and send them to  
  
O 6. Review of AEC induction pack 
 
At the May general meeting it was agreed that the covering letter in the AEC induction pack be reviewed 
to highlight what papers and documents were essential reading for new AEC members.  The old and 
new letters were circulated prior to the meeting.  The committee reviewed the amended letter and 
agreed that from now on it should be sent out with the AEC induction packs. 
  
O 7. Code of ethical conduct template  
 
G Shackell invited K Booth to provide an update on the development of the code of ethical conduct 
template. K Booth reported that she had taken the current version of the Guide to the Preparation of 
Codes of Ethical Conduct and tried to amend it.  However, the task was proving more difficult than was 
anticipated.  K Booth was of the opinion that rather than amending the Guide, the committee should 
start again and draft something completely new.  In doing so, NAEAC could incorporate policies (such 
as those relating to the use of subcommittees, videoconferencing, monitoring, voting, quorums etc.) 
which they had agreed to during previous code reviews, into the new template.  The committee were in 
agreement with this approach and L Carlyon suggested that consultation with a small focus group might 
be appropriate once the template was finalised.  The 2016 AEC workshop was noted as a possible 
venue for targeted consultation.  On behalf of the committee, G Shackell thanked K Booth for her work 
to date on the project. 
 
O 8. NAEAC occasional paper series 
 
It was noted that the  paper titled The blind leading the blind: animal facility staff and 
researchers working together to reduce bias in animal research, had recently been published as part of 
NAEAC’s occasional paper series and circulated to stakeholders.  
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G Shackell invited committee members to nominate topics for future papers.  C Johnson reported that 
he, on behalf of the  AEC had asked NAEAC for advice on the effect of 
transponder/transmitter use on animals in light of an incident where a falcon had died wearing a 
harness.  It was noted that if this became the topic for the next occasional paper, the theme of remote 
monitoring could also be incorporated.   
 
It was noted for the benefit of L Carlyon that the key audience for occasional papers were AECs and 
researchers. 
 
O 10. Identification of topics for mini-tutorials in 2016  
 
The following topics for future mini-tutorials were identified: work undertaken by DOC; working with 
wildlife; working with production animals; animal use in education; pest control; update on the UK 
concordat on openness on animal research; where animal rights are going; landscape of animal welfare 
in New Zealand and internationally. 
 

Action – NAEAC to decide on mini-tutorials topics for 2016. 
 
O 15. Update on New Zealand Three Rs Initiatives 
 
According to , the Three Rs examples  was working on were still with the 
Australian and New Zealand Council for the Care of Animals in Research and Teaching (ANZCCART) 
for final feedback.   had spoken to  chair of ANZCCART about the lack of 
action to get the resources finalised but as at 2 November 2015  had still not heard from 

 (ANZCCART Board member).   agreed to escalate the matter with ANZCCART. 
 
Referring back to the previous agenda item, M Tingle reported that  

 won the 2015 Prime Minister’s MacDiarmid Emerging Scientist Prize for his work on animal 
intelligence and suggested this might be another possible mini-tutorial topic. 
 

Action –  to escalate Three Rs examples with ANZCCART. 
 
O 14. Update on alternatives to animal-based regulatory testing  
 
K Booth had emailed committee members a copy of the European Pharmaceutical Industry Update for 
2015, called Putting animal welfare principles and 3Rs into action prior to the meeting.  The update 
provided examples of the pharmaceutical industry moving toward in-vitro testing. 
 
K Booth reported that the International Cooperation on Harmonisation of Technical Requirements for 
Registration of Veterinary Medicinal Products (known as VICH) is a trilateral (EU-Japan-USA) 
programme aimed at harmonising technical requirements for veterinary product registration. Australia 
and New Zealand have observer status on the VICH Steering Committee.  
 
G Shackell described an occasion where  application and not been convinced 
that the right number of animals were being used. In this particular case,  
that more animals needed to be used instead of the number specified in the protocol.  K Booth reported 
that it was important to take into account the total data package and not just the individual test when 
animal use involved testing veterinary products.  M Tingle also noted that the VICH guidelines were 
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approved long before they were adopted.  K Booth offered to discuss the matter further with G Shackell 
out of session, if necessary.  G Shackell asked  to send him five copies of K Booth’s 
occasional paper. 
 

Action –  to send G Shackell five copies of K Booth’s occasional paper. 
 
O 11. Mini-tutorial 1: Computer-aided learning resources 
 
G Shackell welcomed , winner of the 2015 NAEAC Three Rs award, to the meeting and invited 
C Johnson to formally introduce him to meeting attendees.   presentation would cover the 
application of the Three Rs (replacement, reduction and refinement) by sharing computer-aided learning 
(CAL) resources. It was noted that , was the fourth member of  to receive the 
NAEAC Three Rs award since its inception in 2003.   
 

 began his presentation by talking about the work of William Russell and Rex Burch who in 
1954, were appointed by the Universities Federation for Animal Welfare (UFAW) to undertake a 
systematic review on the progress of humane techniques in the laboratory.  Their report was presented 
to UFAW in 1956, and used as the basis of their book titled The Principles of Humane Experimental 
Technique, which was completed in 1958. 
 
MPI along with ANZCCART and the Animal Welfare Science and Bioethics Centre (AWSBC) at  

 were noted as supporting and promoting the principles of the Three Rs.  Today, the Three Rs 
must also be considered by AECs when evaluating proposals.     
 
The primary focus of the AWBSC Management Group is to deliver science-based courses at  

.  CALShare (the site where CAL resources are housed) can be used internally by students 
who can download resources applicable to their science papers.  CALShare International allows 
external people to log into a  mirror site on stream to access the same information which is 
available to local students.  Links to other university resources are also available.  Seminars have also 
been hosted for animal science practitioners.  In 2013  attended one of the  
seminars to provide a presentation on the Three Rs.  
 
The current and future work plan is to expand the image database on stream; build a searchable video 
catalogue of teaching videos; and convert stream-based Flash resources into html formats so that the 
resources can be used anywhere, anytime, and on any device. 
 
The public domain for the resource is  and individuals do not need to log 
into the system to use it.   reported that resource contributions from other individuals or 
organisations were always welcome.  It was noted that having context added to pictures was better than 
just having pictures alone. 
 
K Booth asked if there had been any feedback on whether the students learnt better by having the 
resources available to them.   reported that previous surveys had been done and most students 
appreciated having access to the resources so that they did not have to kill an animal. 
  

 reported that teachers and polytechnics had also been interested in the resources.  It was noted 
that NAEAC, through its networks, could help find external contributors. 
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G Shackell invited  to join the committee for lunch.   
 

 escorted  out of the building at 12.35 pm and returned to join the meeting 
at 12.40 pm. 
 

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC 
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 

 
There being no other items of business for discussion under Part One of the agenda, it was moved (G 
Shackell/L Carlyon): 
 
A: That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, namely: 
 
C 1. Confirmation of previous minutes 
C 2. Action list review 
C 3. Remote monitoring of traps 
C 4. Update on amendments to the Animal Welfare (Records and Statistics) Regulations 1999 
C 5. Question to NAEAC on use of tissue from retired breeders 
C 6. Accredited reviewers teleconference 
C 7. Format of NAEAC annual report 
C 8. Discussion of arrangements for 2016 site visit 
C 9. Discussion of arrangements for 2016 AEC workshop 
C 10. MPI update  
C 11.  code of ethical conduct  
 
The general subject of each matter to be considered while the public is excluded, the reason for passing 
this resolution in relation to each matter, and the specific grounds under section 48(1) of the Local 
Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing of this resolution are as follows: 
 

General subject of each matter 
to be considered 

Reason for passing this resolution 
in relation to each matter 

 

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the 
passing of this resolution 

C 1. Confirmation of previous 
minutes 
 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons. 
 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under section 
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act 1982 
(OIA). 

C 2. Action list review As above. As above. 

C 3. Remote monitoring of traps To protect the privacy of natural 
persons; and/or: 
 
To maintain the constitutional 
conventions for the time being which 
protect the confidentiality of advice 
tendered by Ministers of the Crown 
and officials. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(a) and/or 9(2)(f)(iv) of the OIA. 
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General subject of each matter 
to be considered 

Reason for passing this resolution 
in relation to each matter 

 

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the 
passing of this resolution 

C 4. Update on amendments to 
the Animal Welfare (Records 
and Statistics) Regulations 
1999 

As above. As above. 

C 5. Question to NAEAC on use of 
tissue from retired breeders 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons; and/or: 
 
To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure or harassment. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(a) and/or 9(2)(f)(iv) of the OIA. 

C 6. Accredited reviewers 
teleconference 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons; and/or: 
 
To maintain the constitutional 
conventions for the time being which 
protect the confidentiality of advice 
tendered by Ministers of the Crown 
and officials. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(a) and/or 9(2)(f)(iv) of the OIA. 

C 7. Format of NAEAC annual 
report 

To maintain the constitutional 
conventions for the time being which 
protect the confidentiality of advice 
tendered by Minister of the Crown 
and officials; and/or: 

To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure or harassment. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(f)(iv) and/or 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. 

C 8. Discussion of arrangements 
for 2016 site visit 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons; and/or: 

To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure or harassment. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(a) and/or 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. 

C 9. Discussion of arrangements 
for 2016 AEC workshop 

As above. As above. 

C 10. MPI update   
 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons; and/or: 
 
To maintain the constitutional 
conventions for the time being which 
protect the confidentiality of advice 
tendered by Ministers of the Crown 
and officials. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(a) and/or 9(2)(f)(iv) of the OIA. 
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From 1 January 2018 the definition of manipulation will include: animals killed for the purpose of 
undertaking RTT using their body or tissues; and, the production and breeding of animals that may 
result in the birth or production of animals with known or potentially compromised welfare.  
 
