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Michael John Parfitt states:

I am a Tasman District Council ratepayer and a registered dog owner and
I wish to lodge an objection to part of the proposed ‘Draft Policy on Dogs

2009’ currently under review.

My objection is to the proposal to make the Raumanuka Scenic Reserve
and the adjacent sand spit - known locally as ‘The Kumeras’, a ‘Dog
Prohibited Area’ or a ‘Leash Control Area’ based on the fact that this area
is occupied either permanently or seasonally by ‘Protected Coastal Birds’

as defined the Interpretations of the proposed Draft Policy.

It appears that the major thrust of the attempt to control or ban dogs from
this area, the protection of coastal birds, is based around the
misconception that many of the birds found in the reserve and adjacent
estuary are migratory, that they travel long distances to the estuary to
breed and therefore need to be protected from harassment by dogs whilst
at their most vulnerable. This is factually incorrect as no species of bird

‘migrates’ to this area to breed and the informational signage at the

reserve car park is misleading in this respect.

The most well known of the migrants to this area, the Bartailed Godwit,

actually returns to Alaska, north of the artic circle to breed in the northern
summer. There it successfully breeds in areas occupied by every type of
predator imaginable, from mustelids (weasels, stoats, wolverines etc) to
foxes, bears and all manor of birds of prey. A well-fed domestic dog
running on the beach pales into insignificance when compared to a
hungry polar bear working its way through a colony of godwit, hoovering

up eggs and chicks!
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amphibians and lizards both native and otherwise. The burgeoning
population of Pukeko in the adjacent pastureland is a far greater threat

bird life in the reserve than the domesticated dog.

I have been exercising a dog in this area for 10 years or more and have
noticed no reduction in bird numbers over that time. In fact the only

change in bird numbers is the increase in Pukeko.

This area is a wonderful area to let dogs exercise ‘off leash’. Being so
close to Motueka Township it is accessible by hundreds of dog owners. I
walk my dog in this area up to 3 times a week, and on these occasions I
will meet half a dozen or more dog owners exercising their pets.
Occasionally I have seen an out of control dog (usually young and in
training) charge up the beach after birds, however I have yet to see a bird
caught as it is always the dog, which tires first. Owners who cannot
break their dog of this habit invariably stop bringing their dogs to the area
as they quickly tire of chasing their dogs!

In conclusion I feel that any perceived threat from domestic dogs, being
responsibly exercised, is minimal compared with the real threat from
introduced and ‘natural’ predators alike. To take away the right of dog

owners to access and use this area, and to permit their pets to exercise off

leash-is-an-overreaction-to-a-non-existent-threat.—If the TasmanDistrict
Council and other parties with the interests of birds at heart were sincere
in their desire to see the bird life protected they will undertake a program
to eliminate pest predators and seriously reduce the number of Pukeko

around the fringes of the reserve. 1 would be more that willing to assist

any such programs for the benefit of bird life.
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Tasman District Council- L
Draft Policy on Dogs 2009 and Dog Control Bylaw 2009
Submitter details {please print clearly):

Your name: ..,.MJCZA.:\A:\ Ekhh/\w \f\\_\,\ﬁﬁ&

Your postal address:

b EGiNTon STRALT
MOTFTULKA 2/ 2o

Your daytime phone o
number: o3 m&/ Koo Y/

Your email address:

Would you like to speak to your submission at a Council meeting held for this purpose?

WIES YNO
Are you writing this submission as:
n individual or ‘Yon behalf of an organisation

If an organisation, piease name the organisation:

Your comment (please continue overleaf if you require more space):

| oppose clause 3.4.2 of TDC's draft new

Dog Control Bylaw because it constitutes (inter-alia) a thinly disguised attempt by TDC to introduce a ban on
dogs in many unidentified places in the district including the Motueka Sandspit.

This draft Bylaw is unreasonable, ultra vires TDC's powers and uncertain in its effect.

| submit that clause 3.4.2 should be deleted from the draft and the status quo maintained in respect of the
Motueka Sandspit area.

signed: _¢ &\&“\\\ Date: \..al\ﬁm\mvw

Qr drop your submission intg Council at 189
Please note: All written submissions will be %uﬂmwﬁ Street, Richmond, or your local
made available to Councillors and the public. or Service centre
Please write clearly, as all submissions are photocopied. Alternatively m_._.__m._._ your submission to:
Please mmm_a your mcc:”__mm_o: to: dogcontrol@tasman.govt.nz or fax to 03
Tasman District Council 543
Private Bag 4 9524
m_o__._:._o.wmmo We need to receive your submission by
elson Tuesday 30 June 2009.
Capies of the Draft Policy on Dogs 2009
and
Draft Dog Control Bylaw 2009 are available
at
Council offices/Service Cenires, Libraries
and
on the Council website
wawnwy tasman anvt nz
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Tasman District Council
Draft Policy on Dogs 2009 and Dog Contro! Bylaw 2008

Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name: ﬂbﬁu wﬁv—rh‘rgﬂi_— .
\w.m Trotsilles Fremch Fass Logod

Fronch Pags 243
Your daytime phong : m i
numbet: P Q @\,mru. ,m. .M.-WF
Your email address: _.!U.\.U_)h.x_h«‘l& @ XTRA.Co.AM2

Would you [ike to w@r to your submission at a Cauncil mesting held for this purpose?

YES D NO

Are you writing this submission as:
D an individual or & on behalf of an organisation

if an organisation, please name the organisation: O N1 _M}O\aw ‘ﬁh\\ m,o Cl1e TV\ \g\hg Mﬁnr \93,&

Your comment (please continue overleaf if you require more space):

Your postal address;

vate:_12 /4, /0@,
¥ /L

ase note: All writterrsubmissions will be mads available Iv Gounciltors and the public.
Please write clearly, as all submissions are photocopied,

Please send your submission to: Alternatively email your submission to;
Tasman District.Council dogeontrol@tasmarn:govt.nz or fax to 03 543
Private Bag 4 9524,
Richmond We need to receive your submission by
Nelson 7050 Tuesday 30 June 2009,

Copies of the Draft Policy an Dogs 2008 and
Or drop your submission info Council at 189 Draft Dog Contral Bylaw 2009 are available at
Queen Strest, Richmond, or your local fibrary Council offices/Service Genires, Libraries and

OF service cenire, on the Council website www.tasman.govt.nz.
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The importance of Motueka Sandspit as a shorebird roosting site has been reco gnised by
the Department of Conservation since at least 1993

OSNZ count data allow an objective assessment of the site against the criteria set down
under the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance Especially as
Waterfow! Habitat’ — to which New Zealand became a Party in 1976. OSNZ count data
have been assessed against population estimates for the East Asian-Australasian F lyway®.
For those species where Motueka Sandspit regularly supports 1% or more of the flyway
population the site is identified as being internationally important’. The 1% criterion has
been applied to the New Zealand populations to identify sites of national importance'°.

Motueka Sandspit is of
e Infernational importance for:
o Pied Oystercatcher [scientific names and conservation status are given in
Appendix 1]
o Variable Oystercatcher
o Bar-tailed Godwit
¢ National importance for:
o Banded Dotterel
o Tumstone
o Red Knot

Motueka Sandspit supports:
* ~40% of all northern hemisphere migratory shorebirds in Tasman Bay during the
summer
* ~40% of all New Zealand breeding waders in Tasman Bay during the winter

Furthermore, it should be noted that Tasman Bay is the most important site in New
Zealand (and the world, since this is an endemic species) for Variable Oystercatcher and
the fifth most important site in New Zealand (and the world) for Pied Oystercatcher

during the non-breeding season''.

Motueka Sandspit as a roosting site

Most shorebird species feed in the intertidal zone and then collect at particular sites to

roost at high tide. Birds may start to gather at a roost site up to 2 hours before high tide

and usually depart from the roost some 2.5 hours after high tide, If left undisturbed, most

birds usually spend time at Enlﬁobm.ﬂ.whmmibm-mua.Eanﬁ.bmn.Emam@%oommmgmsm-mbﬂ.. —_———

Motueka Sandspit is one of a number of roosts around Tasman Bay, and in recent years
has become of increasing significance due to changes at some other roost sites.

Observations of colour-banded Bar-tailed Godwits have shown considerable mixing of
birds between Waimea Inlet and Motueka'?, with an average of 18% of banded birds at
Motueka coming from Waimea. However, erosion at the east end of Rabbit Island means
that on high spring tides, an increasing number of birds which formerly roosted there
(coming from Nelson Haven and Waimea Inlet), now roost at Motueka — up to 29% of
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Currently (2008/2009) there is a large colony of White-fronted Tems, together with small
numbers of Red-billed and Black-billed Gulls at the southern point of the Sandspit. The
number of terns probably accounts for about 3% of the New Zealand breeding
population’®.

Table 2. Qccurrence of breeding shorebirds at Motueka Sandspit

Quarter 1 Quarter 2 Quarter 3 Quarter 4
Variable P - - P
Oystercatcher
Banded Dotterel P - P P

POTENTIAL IMPACTS OF DISTURBANCE

A pedestrian walking with a dog has a greater disturbing effect than a lone pedestrian on
many species of waterbirds'®. Dogs running free have an even greater disturbing effect!”.

