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MINUTES OF THE NAWAC POULTRY INDUSTRY SUBCOMMITTEE
MEETING HELD ON THURSDAY 30 AUGUST 2001 AT TEGEL
FOODS LTD, PARAITE ROAD, BELL BLOCK,

NEW PLYMOUTH

outlined th

that they would vigttthre
out and day before broife
é\ c% _ slaughter am@ g plant.
om mwwer_s that PIANZ have produced a detailed document in
aliatiof submissions from SAFE, RNZSPCA and MAF. It was noted
Ke discussed after lunch. It was requested that committee members
yfidential and for the information of the subcommittee and NAWAC




Part 2

It was resolved that the ‘PIANZ Response to Interested Parties Comments” be tabled for
discussion.

Moved —
Seconded ~

noted that an invitation has been made to , and the res AW :
committee, to visit the Tegel facilities. ; i

C3 DRAFT CODE O

t the Minister was impressed that this draft code
agreed that he had also received this feedback

WERTD,
N oy regarding SAFE’s challenge of the legal
s advised that!____ - requested an opinion from MAF

, specifically, the SAFE and RNZSPCA submissions
scientific review of current literature

{ nated that th@version of the draft code had taken into account those parts of the
and RNZSPCA submissions that PIANZ agreed with,

It was requested that confirm with whether the legal obligations on
page 10 of the draft code are standard for all codes. It was noted that if it is not a standard
page there could be some amendment that might be useful.

Action



The subcommittee proceeded to work its way through the draft broiler code and discussed the
changes made in response to the pre-notification submissions.

It was noted that there would be a separate code for broiler breeders.

Minimum Standard No. 5:

manufacturer’s specifications had not been included in this standard. The
advised that the reasons for not including this requirement were that sorg
have any manufacturer specifications and that some manufacturer sp&
substandard. It was requested that provide this feedb

noted that the RNZSPCA suggestion that facilities be required tgf e
et

Action

Minimum Standard No. 6; @g \©

It was agreed that , in consultation wi a , would re-word this
standard to emphasise the desire to not excee roight. " he amended standard
I QOrsINpT

would then be circulated to the rest of the ¢

Action @

Minimum Standard No. 7: @

It was agreed that paragra s da
specific on the light requ It

to the subcommittee.

Action \

It was reguest confirm whether the Biosecurity Act overrides the Animal
Welfa M res ing with disease outbreaks (and consequent issues such as
em@y .%

ted that ensure that corrects the mistake in Appendix I
he ostrich and emu code of wetfare with the broiler chicken code of welfare.

It was requested that committee members read the ‘PIANZ Responsc to Interested Parties
Comments’. Committee members were, in particular, asked 10 provide any comment they
Tiad on the analysis of the SCHHAW report and whether the conclusion of this report appeared
consistent with the research presented in the report.

Action
All
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It was noted that Ross Poultry Breeders UK have offered to make a presentation on genetics
to NAWAC (by videoconference or teleconference if necessary). It was agreed that
would talk to about the possibility of arranging this.

Action

thanked meeting participants for attending the meetin g and requ that &

committee members provide him with any remaining comments they hav g ne@

broiler code.

Action
All

advised committee members of the current stat layer hepnge
noted that the subcommittee would meet again once th enrCod¢ Wwasf

by PIANZ.