There is also now the ability to make a regulation requiring code holders to provide information on the 
killing of animals that were bred, but not used for the purposes of RTT (surplus animals).   
asked committee members if they wanted a standard code of ethical conduct template mandated in 
regulation.  The committee agreed that this was not necessary as it was too prescriptive and if anything 
needed to be changed in the future if would be very difficult to do so. 
 
Committee members discussed the section relating to animals killed for the purpose of using their body 
or tissues for RTT, and suggested some minor amendments to the wording.  K Booth raised a concern 
over animals being counted twice.   reminded the committee about the policy intent of the 
amendment as it related to Part 6 of the Act.  This was ethical consideration of animal use and making 
sure the regulatory system counted those animals. 
 
In section 7, C Johnson reported that using ‘potentially compromised welfare animals’ as a compound 
noun was clumsy.  This section should be amended to incorporate the feedback that he had already 
provided prior to the meeting. 
 
Compromised welfare was referred to in section 8 and there was some discussion about how this would 
be defined.  It was noted that ‘compromised welfare’ would refer only to Part 6 of the Act (and not to 
compromised companion animals for example).  It was suggested that NAEAC could provide some 
guidance on this once the regulations were in place. 
 

 asked committee members how much time AECs would need to prepare for the changes 
brought about by regulations.  It was generally agreed that a year would be sufficient time for AECs to 
amend their procedures to meet the new reporting requirements.  It was noted that transitional 
provisions would also apply so that approvals given for three years, prior to the regulations coming into 
force, would not be affected. It was anticipated that AECs might be expecting an update on the 
regulations at the AEC workshop next year.  Rather than leaving it until the end of next year it was 
considered more appropriate to have a workshop or meeting about the regulations mid-year. 
 
The committee also reviewed the proposed statistical return form for 2018.  Some minor editorial 
changes were noted. 
 
G Shackell thanked  for her update after which she departed the meeting. 
 

Action –  to incorporate NAEAC feedback into her work on the RTT 
regulations and statistical form. 

 
C 10. MPI update   
 

 provided an update on the development of the Care and Conduct Regulations and Surgical 
and Painful Procedures Regulations which the group (including MPI and NAWAC) had been working on.  
It was noted that 67 items had been identified for regulation.   invited  to circulate the 
NAWAC update (confidentially) to NAEAC. 
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O 16.  Update on emerging/new technologies 
 
No updates were provided under this agenda item.  
 
O 17.  NAEAC research on how AECs make decisions 
 
This topic was discussed previously under agenda item O1.  
 
O 18.         MPI summary of CEC approvals, notifications and revocations 
 
The summary of CEC approvals, notifications and revocations were circulated prior to the meeting.   

 reported that  had gone into liquidation and had terminated its arrangement to use 
another organisation’s code and AEC. 
  
O 19.         Discussion of information circulated by MPI 
 
There were no particular matters for discussion arising out of the information circulated to NAEAC since 
the last general meeting. 
  
O 20. Committee members’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at 

conferences 
 
G Shackell reported that he had met with  prior to the NAEAC meeting.   had offered 
policy support to NAEAC if required and was willing to help NAEAC facilitate a meeting with AEC chairs 
to discuss the amendments to Part 6 of the Act.   
 
G Shackell also noted that he had attended his first NAWAC meeting on 4 November 2015. 
  
O 21.  Committee meeting dates for 2016  
 
Proposed committee meeting dates for 2016 had been circulated prior to the meeting.  The following 
dates were agreed: 
 
 Thursday, 18 February 2016 in Wellington - quarterly general meeting 
 Thursday, 19 and Friday, 20 May 2016, in Hamilton – AEC site visit and general meeting 
 Thursday, 18 August 2016 in Wellington – quarterly general meeting 
 Thursday, 17 November and Friday, 18 November 2016 in Wellington – AEC workshop and 

quarterly general meeting. 
 
O 22.  Joint meeting with NAWAC in 2016 
 
The committee discussed whether it would be appropriate to meet with NAWAC again in 2016.  While 
the committee was generally supportive of the idea, it was agreed that there would not be enough time 
to incorporate a joint meeting with NAWAC given their other commitments during the year.   It was 
agreed therefore to have a short meeting with ANZCCART in 2016 and schedule a joint meeting with 
NAWAC in 2017. 
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Action –  to notify  from ANZCCART about NAEAC meeting 
dates for 2016. 

 
O 23.  Joint meeting with ANZCCART in 2016 
 
As discussed under the previous agenda item,  would contact the ANZCCART secretariat 
about arranging a meeting.  
 
O 24.  Dropbox 
 
C Johnson advised committee members to be careful when copying files from dropbox as sometimes 
this resulted in the file being removed or going missing.  L Carlyon asked whether in the future, the 
agenda and background reading list could be combined into one document.   was happy to 
make that change for the committee. 
 

Action –  to combine agenda and background reading list in future. 
 

There being no other items of business to discuss, the Chair thanked committee members for their 
attendance and declared the meeting closed at 4.15 pm. 
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regulate competency around the performance of certain procedures by paraprofessionals so this work had not 
been progressed. C Johnson reported that the veterinary profession were very hesitant to look at this issue.   
Regulations will be made to implement the Government’s policy on prohibiting livestock exports for slaughter 
(unless specifically exempted) under the Animal Welfare Act, rather than as it is currently under the Customs 
and Excise Act 1999.  Regulations on bobby calves would be in place by August. 
 
The research, testing and teaching (RTT) regulations had been parked until the public consultation period had 
passed.  It was noted that  and  would be taking over this body of work from  

  Public consultation on the amendments to the Animal Welfare (Records and Statistics) 
Regulations 1999 were scheduled for November this year. 
 

 encouraged NAEAC to be ambitious about money on offer for the Three Rs award and suggested the 
committee benchmark against other countries’ prize pools for similar awards. 
 

 departed the meeting at 11.00am. 
 

Action – NAEAC to benchmark against other countries’ Three Rs award prize pools. 
  
O 2. Annual review of committee performance 
 

 reported that it was normal practice for the secretary to circulate a survey of committee performance 
to members to complete before the end of the year.   had forgotten to do this due to other work 
commitments which became a priority before the end of 2015.  Also, as four new committee members had 
been appointed in November last year only half the committee would have been able to answer the survey. 
 

 agreed to send out the survey questions to committee members to ascertain if any changes needed 
to be made for the 2016 survey. 
 

Action –  to circulate survey questions to committee members for information. 
  

O 3. Discussion and approval of draft Strategic Plan for 2016 
 
G Shackell referred committee members to the updated strategic plan which had been circulated prior to the 
meeting.  The committee reviewed the plan section by section.  The following comments were noted: 
 
To provide advice to the Minister and the Director-General: The committee discussed whether there was a 
need to have a communications plan or media strategy in place in light of the media response to the recently 
released animal use statistics.  K Booth reminded committee members that at the 2013 strategic planning 
session the committee decided that educating the general public about RTT was not within its remit.  M Tingle 
was of the opinion that this was something NAEAC could do given that individual institutions were not 
interested in doing so themselves.  C Johnson reported that the Australian and New Zealand Council for the 
Care of Animals in Research and Teaching (ANZCCART) considered education was part of its brief and that 
NAEAC should work in collaboration with them. 
 
To provide advice to AECs and code holders: M Tingle questioned whether NAEAC actually provided 
advice to code holders.  NAEAC made recommendations on codes of ethical conduct so did provide advice to 
code holders.  It was agreed to leave the title of this section unchanged. 
 
To promote good practice in RTT using animals: The committee discussed how they might engage with 
research funding bodies to get them to consider the Three Rs when approving funding for projects.  B Connor 
raised the question as to whether it was their responsibility at all.  It was suggested that when writing to 
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The motion was put: carried. 
 

Action -  to amend operational plan and send out to committee members and Minister. 
  
O 5. NAEAC content on MPI website  
 
G Shackell reported that the most recent NAEAC occasional papers (Numbers 11 and 12) were not on the 
MPI website.   reported she would liaise with  about getting them reinstated. 
 

Action -  to arrange for occasional papers 11 and 12 to go on MPI website. 
 
O 6. Analgesic best practice 
 
C Johnson reported that no recent progress had been made on this agenda item. 
 
In respect to the NAEAC wiki page, G Shackell reported he had not yet updated the page based on the recent 
amendments to the Animal Welfare Act.  It was noted that the number of visits to the page appeared to be 
decreasing.  With the recent media interest in the 2014 animal use statistics it would be interesting to know if 
those figures increased the following month. 
  
O 7. Update on NAEAC AEC survey 
The final survey questions to AECs were circulated prior to the meeting.  There were no amendments.   

 agreed to work with MPI Communications to get the survey distributed.  It was generally agreed that 
respondents only needed a short time frame in which to respond back.  T Burrell and G Shackell agreed to 
liaise about the covering letter which would go out with the survey. 
 

Action – G Shackell and T Burrell to liaise about survey covering letter.   
 
O 8. NAEAC policies and guidelines in dropbox 
 

 was concerned that some of the policies and guidelines in dropbox might not be the most recent 
versions held by MPI.  It was agreed that any future amendments to NAEAC policy documents and guidelines 
be updated on the MPI website first and then sent to C Johnson for upload to dropbox. 
  