Council’s Statement of Proposal (Report EP09/04/04) states with respect to Motueka
Sandspit that ‘Council has received comments on observations of bird disturbances but
not of any actual injury caused by dogs. Staff are not recommending any changes to the
current designation’. This gives the impression, rightly or wrongly, that in Council’s view
disturbance is a minor matter and only the injury of birds would be regarded as being of
consequence. This would appear to be at odds with the objects of the Dog Control Act,
which are infer alia: to make better provision for the care and control of dogs - by
imposing on owners of dogs obligations designed to ensure that dogs do not injure,
endanger or cause distress to any.....protected wildlife [emphasis added).

Disturbance of roosting birds can have detrimental effects. Experimental studies'?, field
studies'? and ecological modelling”® indicate that numerous small disturbances (at roosts
or feeding grounds) can be more damaging than fewer larger disturbances - the energetic
cost of taking off may be 3 times the cost of level flight. One study found that half an
hour of alarm flight consumed almost as much energy per day as that required for normal
pre-migratory fattening”'. Thus disturbance of shorebirds at Motucka Sandspit during
times of pre-migratory fattening could impact on the timing of departure and/or ability of
the birds to migrate. Bar-tailed Godwits need to double their weight before migrating to
the Yellow Sea — a non-stop flight of some 10,000km, taking some 7 days (Appendix 2).

Bar-tailed Godwits and Red Knots have been found to be particularly susceptible to
disturbance®,

POLICY and LEGAL MATTERS RELEVANT TO THE MANAGEMENT OF
MOTUEKA SANDSPIT

Motueka Sandspit is a site of international importance for shore birds based on the
Ramsar Convention criteria.
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APPENDIX 2.

BAR-TAILED GODWITS AT MOTUEKA SANDSPIT

The annual cycle

Bar-tailed Godwits breed in western Alaska and spend the non-breeding
season in New Zealand, arriving here in September/October and departing in

March/April. .

They migrate from Alaska to New Zealand nonstop — a journey of some
11,000km which they complete in about 8 days’.

AN

oy

Tracks of satellite-tagged Bar-tailed Godwits migrating from Alaska to New Zealand (from Gill ef
al. 2009)

On arrival in New Zealand they are exhausted and emaciated. The first thing
they have to do is ‘rebuild’ their digestive organs®. They then moult,
replacing all of their plumage (flight feathers, body feathers). Once this
moult is completed (late December-early January) the birds start to lay down

fat stores ready for northward migration and also start a second moult of the
body feathers to acquire breeding plumage.
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Valerie Gribble

From: Apache [apache@tsrvweb.dmz.tdc.govt.nz]
Sent: Thursday, 11 June 2009 11:03 a.m.

To: Valerie Gribble

Subject: TDC Form submission > Submission Form

Name: Juliet Thomas

Address: 17 Inglis Street
Motueka

Telephone_ Contact Number: 03 526 6246

Email Address_(optional): castlerock@ts.co.nz
bhmiwoclmﬁvawﬁnHb@lmmlmwlwnawdwazmwlowiozlcmwwwmlomlmslowmmbﬁmmnwozm" Organisation
If_an_organisation, please_name_the organisation: Motueka branch of RNZSPCA

Your comment: Submission to TDC on Dog Bylaws Motueka SPCA feels the bylaw currently
in force has worked well to reconcile the various needs of the different interest
groups in the community.

So far as we are aware there have been no substantiated instances since the bylaw was
last reviewed of dogs causing problems for wildlife: there have certainly been no
prosecutions under the hylaw or the Wildlife Act. Accordingly we would urge Council to
maintain the dog control bylaw as it is.

We are concerned to note the inclusion in the new draft bylaw of clause 3.4.2. which,
on the face of it, appears to be a means of enabling the introduction of a ban on degs
in many unidentified places in the district including the Motueka sandspit. We believe
such a clause to be unreasonable, uncertain and of questionable legality. Accordingly
we would ask Council not to proceed with it.

Generally this branch is of the view that Council should make greater provision than
at present for areas where dogs can run freely (though under control). This is
particularly desirable in the vicinity of the principal population centres where
eXercise areas are limited.