O 9. Which AEC should assume the approval role/guidelines for animal use overseas 
  
G Shackell invited M Tingle to provide an update on this agenda item.  It was the opinion of M Tingle that the 
current policy did not clearly articulate the restrictions on RTT involving use of animals as defined under 
section 82 of the Act.  AECs should only be considering applications where the applicant has a relationship 
with the code holder.  It was agreed that the current policy should reference the specific sections of the Act 
which applied.  It was also considered appropriate to ensure this topic was included in the code of ethical 
conduct template and discussed at the meeting with AEC chairs. 
 

Actions: 
M Tingle to update policy to include reference to s82 and animal use overseas. 
K Booth to add policy to the code of ethical conduct template. 

 to add topic to meeting agenda with AEC chairs. 
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Section 85(5) of the Animal Welfare Act 1999 specifies that the Director-General cannot approve RTT 
involving the use of a non-human hominid unless he is satisfied that the use of the non-human hominid is in 
the best interests of that animal or in the interests of the species to which the non-human hominid belongs and 
that the benefits to be derived are not outweighed by the likely harm to the animal. 
 
Because the research was not going to assist the orangutans or their species the application was not 
submitted to NAEAC and the Director-General for approval. 
   
O 20. Discussion of information circulated by MPI 
 
There were no particular matters for discussion arising out of the information circulated to NAEAC since the 
last general meeting. 
  
O 21. Committee members’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at conferences  
 
C Gillies reported he had attended wetland restoration and lure symposiums. 
  
O 22. Email from the University of Auckland 
 
G Shackell reported that  had forwarded an email to him from  regarding 
a particular research proposal.  While the project as described (software development) did not require AEC 
approval, G Shackell was of the opinion that an animal ethics component in the end suite of tools was 
necessary. 
 
It was agreed to add a new standing agenda item to future meetings called ‘correspondence’. 
 

Action –  to add ‘correspondence’ as a standing agenda item to future agendas. 
 

 
DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC 

Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 
 
There being no other items of business for discussion under Part One of the agenda it was moved (G 
Shackell/G Nind): 
 
A. That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, namely: 
 
C 1. Confirmation of previous minutes 
C 2. Action list review 
C 3. Update on amendments to the Animal Welfare (Records and Statistics) Regulations 1999 
C 4. Meeting with AEC chairs 
C 5. Feedback from accredited reviewers teleconference 
C 6. 2015 NAEAC annual report 
C 7. Discussion of arrangements for 2016 site visit 
C 8. Discussion of arrangements for 2016 AEC workshop 
C 9. MPI update 
C10. Remote monitoring of traps   
 
The general subject of each matter to be considered while the public is excluded, the reason for passing this 
resolution in relation to each matter, and the specific grounds under section 48(1) of the Local Government 
Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing of this resolution are as follows: 

s 9(2)(g)(ii)s 9(2)(a)
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General subject of each matter 

to be considered 
Reason for passing this resolution 

in relation to each matter 
 

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the 
passing of this resolution 

C 1. Confirmation of previous 
minutes. 
 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons. 
 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under section 
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act 1982 
(OIA). 

C 2. Action list review. As above. As above. 

C 3. Update on amendments to 
the Animal Welfare (Records 
and Statistics) Regulations 
1999. 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons; and/or: 
 
To maintain the constitutional 
conventions for the time being which 
protect the confidentiality of advice 
tendered by Ministers of the Crown 
and officials. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(a) and/or 9(2)(f)(iv) of the OIA. 

C 4. Meeting with AEC chairs. To maintain the constitutional 
conventions for the time being which 
protect the confidentiality of advice 
tendered by Ministers of the Crown 
and officials; and/or: 

To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure or harassment. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(f)(iv) and/or 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. 

C 5. Feedback from accredited 
reviewers teleconference. 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons; and/or: 

To maintain the constitutional 
conventions for the time being which 
protect the confidentiality of advice 
tendered by Ministers of the Crown 
and officials. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(a) and/or 9(2)(f)(iv) of the OIA. 

C 6. 2015 NAEAC annual report. To maintain the constitutional 
conventions for the time being which 
protect the confidentiality of advice 
tendered by Ministers of the Crown 
and officials; and/or: 

To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure or harassment. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(f)(iv) and/or 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. 

C 7. Discussion of arrangements 
for 2016 site visit. 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons; and/or: 

To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure or harassment. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(a) and/or 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. RELE
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C 10. Remote monitoring 
  
It was recalled that the issue of remote monitoring live traps was discussed at the previous general meeting.  
G Shackell reported that he and John Hellström, chair of NAWAC were to draft a letter to  

 about their obligations under current animal welfare legislation. 
 
There being no further items of business to discuss, the Chair thanked committee members for their 
attendance and declared the meeting closed at 4 pm.   
 
G Shackell invited members of the regulations subcommittee to stay behind in order to discuss a possible 
meeting date with AEC members. Friday, 19 August 2016 was the date agreed upon.  The meeting would 
commence at 11.00 am and conclude at 3.00 pm.   
 

Action – NAEAC to write to code holders inviting them to send a representative to Wellington 
to discuss amendments to the Animal Welfare Act 1999. 
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(PUBLIC EXCLUDED AGENDA) 
 

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC 
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 

 
There being no further introductory items of business to discuss, it was moved (G Shackell/C Johnson): 
 
A. That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, namely: 
 
C 1. Confirmation of previous minutes 
C 2. Action list review 
C 3. Discussion/feedback from Hamilton site visits 
C 4.  code of ethical conduct 
C 5. Update on amendments to the Animal Welfare (Records and Statistics) Regulations 1999 

including meeting with AEC Chairs 
C 6. NAEAC annual report for 2015 
C 7. Discussion of arrangements for 2016 AEC workshop 
C 8. MPI update   
 
The general subject of each matter to be considered while the public is excluded, the reason for passing 
this resolution in relation to each matter, and the specific grounds under section 48(1) of the Local 
Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing of this resolution are as follows: 
 

General subject of each matter 
to be considered 

Reason for passing this resolution 
in relation to each matter 

 

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the 
passing of this resolution 

C 1. Confirmation of previous 
minutes. 
 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons. 
 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under section 
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act 1982 
(OIA). 

C 2. Action list review. As above. As above. 

C 3. Discussion/feedback from 
Hamilton site visits. 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons; and/or: 

To maintain the constitutional 
conventions for the time being which 
protect the confidentiality of advice 
tendered by Ministers of the Crown 
and officials. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(a) and/or 9(2)(f)(iv) of the OIA. 

s 9(2)(b)(ii)
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C 1. Confirmation of previous minutes  
 
The draft minutes of the quarterly general meeting held on 18 February 2016 were reviewed.   
reported that her name had been misspelt on page 11.   agreed to correct the error. 
 
Moved (G Shackell/M Tingle): 
 
That the draft minutes of the quarterly general meeting held on 18 February 2016 be adopted as a true 
and accurate record of that meeting subject to the typographical error identified above being corrected. 
 
The motion was put: carried. 
 

 Action –  to amend February 2016 meeting minutes. 
 
C 2. Action list review 
 
The committee reviewed progress with the various items on the list of actions agreed at previous 
meetings.  The following updates were provided: 
 
Write issues paper on birds wearing transmitters (action 9) – C Johnson reported that he had 
identified a  AEC member  who would be willing to draft the first version of 
the paper on monitoring devices before sending it to NAEAC member C Gillies for feedback.  It was 
noted that while transmitters were mostly attached to birds, other animals such as mice, deer and bats 
were also fitted with such devices.  
 
Remote monitoring of traps (action 14) – G Shackell reported that the Ministry for Primary Industries 
(MPI) had changed its view on remote monitoring of live traps.  Previously, inspection had been 
interpreted as requiring a human visit to the trap.  MPI now considered that remote monitoring can be 
classed as ‘inspection’.  The National Animal Welfare Advisory Committee (NAWAC) was of the opinion 
that if a remote monitoring trap was triggered or went off line, the default setting would be that the trap 
be physically inspected. This was unlikely to cause logistical problems because it would be very unlikely 
for the whole network to go down and also trapping would only be occurring in low density possum 
populations.  If remote monitoring of live traps was being used for research, testing or teaching (RTT) it 
was suggested that the animal ethics committee (AEC) approving the work would have contingency 
plans in place in case of natural disasters. 
  
Write to code holders (action 35) – G Shackell reported that the letter to code holders and AECs, 
about a meeting to discuss RTT regulations, was ready for distribution.  
 
C 3. Discussion/feedback from Hamilton site visits 
 
G Shackell invited committee members to comment on the site visits held the previous day.   
  
L Carlyon reported that at the AEC function held the previous evening, a comment had been made 
about medical clinicians not being able to access analgesic drugs for animal surgery without having to 
go through a veterinarian first.  K Booth reported that restricted veterinary medicines could be accessed 
by an organisation either by having a veterinarian on staff with an annual practising certificate or by 
having an operating plan for restricted veterinary medicines approved by the Agricultural Compounds 
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To provide advice to AECs and code holders:  G Shackell reported it was his intention to draft a 
newsletter to AECs after each general meeting. 
 
It was agreed that the action requiring examination of international best practice documents on animal 
welfare in RTT should be ongoing and based on information when, and if, it becomes available. 
 
To promote good practice in RTT using animals: In respect to the action regarding liaising with the 
ACVM group at MPI, K Booth reported that  had had concerns regarding the use of animals 
for generating data for the registration of veterinary medicines.  MPI were aware of NAEAC’s concerns.  
If there were to be any changes to information requirements for registration of veterinary medicines, MPI 
would consult with the public on them. 
 
To enhance the functioning of NAEAC: G Shackell reported that there was nothing of immediate 
concern to NAEAC which came out of his regular meeting with MPI officials.  At the meeting,  

 (Manager, Animal Welfare) had reported on the Australian and New Zealand Council for the Care 
of Animals in Research and Teaching (ANZCCART’s) interest in establishing a New Zealand Concordat 
on animal use in RTT.  A comment regarding a question as to whether Part 6 of the Animal Welfare Act 
should eventually become a stand-alone piece of legislation was noted. 
 
O 4. Review of draft internal performance questions 
 
G Shackell referred committee members to the draft internal performance questionnaire which had been 
circulated prior to the meeting.  It was noted that M Tingle had wanted a question about timeliness of 
responses by NAEAC included in the questionnaire.  Committee members supported the amendment.  
There were no further comments or suggestions for additional questions.  
 

 Action –  to amend internal performance questionnaire. 
 
O 2. NAEAC content on MPI website 
 
There were no particular matters to report in relation to NAEAC content on the MPI website. 
 
The committee briefly started a discussion about the code writing guidelines.  It was agreed that code 
holders should be advised about the policy decisions informing changes to codes of ethical conduct at 
the time they arise not when they were applying for a new code.  It was agreed that the informal list of 
NAEAC policies which came up in previous code reviews be formalised.  G Shackell suggested that he, 

 consider how best to achieve this. 
 

Action – G Shackell,  to consider how to formalise NAEAC’s 
policies relating to codes of ethical conduct. 

  
O 5. Review of AEC induction pack 
 
A copy of the current AEC induction pack was circulated prior to the meeting.  The committee reviewed 
its content.  There were no amendments.  However, it was agreed that links to the NAEAC publications 
be added to the NAEAC wiki page. 
 

Action – G Shackell to add links to NAEAC publications on NAEAC wiki page.  
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O 6. Analgesic best practice 
 
C Johnson reported that no recent progress had been made on this agenda item. C Johnson agreed to 
provide an update on this action at the next meeting. 
   
O 7. Feedback from survey of AEC members 
 
The survey had been circulated to AECs on 22 April 2015 and feedback sought by 13 May 2016.  G 
Shackell reported that in total 44 responses had been received – 39 electronically and 5 in hardcopy.  
This was not a huge response given that there were 30 AECs in the country.  While a couple of 
individuals had rated NAEAC’s advice as poor, most people were relatively happy with the service 
provided to them by NAEAC. 
 
It was agreed that a summary of the feedback should be made available on the MPI website.  There 
was some discussion about how frequently a survey of AECs should be carried out.  It was generally 
agreed that the survey should be conducted annually in March each year and that the information 
obtained would be useful to feed into the biennial AEC workshops. 
 

Actions: 
G Shackell to summarise findings from survey of AEC members. 

 to arrange for survey results to go on the MPI website. 
  
O 8. Approval of amended policy Which AEC should assume the approval role 
 
It was noted that M Tingle had amended the above named policy to include specific reference to section 
82 of the Act.  The policy had also been expanded to include consideration of RTT undertaken beyond 
New Zealand jurisdiction.  The committee reviewed the amended policy.  There were no further 
comments. 
 
Moved (M Tingle/B Connor): 
 
That the agreed amendments to the updated policy are made and adopted. 
 
The motion was put: carried. 
 

Action –  to update policy and arrange for amended policy to go on the MPI 
website. 

  
O 9. Discussion on draft code of ethical conduct template 
 
K Booth reported that three documents had been circulated prior to the meeting.  These included: the 
current code writing guidelines; the draft template and the new draft guidelines.  Only comments from M 
Tingle had been received to date. 
 
K Booth’s approach to the work had been to incorporate historical material with new guidance which had 
come about from reviewing codes of ethical conduct over the last three years.  Specific headings had 
been included in the draft guidelines as well as links to NAEAC’s policies so that code holders had 
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flexibility about content when drafting their codes.  It was noted that the relevant sections of the Act had 
been included under the heading topics in the draft guide. 
 
K Booth asked those committee members who had not already provided feedback, to do so within the 
next two weeks. 
 
On behalf of the committee, G Shackell thanked K Booth for her work on this project to date. 
 

Action – Committee members to provide feedback to K Booth within two weeks. 
  
O 10. Topic/author for next issue of Welfare Pulse 
 

 reported that T Burrell had submitted her article for the next issue of Welfare Pulse.  A request 
for an article by , winner of the 2015 NAEAC Three Rs award, had also been requested but 
not received.  It was noted that  was now coordinating the magazine on behalf of MPI’s 
animal welfare team. 
   
O 11. NAEAC occasional paper series 
 
B Connor reported that work on her occasional paper about overcoming resistance to changing existing 
animal models in experimental design, had not yet started.   
 
It was noted that when G Shackell replied to  email regarding the 5 domains, the intention 
of drafting an occasional paper on grading of manipulations was tabled.   had been asked 
whether she wanted to be involved in the work, but to date, a response from her had not been received.  
It was agreed therefore, to put this particular occasional paper on hold. 
  
O 12. NAEAC Three Rs Award for 2016 
 

 reported that the Royal New Zealand Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals 
(RNZSPCA) had agreed to sponsor the award again in 2016.   had circulated the email from 
Ric Odom, CEO, to committee members for their information.  The call for nominations had been 
highlighted in the AEC newsletter; circulated separately to AECs and parented organisations via email; 
and advertised in Science Alert.  To date, two application forms had been distributed, but no 
applications/nominations received. 
 
In regards to seeking increased funding for the award from the Minister for Primary Industries, it was 
agreed that, if successful, prize money should be allocated not only the individual but also to the 
institution the individual worked for.  A monetary split of $5,000 to the individual and $20,000 to the 
institution was preferred.  C Johnson agreed to circulate a draft proposal for increased funding to 
committee members within two weeks. 
 

 Action – C Johnson to draft Three Rs award funding proposal. 
   
O 13. Update for Minister for Primary Industries 
  
No items were identified to update the Minister about. 
 

s 9(2)(a)
s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)
s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)
s 9(2)(a)

RELE
ASED U

NDER THE O
FFIC

IAL I
NFORMATIO

N ACT 19
82







 
 
 

National Animal Ethics Advisory Committee 

C/- Ministry for Primary Industries 
P O Box 2526 
Wellington 6140 
New Zealand 

Telephone: 0800 008 333 
Email: naeac@mpi.govt.nz 

 

 
 
 
 

General Meeting 
 

Thursday, 18 August 2016 
9.30am – 4.30pm 

 
The Terrace Conference Centre 

Room: Terrace 1 
114 The Terrace 

Wellington 
 

 
MINUTES 

 
Present: Grant Shackell (Chairperson), Terry Burrell, Craig Johnson, Karen Booth, Malcolm Tingle, 
Bronwen Connor, Leasa Carlyon, and Craig Gillies. 
 
In Attendance:  (Secretary);  (Senior Adviser, Animal Welfare);  

 (Policy Analyst, Regulatory Reform and Animal Welfare Policy);  
 
Apologies: Graeme Nind for absence and C Gillies for lateness due to his flight being delayed. 
 
G Shackell opened the meeting at 9.38 am and welcomed attendees including   It was noted 
that the term of appointment for G Nind and K Booth would cease on 31 October 2016. 
 
Any Other Business Part One (Public Excluded Agenda) 
 

 reported she had a matter to discuss with committee members (an application for a code 
of ethical conduct) under Part One of the agenda. 
 
Any Other Business Part Two (Open to the Public) 
 
No other items of business were identified for discussion under Part Two of the agenda. 
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PART ONE  
(PUBLIC EXCLUDED AGENDA) 

 
DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC 

Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 
 
There being no further introductory items of business to discuss, it was moved (G Shackell/L Carlyon): 
 
A. That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, namely: 
 
C 1. Confirmation of previous minutes 
C 2. Action list review 
C 3. Discussion/feedback from meeting with AEC chairs 
C 4. Update on amendments to the Animal Welfare (Records and Statistics) Regulations 1999  
C 5. Discussion of arrangements for 2016 AEC workshop 
C 6. MPI update 
C 7. Code of ethical conduct application   
 
The general subject of each matter to be considered while the public is excluded, the reason for passing 
this resolution in relation to each matter, and the specific grounds under section 48(1) of the Local 
Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing of this resolution are as follows: 
 

General subject of each matter 
to be considered 

Reason for passing this resolution 
in relation to each matter 

 

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for the 
passing of this resolution 

C 1. Confirmation of previous 
minutes. 
 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons. 
 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under section 
9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act 1982 
(OIA). 

C 2. Action list review. As above. As above. 

C 3. Discussion/feedback from 
meeting with AEC chairs. 

To protect the privacy of natural 
persons; and/or: 

To maintain the constitutional 
conventions for the time being which 
protect the confidentiality of advice 
tendered by Ministers of the Crown 
and officials. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(a) and/or 9(2)(f)(iv) of the OIA. 

C 4. Update on amendments to 
the Animal Welfare (Records 
and Statistics) Regulations 
1999. 

To maintain the constitutional 
conventions for the time being which 
protect the confidentiality of advice 
tendered by Ministers of the Crown 
and officials; and/or: 

To maintain the effective conduct of 
public affairs through the protection of 
Ministers, members of organisations, 
officers and employees from improper 
pressure or harassment. 

That the public conduct of the relevant part 
of the proceedings of the meeting would be 
likely to result in the disclosure of 
information for which good reason for 
withholding would exist under sections 
9(2)(f)(iv) and/or 9(2)(g)(ii) of the OIA. 
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Normal farming practices do not require AEC approval but when does normal farm practice become 
research?  The primary driver is often increased productivity as most of the animals are being 
commercially farmed.  Industry funding bodies are often farm focused via farmer levies.  Most animals 
have the potential to enter the food chain so other legislation such as the Animal Products Act 1999 and 
Agricultural Compounds and Veterinary Medicines Act 1997 also apply. 
 
Euthanasia is an issue as animals have residual value.  Also, disposal following euthanasia can be 
difficult as the animals are larger than laboratory rodents. 
 
Some examples of research projects which use production animals included: greenhouse gas emission, 
specific animal health issues, grazing behaviour, and residual feed intake. 
 
C Gillies joined the meeting at 11.40 am. 
 
There can be costs associated with research gain.  For example, changes to the physiology of dairy 
cows now include productivity gains such as increased milk yield and number of lactation days.  These 
have been associated with increased time to next calving and a decrease in artificial insemination 
conception to first service.  As animals are heavier, and/or production increases, handling and 
management becomes harder on the workers too. 
 
G Shackell ended his presentation by asking the question “Should humans be changing to other non-
animal protein sources?” 
    
O 1. Progress against milestones in NAEAC Operational Plan 
 
The committee reviewed progress with the actions in the operational plan. It was noted that a number of 
actions were ongoing.  The following comments were noted: 
 
To provide advice to AECs and code holders:  It was noted that a lot of queries from AECs had been 
coming to NAEAC via various sources.   
 
To promote good practice in RTT using animals: Regarding the Three Rs award, it was agreed that 
the committee would evaluate the proposals together under agenda item O8.  
 
To enhance the functioning of NAEAC: G Shackell noted he had met with the chair of the National 
Animal Welfare Advisory Committee (NAWAC) and senior management from MPI the previous day. 
 
O 2. NAEAC content on MPI website 
 
G Shackell reported there were no particular issues to raise in terms of NAEAC content on the MPI 
website, apart from the fact that it was still difficult to navigate. 
 
In regards to the wiki page, G Shackell reported that the number of ‘hits’ the page received this year 
was up again on the previous year.  T Burrell reported the increase may be associated with students 
investigating the subject of animal use in research as part of a school project. 
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O 4. Analgesic best practice 
 
C Johnson reported that this agenda item was pending. 
   
O 5. Discussion on draft code of ethical conduct template 
  
K Booth reported she had received feedback from a number of committee members but had not yet 
incorporated that feedback into the template.  It was noted that K Booth also had to include a reference 
about offshore approvals which had been discussed by the committee at previous meetings.  
Unfortunately, K Booth was not well placed to finish work on the template before the end of her term but 
was willing to continue work on it when able, even if she was no longer a member.  It was agreed that it 
would be useful to send a copy of the draft template to AECs before it was finalised.  K Booth agreed to 
send  a final draft of the template by the end of the following week so she could circulate it to 
AECs.  NAEAC would ask for feedback by the end of September.  It was agreed to include a covering 
letter to AECs with the template when it was circulated. 
 
In light of this meeting being K Booth’s last, G Shackell took the opportunity to present K Booth with a 
commemorative plaque and thank her for all her work on the committee over the past five years. 
 

Actions: 
K Booth to send  final draft of CEC template. 
G Shackell to draft covering letter to send to AECs. 

 to send covering letter and code template to AECs. 
 
O 6. Topic/author for next issue of Welfare Pulse 
 
G Shackell asked committee members for ideas for the next issue of Welfare Pulse.  M Tingle reported 
that some of the topics covered in the workshop – such as non-mammalian species and compassion 
fatigue could make interesting articles.   
 

 agreed to approach the relevant workshop speakers to ascertain if they would be willing to 
draft articles for the magazine. 
 

 Action –  to approach AEC workshop presenters to ascertain if they would 
draft articles for ‘Welfare Pulse’. 

   
O 7. NAEAC occasional paper series 
 
It was noted that  had still not prepared a draft paper for C Gillies and G Shackell to review.  G 
Shackell reminded committee members that the focus of the paper should be on wildlife. 
 

 reported that B Connor had submitted a copy of her occasional paper the previous day.  B 
Connor reported that due to end of year teaching commitments she would not be able to finalise the 
paper before the end of the year unless comments on the draft were received before the end of August.  
  

 reported that she would circulate the draft paper to committee members the next day 
requesting comments back to B Connor by the end of the following week. 
 

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

RELE
ASED U

NDER THE O
FFIC

IAL I
NFORMATIO

N ACT 19
82









An animal welfare officer (AWO) had contacted G Shackell for advice on disbudding calves for protocols 
involving growth rates.  An AEC had approved some work without the use of analgesia.  The AWO had 
not wanted to disbud the calves without pain-relief and had refused to do it.  Another veterinarian was 
brought in but also refused to perform the procedure.    In the end though, it was noted that analgesia 
was administered.  If proposed animal welfare regulations relating to painful procedures were passed, 
pain relief for disbudding may soon become mandatory. 
 
Related to the issue above was that the study was approved by one AEC but carried out at another 
institution’s farm and that institution’s AEC had not been aware of all aspects of the research.  It was 
noted that an institutional policy on work being conducted on site should be put in place so that such 
incidents do not occur again.  NAEAC’s policy on which AEC should assume the approval role, was 
noted. 
 
G Shackell reported he had had a request for advice from an animal welfare representative on an AEC 
who had been told by the chair of their AEC that the Three R's was not applicable in a context where 
animal manipulation is related to a teaching environment.   
 
The AWO at the  had asked for advice about three year approvals in relation to a 
software system they had purchased to manage protocols and animal records.  G Shackell had 
responded by saying there was nothing in law that specifies the length of approval for an application, or 
a period of review for projects but that NAEAC preferred that there was a time limit placed on length of 
approval.   
 

Actions: 
NAEAC to draft response to  
NAEAC to draft advice on LD50 testing for AECs. 

 
There being no further items of business, the Chair thanked committee members for their attendance 
and declared the meeting closed at 3.15 pm. 
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National Animal Ethics Advisory Committee 

C/- Ministry for Primary Industries 
P O Box 2526 
Wellington 6140 
New Zealand 

Telephone: 0800 008 333 
Email: naeac@mpi.govt.nz 

 

 
 

General Meeting 
 

Thursday, 17 November 2016 
9.30am – 4.30pm 

 
The Terrace Conference Centre 

Room: Lambton 2 
114 The Terrace 

Wellington 
 
 

MINUTES 
 

Present: Grant Shackell (Chairperson), Terry Burrell, Malcolm Tingle, Craig Johnson, Bronwen Connor, 
Craig Gillies, Leasa Carlyon. 
 
In Attendance:  (Secretary);  (Senior Adviser, Animal Welfare);  

 (Policy Analyst, Regulatory Reform and Animal Welfare Policy).   
 
Apologies: Graeme Nind and Karen Booth. 
 
G Shackell opened the meeting at 9.30 am and welcomed attendees including   It was noted 
that because of the recent earthquakes in Wellington,  had been unable to attend the 
meeting to give his mini-tutorial.   presentation would be deferred to NAEAC’s first meeting of 
2017. 
 
Any Other Business Part One (Public Excluded Agenda) 
 
No other items of business were identified for discussion under Part One of the agenda. 
 
Any Other Business Part Two (Open to the Public) 
 
No other items of business were identified for discussion under Part Two of the agenda. 
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Section 17: The reference to “more than five… members” in this section was considered vague given 
that only five were specified and others “may be requested”. It was suggested that the wording should 
be changed to “a minimum of five”. 

 
Section 17d: The committee considered that the association of the approved organisation nominee 
should not be with  rather than just  (and it should be “who” rather than 
“that”).   

 
Section 17e: This section should specify that the layperson not be associated with the scientific 
community (and it should be “who” rather than “which”). 
 
Section 19: It was suggested that the phrase “if and when the need for the position arises” be deleted.  
 
Section 31: NAEAC considered that this section should specify that at least one meeting per year will 
be face-to-face.  

 
Section 36: NAEAC raised the question of whether the  was subject to the Official Information Act 
1982. 
 
Section 37: The first sentence should be deleted as it is impossible to enforce AEC members attending 
all meetings. 
 
Section 38: NAEAC considered this section unclear.  It was suggested that it be changed to specify a 
member missing a certain number of meetings.  
 
Section 39 and 41: These sections should be amended to show that matters relating to quorums and 
decisions need to involve at least two of the statutory external members. 
 
Section 43: It was suggested that this section be reworded to say that “Every temporary consent shall 
be brought before the next meeting of the AEC for full consideration.” 

 
Section 44: The second sentence was superfluous in this section. 

 
Section 48: This section was a repeat of sections 25-28. 

 
Section 56: It was suggested that this section be reworded to something along the lines of: “The AEC 
will not consider proposals unless they are received in sufficient time to enable adequate consideration.”  

 
Section 58: It was suggested that this section be reworded to insert “recognised” in front of “good 
practice” and “such” before “as” in the bracket. It was noted that the closing bracket was also missing. 

 
Sections 62 and 63: Failure to provide everything specified in the sections on proposals would result in 
a breach of the code of ethical conduct so it was recommended that these sections be deleted. 

 
Sections 65 and 66: In regards to grading the impact of proposals, everything after the first sentence of 
section 65 should be removed and the word “also” be removed from section 66.  
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Section 67: It was suggested that the word “Live” be removed from this section as the amendment to 
the Act last year meant that codes would cover the killing of animals for the purposes of dissection or 
tissue harvesting from 2018. Previous comments about coverage of research also applied in this 
section. 

 
Section 68: NAEAC was extremely uncomfortable with the idea that applicants may withhold “key” 
information and how the AEC would know what had been withheld and what difference this information 
might make to its decision making.  

 
Section 69: This seemed repetitive of section 49.  

 
Section 70: Delete “either” and change “or” to “and”. Earlier comments regarding scope also applied to 
this section. 

 
Section 73: The committee considered this section might have unforeseen ramifications as the AEC 
may decide that some expensive piece of equipment needs to be purchased or facilities need to be 
changed.  

 
Section 75: Delete “and use” from the end of the sentence in this section. 

 
Section 76f: The term “unequivocal” was considered to be too strong.  

 
Section 78e: As it may be months before the next AEC meeting it was suggested that the AEC be 
notified of any adverse events within a reasonable time.  

 
Section 80: Earlier comments regarding the reference to the Membership section applied in this section 
so it was suggested that the other member be a statutory external member.  

 
Section 84: If the AEC did not/could not consider all teaching proposals before the beginning of the 
academic year, as stated in this section, then the code will have been breached. 

 
Section 86: NAEAC suggested that subsection c be amended to “Consider modifications to approved 
projects” and that subsections d-g be deleted.  

 
Section 90: NAEAC considered the code needed to be more explicit as to what monitoring will be 
carried out.  

 
Heading – Visits to  facilities: A heading of “Monitoring” would be more appropriate than “Visits 
to  facilities”. 

 
Section 91: NAEAC suggested that after “at any time” the rest of the sentence be deleted. 

 
Section 92: The same comments apply here as they do for section 80. 

 
Section 94: The phrase “(if required)” should be deleted. The final sentence can also be deleted as 
section 95 already covers monitoring findings being reported to the AEC.  
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Section 106: The phrase “researcher and/or tutor responsible for applications” could be changed to 
“applicant”.  

 
The following typographical errors were also noted:  
• Section 7: The word “To” should be deleted from the beginning of subsections c – h. In subsection 

c, “emphasis” should be “Emphasise”. 
• Section 10: Delete “have” in the opening sentence.  
• Section 10: The generally used abbreviation for code of ethical conduct was CEC rather than 

COEC. 
• Section 30: The word “are” should be “as”. 
• Section 75: There is a closing bracket but no opening bracket.  
• Section 106c: The word “experienced” is misspelt.  
 
Moved (G Shackell/B Connor): 
 
That the  draft code of ethical conduct be received and that NAEAC recommend 
that the Director-General of the Ministry for Primary Industries approve the code under the Animal 
Welfare Act 1999, subject to the matters identified by NAEAC being addressed to the satisfaction of 
Malcolm Tingle and the committee. 
 
The motion was put: carried. 
 
 Actions: 
  to write to advise  accordingly. 
 M Tingle to review amended code by email. 

 NAEAC to decide whether or not to recommend MPI approve the code after receiving M 
Tingle’s feedback. 

 
 asked if she could give her update next as she had to leave to attend another meeting at 12 

pm. 
 
C 6. Update on amendments to the Animal Welfare (Records and Statistics) Regulations 1999 
 

 provided an update on progress with the various animal welfare regulations.  A paper, on the 
remaining 77 regulatory proposals and amendment to the Animal Welfare (Records and Statistics) 
Regulations had gone to the Minister’s office.  MPI officials were currently waiting for Ministerial sign-off 
before an explanatory paper, outlining the changes to the definition of manipulation, and proposals to 
require reporting on animals killed that were bred but not used for the purposes of research, testing and 
teaching,  could be circulated to AECs for targeted consultation.   took the opportunity to thank 
committee members for their comments on the draft explanatory paper which had been prepared by 

 It was noted that  Manager Regulatory Reform and Animal Welfare Policy 
would be presenting on the topic the following day at the AEC workshop. 
 
The 77 regulatory proposals had been divided in 10 broad packages.  Workshops would be held with 
affected stakeholders, if required, from November through to February.  The regulatory proposals were 
due to Cabinet in July 2017 with the final regulations taking effect from February 2018. 
 

s 9(2)(g)(ii)

s 9(2)(g)(ii)s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a)

s 9(2)(a) s 9(2)(a)

RELE
ASED U

NDER THE O
FFIC

IAL I
NFORMATIO

N ACT 19
82





10 
 

G Shackell returned to the meeting at 12.43 pm. 
 
C 8. NAEAC annual report for 2016  
 

 reported that it was usual practice for a member of NAEAC to draft the committee’s annual 
report as they would be familiar with what had occurred during the year.  In recent years, including 
2015, the report had been drafted by former   G Shackell volunteered to 
draft the 2016 annual report early in 2017. 
 
 Action – G Shackell to draft 2016 NAEAC annual report. 
 
C 9. Discussion of arrangements for 2016 AEC workshop  
 
The committee reviewed the final workshop programme which was circulated prior to the meeting.  The 
following updates were provided: 
 
C Johnson reported his workshop would open with an introduction followed by a brain storming session 
on euthanasia.  Three scenarios representing how research requirements can ‘interfere’ with the normal 
way of killing animals would be presented.  These included: euthanasia by immersion in liquid nitrogen, 
decapitation and CO2 inhalation. 
 
A list of panel questions, which had been submitted by AEC members, had been circulated prior to the 
meeting.  The committee discussed the questions which had been submitted and G Shackell assigned a 
lead to each question. 
 
C 10. Accredited reviewers teleconference 
 

 reported that only one review had been completed this year.  If the accredited reviewers 
wanted to hold a teleconference would NAEAC members be willing to be involved?  G Shackell was 
happy for NAEAC to be involved and invited committee members to volunteer for attendance at the 
meeting.  It was agreed that G Shackell, L Carlyon and T Burrell would participate in the teleconference, 
if scheduled.   reported she would contact the accredited reviewers to ascertain if they wanted 
a meeting to go ahead. 
 

Action –  to contact accredited reviewers about teleconference and arrange 
meeting if applicable. 

 
C 11. MPI update  
 
The MPI update circulated prior to the meeting was noted.   highlighted the fact that Pastoral 
House would be refurbished next year which required all staff to vacate the building for a period of 15 
months.  The Regulation and Assurance Branch would be moving to temporary accommodation at 3 
The Terrace. 
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PART TWO (OPEN TO THE PUBLIC) 
 
O 1. Progress against milestones in NAEAC Operational Plan  
 
The committee reviewed progress with the actions in the operational plan. It was noted that a number of 
actions were ongoing.  The following comments were noted: 
 
To promote good practice in RTT using animals: G Shackell reported he had been approached by 

, Manager Agricultural Compounds and Veterinary Medicines (ACVM) Programmes and 
Appraisals, regarding provisional registration approvals which required the destruction of the trial 
animals.   had wanted to discuss the provision of the research approval to the AEC prior to 
approval being granted.  A meeting between G Shackell and  was still pending. 
 
O 2. NAEAC content on MPI website 
 
G Shackell reported that he had reviewed NAEAC content on the MPI website since the last general 
meeting and believed that NAEAC material had been mixed up with NAWAC material with respect of 
links to publications.   agreed to have a look at both committee’s content on the website and 
report back. 
 
 Action –  to look at NAEAC and NAWAC content on MPI website. 
  
O 3. Mini-tutorial: Never let a crisis go to waste – getting animal welfare to the year 3000  
 
As noted at the beginning of the meeting,  would now be presenting his mini-tutorial at the first 
meeting of 2017. 
  
O 4. Identification of topics for mini-tutorials in 2017 
 
G Shackell invited committee members to consider mini-tutorials topics for next year.  The committee 
was unable to think of any suitable topics at the current time but agreed to give it further consideration. 
  
O 5. Analgesic best practice 
 
It was noted that C Johnson had provided an update on this agenda item previously during the meeting. 
 
O 6. Discussion on draft code of ethical conduct template/guidelines 
 
G Shackell agreed to contact K Booth about the completion of this piece of work.  M Tingle offered to 
help if K Booth required any assistance.   agreed to circulate the latest draft of the template 
and guidelines to committee members. 
 

Actions: 
G Shackell to contact K Booth about code template and guidelines. 

 to circulate most recent version of code template and guidelines to committee 
members. 
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O 7. Topic/author for next issue of Welfare Pulse 
  
The following topics were identified for future issues of Welfare Pulse: NIWA and shark research; 
schools and their participation in science fairs; and emergency procedures (in light of the recent 
earthquakes).   reported that in respect to the last topic, MPI contractor  
would be drafting something on this. G Shackell asked  to send the Welfare Pulse article 
writing guidelines to both him and L Carlyon so that they could ascertain the appropriate people to 
contact about drafting the other two articles. 
 
G Shackell asked T Burrell to send him her photo and profile so that he could feature her in the next 
AEC newsletter.   
 

Actions: 
 to send G Shackell and L Carlyon ‘Welfare Pulse’ article writing guidelines. 

G Shackell and L Carlyon to approach appropriate individuals to write articles. 
T Burrell to send G Shackell her photo and profile. 

 
O 8. NAEAC occasional paper series 
 
As noted previously during the meeting, G Shackell and C Gillies would take the lead on the remote 
monitoring paper.  In regards to B Connor’s paper on overcoming resistance to changes in animal 
models, the committee was in agreement that it should be the published as part of NAEAC’s occasional 
paper series.  G Shackell agreed to draft a foreword for the paper and send it to B Connor for review. 
 
Moved G Shackell/C Johnson: 
 
That B Connor’s paper titled ‘Animal Models and Drug Discovery: How Can We Improve the Outcome?’ 
be published as the 13th paper in NAEAC’s occasional paper series. 
 
The motion was put: carried. 
 
 Action – G Shackell to draft foreword and send to B Connor. 
 
O 9. NAEAC Three Rs Award  
 

 reported that the Minister was waiting for advice from MPI regarding funding arrangements for 
the Three Rs award.  It was anticipated that this advice would be prepared early next year. 
  
O 10. Update for Minister for Primary Industries 
 
No items of business were identified to update the Minister about. 
  
O 11. Update on alternatives to animal-based regulatory testing 
 

 reported that she had circulated links to various articles on alternatives to animal-based 
regulatory testing on behalf of K Booth prior to the meeting.  
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O 12. Update on New Zealand Three Rs Initiatives 
 
It was noted that two of the resources on real life examples of the Three Rs, which MPI and the 
Australian and New Zealand Council for the Care of Animals in Research and Teaching (ANZCCART) 
had created, had now been completed and published.   was unsure however, whether they 
were available electronically on ANZCCART’s website. 
 
O 13. Update on emerging/new technologies 
 
There were no updates on emerging/new technologies. 
 
O 14. MPI summary of CEC approvals, notifications and revocations 
 
The MPI summary of CEC approvals, notification and revocations, circulated prior to the meeting, was 
noted. 
   
O 15. Discussion of information circulated by MPI 
 
There were no particular matters for discussion arising out of the information circulated to NAEAC since 
the last general meeting. 
   
O 16. Committee members’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at conferences
  
G Shackell reported that the day after the NAEAC August general meeting, he, T Burrell, and L Carlyon 
attended a meeting with ANZCCART at the Royal Society of New Zealand.  It was noted that 
ANZCCART New Zealand would be hosting the 2017 conference in Queenstown from 3-5 September.  
Other items of business which were discussed included the development of a New Zealand concordat 
(which was progressing slowly) and the training module for New Zealand Veterinary Association 
nominees on AECs.   
 
At the Animal Behaviour and Welfare Consultative Committee Meeting held in Auckland in September, 
G Shackell reported that a presentation had been made on the topic of ‘social licence to operate’.  
 
G Shackell had attended a meeting in Dunedin, which was facilitated by  from MPI, on the 
future of the New Zealand animal welfare operating model. 
 
Most recently, G Shackell had returned from two weeks overseas where he visited a crocodile farm/zoo 
in Malaysia and a zoological garden in Thailand. 
 
The previous day, G Shackell had attended a NAWAC meeting. 
 
C Gillies reported he had attended a predatory workshop on using dogs to help recapture cats. 
 
T Burrell reported that she had attended a meeting in which the group called  
had presented on their work which included supporting technologies to completely remove rats, 
possums and stoats from mainland areas. 
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O 17. NAEAC correspondence  
 
The following pieces of correspondence were noted since the last general meeting: 
 

 from MPI’s animal welfare team, had contacted G Shackell about embryo collection 
wanting to know what sort of para-professional would be performing this type of procedure. 
 

 Museum wanted some advice on three exhibits which contained either live or dead organisms.  
The exhibits included the following organisms – plankton, bacteria, and chicken embryos (first 7 days of 
life).  G Shackell had advised the museum that Part 6 of the Animal Welfare Act did not apply to any of 
their proposed exhibits and as such, AEC approval was not required. 
 
G Shackell had received a query from  who are currently revising their code of ethical 
conduct, asking for advice regarding a section in their current code which referred to the potential for 
animals to enter the food chain (animal and human).  The question asked if the Royal Society Code of 
Practice, which was quoted in their current code, was still valid.  Advice on how other codes refer to the 
ACVM Act requirements was provided. 
 
The  wanted some advice regarding the definition of ‘sentience’ in the 
Animal Welfare Act.  G Shackell had advised the  that ‘sentient’ had not been defined in the 
Act.  However, if an organism fitted the Act’s interpretation of ‘animal’, then it was by definition, sentient. 
 
A response from the Chair of the  AEC regarding a conversation she had had with one of their 
AEC members was noted. 
 
An email from the Animal Welfare Officer (AWO) at  on the topic of embryo 
rederivation, had been received.  It was recalled that G Shackell had already written to the Chair of this 
AEC on the same topic previously.  The committee discussed whether another formal reply was 
required.  It was agreed to acknowledge this piece of correspondence and advise that the matter had 
already been dealt with. 
 

Action – G Shackell to reply to email from  AWO. 
  
O 18. Committee meeting dates for 2017 and location of AEC site visit  
 
The committee agreed the following meeting dates for 2017: 
 
• General meeting (in Wellington) on 15 February; 
• Site visit and general meeting ( ) on 15 and 16 May; 
• Workshop with NAWAC on sentience and general meeting (in Wellington) on 17 and 18 August; 
• Codes of ethical conduct meeting (in Wellington) on 25 October; 
• General meeting and meeting with AEC chairs (in Wellington) on 16 and 17 of November. 
 
B Connor reported that she would be unavailable to attend any meetings in May, due to being on study 
leave. 
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No items of business were identified for discussion under Part Two of the agenda. 
 

PART ONE (OPEN TO THE PUBLIC) 
 
O 4. Mini-tutorial: Operation of Schools’ AEC  
 
G Shackell welcomed  Chair of the Schools’ animal ethics committee (AEC) to the meeting 
at 10.15 am to talk to the committee about their AEC.  It was noted that a new code of ethical conduct, 
under which the Schools’ AEC operated, was reviewed by NAEAC and approved by the Ministry for 
Primary Industries (MPI) last year.  The AEC was unique in that it dealt with projects submitted by 
teachers and school children.  
 

 reported that the Schools’ AEC usually received approximately 60 applications per year.  Of 
those, 90% came from year 7 and 8 students.  These students often prepared CREST projects or 
entered school science fairs and required AEC approval if they were using animals as part of their 
projects.   
 
Because the Ministry of Education did not want to become a code holder, the New Zealand Association 
of Science Educators (NZASE) agreed to take on the role instead.  NZASE become a code holder in 
2005 and set up its AEC the same year. NZASE currently receives of funding per year from the 
Ministry of Education on a three year rotation.   has been chair since 2010.  One of the 
difficulties noted by  was finding a Wellington-based Royal New Zealand Society for the 
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (SPCA) nominee to sit on the committee. 
 

 reported that the highest grade manipulations that the AEC dealt with related to mud crab 
research where year 13 students subjected the animals to mild physiological changes.  This work was 
monitored by the AEC. 
 
The Schools’ AEC had worked hard to get teachers to understand their obligations in relation to animal 
ethics.  However, the AEC was struggling with New Zealand’s Predator Free 2050 goal and interest 
from school children for example wanting to trap possums or kill pest animals without consideration for 
how they should be treated.   reported that in relation to trapping protocols, the Schools’ AEC 
would only be recommending National Animal Welfare Advisory Committee (NAWAC) approved traps.  
It was noted that NAWAC did not actually ‘approve’ traps but did publish a test protocol, which provides 
robust standardised information on welfare performance, with the rider that  pass/fail trap results on their 
own are not an unequivocal determinant of whether the trap should or shouldn’t be used.   It was noted 
that Fish and Game New Zealand were also doing work with children.   
  

 commented on the membership of the committee, and the work they had done educating 
teachers and children about their obligations.  Some of those initiatives had included: sending mail outs 
to all schools; emphasising the importance of monitoring; and poster development for science 
fairs/conferences.  It was noted that the Schools’ AEC used local veterinarians from other AECs to 
assist with monitoring. 
 
While some school science fair projects did not involve the manipulation of animals, the Schools’ AEC 
considered that they should always be approached for advice if a student was unsure.  If a student did 
not require AEC approval the committee would let the student know in writing (by email). 
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 reported that one of the teachers on the Schools’ AEC was trying to get a speaking slot at 
SciCon 2020.  G Shackell reported he was already attending and speaking at a workshop session.  
 
M King reported that  from the Australian and New Zealand Council for the Care of Animals 
in Research and Teaching (ANZCCART) was working on an animal ethics flow chart to help children 
and teachers understand if they needed AEC approval.   reported that the chart was being 
prepared for NZASE. 
 

 reported that the Schools’ AEC had introduced a prize for the best student animal ethics 
application.  The prize consisted of a certificate and $100 gift voucher. 
 
C Gillies commended the Schools’ AEC for promoting predator traps that aligned with NAWAC 
guidelines.  It was noted that the Department of Conservation (DOC) was setting up a ‘status’ list of all 
traps that are currently used.  It was anticipated that this would be available online mid-2020.  
 
A Dale reported that students would be able to opt out of predator free activities at school. B Connor 
reported that university students could already opt out of using animals in their studies. 
 

 enquired whether the Schools’ AEC worked with the Royal Society in relation to making sure 
children had the proper approvals in place at science fairs and described her experience of judging a 
fair the previous year.   noted that one project that did not have AEC approval should have.  
Usually science fair organisers would not allow projects to be exhibited at a fair if they did not have AEC 
approval. 
 
R Heeney advised that the BioTeachers Facebook page was very active and could be used as a way of 
communicating with teachers if needed. 
 

 noted how difficult it was getting animal use statistics back from students and teachers each 
year. 
 
G Shackell thanked  for her presentation after which she departed the meeting. 
 
O 1. Election of Deputy Chair 
 
The Animal Welfare Act 1999 (section 67 and Schedule 1, clause 3(1)) requires the committee to elect 
one of its members as its deputy chairperson, at its first meeting each year.  G Shackell reported that he 
had contacted R Hazelwood out of session to ascertain if he was willing to be nominated for the role.  R 
Hazelwood was willing to accept such a nomination and was elected deputy chairperson in absentia.  
 
Moved (G Shackell/A Dale): 
   
That Rob Hazelwood be elected deputy chairperson of the committee for 2020, pursuant to the Animal 
Welfare Act 1999 (section 67 and Schedule 1, clause 3(1)). 
 
The motion was put: carried. 
   
O 2. Confirmation of previous minutes   
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The draft minutes of the general meeting held on 14 November 2019 were reviewed.  There were no 
amendments. 
 
Moved (C Gillies/A Dale): 
 
That the draft minutes of the meeting held on 14 November 2019 be adopted as a true and accurate 
record of that meeting. 
 
The motion was put: carried. 
 
O 3. Action list review   
 
The committee reviewed progress with the actions agreed to at previous meetings.  The following 
updates were provided: 
 
Update ‘Good Practice Guide’ relating to fish (action 3): G Shackell reported that  would 
complete the occasional paper by the end of the month. 
 
Include section on training material in next AEC newsletter and update ‘Good Practice Guide' 
(action 8):  G Shackell reported that the next AEC newsletter was partially drafted.  If members had 
something to add they were encouraged to contact or send G Shackell content.  Examples of what was 
to be featured in the upcoming issue included: new techniques, opinion pieces AECs might find 
interesting; and a profile of one of the NAEAC members.  It was agreed that once the newsletter had 
been circulated to AECs It should be put on the MPI website. 
 
It was noted that the ‘Good Practice Guide’ was with R Hazelwood for amendment.  R Heeney reported 
she would be recording future changes that would need to be made to the publication. 
 
Draft a paragraph describing NAEAC’s meeting schedule and have it placed on the MPI website 
(action 14): While this action had been completed it was noted that if anyone contacted MPI to attend a 
future meeting the chair could place conditions around public attendance.  In relation to increased 
transparency, G Shackell reported that he and chair of the National Animal Welfare Advisory Committee 
(NAWAC) would be writing a short statement about this for a future issue of Welfare Pulse. 
 

Actions: 
 to put March AEC newsletter on MPI website. 

G Shackell to write item for ‘Welfare Pulse’ on the public attending committee meetings. 
 
O 5. Grading of manipulations   
 
G Shackell referred committee members to the email circulated prior to the meeting from former NAEAC 
member,   The email attempted to summarise NAEAC’s recent discussions on whether 
a manipulation should be graded on its own or whether the impact of the whole research project should 
be graded including the manipulation.  It was noted that section 183(1)(c) of the Act required code 
holders to collect, and maintain, and to provide to the Director-General or to an inspector, information 
relating to the severity of the manipulation of the animals.    had suggested the committee 
provide clear guidance around this issue. 
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In relation to animal use statistics, it was the impact of the manipulation that was reported to MPI.  There 
was some discussion about why the benefits of research, testing and teaching were not reported.   

 advised that MPI were staring to think about this for future animal use statistics reports.  It was 
suggested that NAEAC might need to start a work stream to think about the topic of assessing benefits.  
In relation to the former issue, grading a manipulation versus grading the whole research project, the 
committee agreed it was the manipulation that should be considered and graded accordingly.  This 
issue was mentioned as a possible topic for the upcoming AEC workshop. 
 
It was agreed to try and provide clarity to AECs on grading manipulations by using a flow chart which 
contained specific examples – e.g. a farm, veterinary and biomedical example.  B Connor agreed to 
draft the flow chart in the first instance.  N Harding offered to provide a farming example  
 
 Actions: 
            B Connor to draft grading manipulation flowcharts. 
 N Harding to provide B Connor with a farm-based manipulation example. 
 
O 6. Annual review of committee performance in 2019  
 
The committee reviewed feedback from the annual review of committee performance which was 
circulated prior to the meeting.  It was noted that only four committee members responded.  On the 
issues the committee had responded to over the previous year there appeared to be a range of 
thoughts as to whether more work was required in a particular area.  In relation to legal advice,  
advised this was available even though it technically belonged to the Crown. Rather than going through 
the survey in detail, the committee discussed other ways it could provide feedback on performance and 
MPI support.   
 
The committee discussed different tools or surveys that could be used.  It was agreed to go through the 
survey questions in person at the first meeting of 2021 rather than sending out the questions to 
members to complete prior to the meeting.  This would generate debate and engagement at the time. 
 
O 7. Update on review of NAEAC publications including Good Practice Guide, Code Template, 

Lay Members Guide, Blood Harvesting Guidelines etc. 
 
It was noted that the compliance text and decision trees still had to be supplied to R Hazelwood by A 
Dale so that he could incorporate them into the Good Practice Guide (GPG).  The Guide for Lay 
Members of Animal Ethics Committees also had to be incorporated into the revised version of the GPG. 
   
O 8. Review of NAEAC AEC induction pack. 
 
The committee reviewed the NAEAC AEC new member letter that was circulated prior to the meeting.  
The following amendments were noted: 
 

• Second to last sentence in paragraph three – change ‘reviewed on a regular basis’ to ‘reviewed 
every five years’. 

• A Culture of Care publication – It was agreed to review this publication as the committee could 
not think of anything suitable to replace it with. 

• A Guide for Lay Members of Animal Ethics Committees – it was agreed to delete the reference 
to ‘March 2007’. 
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• Euthanasia of Animals for Scientific Purposes (ANZCCART 1993) – It was agreed to delete this 
reference and replace with a reference to the AVMA Guidelines for the Euthanasia of Animals: 
2020 edition.  There was some discussion as to whether the techniques described in this 
edition were suitable to use in a New Zealand context.  As such, an additional note in the letter, 
noting that AEC chairs should be contacted if there was any uncertainty about a euthanasia 
technique, was considered appropriate.  B Connor agreed that queries about euthanasia 
techniques could be forwarded to her.  It was noted however that B Connor was on research 
leave from May to August this year. 

• MPI’s publication Welfare Pulse – delete ‘is now’. 
• Last sentence, last paragraph – replace ‘on the committee’ with ‘on your committee’. 

 
Actions: 
NAEAC to update ‘Culture of Care’ publication. 

 to update new AEC member letter. 
 
O 12. NAEAC annual report for 2019 
 
G Shackell referred committee members to the draft NAEAC annual report for 2019 that was circulated 
prior to the meeting.  G Shackell reminded committee members to contact  with any 
amendments to AEC meetings and conferences attended during 2019 and personal information 
contained in the membership table. 
 
O 10. Zebrafish  
 
A copy of the final zebrafish advice that was prepared and sent to the Minister was circulated for 
committee members’ information prior to the meeting.  G Shackell agreed to draft a short article for an 
upcoming issue of Welfare Pulse to ‘socialise’ the zebrafish issue with stakeholders and researchers. 
The next steps after that were noted as further consultation with likely affected persons and a literature 
review.  Fish welfare was also now on NAWAC’s work programme. 
 
O 9. Update on review of operation of Part 6 of the Act 
 
A Dale provided a summary of this work stream for the benefit of the rest of the committee.  The review 
involved identifying all the ‘touch points’ involved across the code drafting and code review process and 
establishing ways to improve those processes.  The review was intended to increase the robustness of 
the research, testing and teaching system as well as increasing transparency.   
 

 summarised the previous feedback she had had about codes of ethical conduct in relation to 
review reports and accredited reviewers. 
 
In relation to accredited reviewers,  reported that one new accredited reviewer application had 
been received.   asked NAEAC whether they wanted to review it.  The committee agreed that 
because they had a statutory function to recommend, for approval by the Director-General under 
section 109, such persons as are, in the opinion of the Committee, suitable for appointment as 
accredited reviewers it would be appropriate to view the application.   reported she would check 
with Legal colleagues as to whether the name of the applicant and documentation relating to the 
application could be shared. 
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NAEAC could consider the application again out of session if it was amended before the committee’s 
next general meeting.   
 
 Actions - NAEAC to provide feedback on non-human hominid application to MPI. 
  
O 16. AEC workshop planning -   
 
G Shackell referred to the feedback received from the last workshop.  Grading, information sharing, 
standard operating procedures, housing, compliance, killing animals e.g. in colonies (routine husbandry) 
were all topics that AECs were interested in hearing about. 
 
The committee brainstormed some potential workshop themes.  These included Doing the right thing 
and the Three Cs – compliance, consistency and care.  G Shackell agreed to add a reminder about the 
AEC workshop in the next AEC newsletter.  It was agreed that the committee had to keep thinking about 
the workshop theme and how they wanted the day to run.  More planning would need to be completed 
at the next meeting. 
 
A Dale left the meeting at 2.50 pm. 
 
 Action – Add item on AEC workshop in next AEC newsletter. 
 

 referred back to the accredited reviewer application MPI had received and revealed the name of 
the applicant to committee members.   reported she would confer with Legal colleagues about 
what other information about the applicant MPI was able to share with NAEAC.  M King reported 
anecdotally on his experience with the candidate.  G Shackell encouraged MPI to consider an induction 
programme for new accredited reviewers including a mentoring system.  It was noted that undergoing a 
review could be stressful for staff employed by the code holder and for members of the AEC and as 
such, reviewers should maintain positive relationships during the process.  
 
 Action –  to ascertain if application form can be shared with NAEAC. 
 
O 18. MPI summary of CEC approvals, notifications and revocations   
 
The update on the code approvals and notifications circulated prior to the meeting was noted. 
 
O 19. MPI update including regulations 
 

 provided an update on the development of the significant surgical procedures regulations for 
the benefit of new committee members. 
  

 left the meeting at 3.08 pm. 
  
O 20. Committee members’ reports on recent presentations and attendance at conferences  
 
The following conference and meeting attendance since the last meeting was noted: 
 

• B Connor attended the International Society for Stem Cell Research meeting on organoids in 
February and the Australasian Society for Stem Cell Research meeting in November; 
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