Please note:
bpHIZHHwﬁmdlmcUBMmmHosmlzwlevmlamamfm<mpwmwwmlnoloonDOHHHowmlmnalw:mlﬁncwwoIISocHQI<

ocIHMwmlﬁol<OHomlwocwlmcvawmmponlmﬂlmioocbnwwlammﬂwbmlwmpalmowlﬁswmibswwommm” Yes
SsmhmlsocwalmoslpwwmIKOGHImGUBHmmHObiﬂoIUmlrmmHQm” Richmond

securityl: mapua

code: mapua

storykey: 3ggakyavidgame58k2mstrkkiw6 i FtwE6ypp
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Tasman District Council
Draft Policy on Dogs 2008 and Dog Control Bylaw 2009
Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name: \g 2 §Nﬁ\w¢\w\|
<|0ﬂ_.ﬂmolmﬁ|mr_ address: “\ .\\M\&x\ %\. \§V\§n\@)

Your dayti hone . Vo, o
number: O3 SRE7H57

Your email address: -~ .
arjanlina@d xtra- oMz
Would you like to speak to your sulfmission at a Council meeting held for thig purpose?

HYES (o]
Are you writing this submission as:
n individual or Yon behalf of an organisation

It an organisation, please name the organisation:

[/ woupt pfog. Q.\&v,o\&x\\% gt 7o e were foamer
\\_\x\« oAby rIell e \vam a/ FAL Kimereed - 2 /e

Your comment {ffease continue overleaf if you réquire more space): aud! pecols TE relin

-

\\M\a& §\L} 7o 7 | oppose clause 3.4.2 of TDC's draft new
Dog Control Bylaw because it constitutes (inter-alia) a thinly disguised attempt by TDC to introduce a ban on
dogs in many unidentified piaces in the district including the Motueka Sandspit.

This draft Bylaw is unreasonable, ultra vires TDC's powers and uncertain in its effect.

| submit that clause 3.4.2 should be deleted from the draft and the status quo maintained in respect of the

Motueka Sandspit area. —
Signed: - \ L274% Date: &4 06 - QW
E\\ Or drop your submission info Council at 189
Please note: All written submissions will be _nmw.._ﬂmwd Street, Richmond, or your local
made available to Councillors and the public. or service centre.
Please write clearly, as .m__ submissions are pholocopied. Alternatively email your submission to:
Please send your submission to: dogcontrol@tasman.govt.nz or fax fo 03
wemm e —-- @8man District Counell — — o —— o R4 -
_u.1<m~m Bag 4 9524,
Richmond We need to receive your submission by
Nelson 7050 Tuesday 30 June 2009.
Copies of the Draft Policy on Dogs 2009
and
Draft Dog Controf Bylaw 2009 are available
at
Council offices/Service Centres, Libraries
and
on the Council website
www fasman anvf nz
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Tasman District Council
Draft Policy on Dogs 2009 and Dog Control Bylaw 2009

Name: Pauline Samways

Postal address: 63 Pah Street o
Motueka 7120 2. 6 JUN 2009

i . MAN DISTRICT
Email address: psamways@clear.net.nz TAS COUNCIL

Would you like to speak to your submission at a Council meeting held for this purpose?

4 YES thisincludes a 5 minute PowerPoint presentation — will there be data projector and computer available?

Are you writing this submission as: M an individual or ] on behalf of an organisation

Your comment:

I wish to comment on Section 4, Leash Control Areas; Section 5, Controlled Dog Exercise Areas and
Section 6, Dog Prohibited Areas in relation to the Motueka Sandspit as a special habitat for birds.

No where in the Policy is the Motueka Sandspit mentioned.

This makes it very confusing for dog owners to know whether they are allowed on the Sandspit or not.
As it is not a Leash Control Area, or a Controlled Dog Exercise Area, or a Dog Prohibited Area, then
Section 3, Control of Dogs in Public Places will apply. However, traditionally the sandspit has been
used as a dog exercise area and people may assume that as it hasn’t been made a prohibited area,
then they are allowed to take their dogs off the lease there. To add to the confusion, there are a
number of large information boards telling of the presence of nesting and protected birds and urging

owners to keep their dogs on a leash.
‘1 would like to see a restriction of dogs on the sandspit.

The Motueka Sandspit is not a suitable area for dogs to roam for the foliowing reasons:
* Two birds, the Banded Dotterel (Threatened*) and the Variable Oystercatcher (At Risk*) nest
all the way along the Sandspit between August and February. Their eggs and young are
camouflaged and difficult to see so dog walkers would not know if they were in the presence of
these protected birds.
 Other birds nest towards the end of the Sandspit including the White-fronted Tern (At Risk®),
the Red-billed Gull (Threatened*), the Black-billed Gull (Threatened*).and.the Black-backed_ .

Gull (not Threatened*)

e Every summer, hundreds of migrant birds from the Northern Hemisphere (Godwit, Turmnstone
and Knot} arrive on the Sandspit to recuperate, moult and fatten up for their return journey.
They feed in the estuary and roost along the top at high tide. Up to 150 juvenile Godwit remain
on the Sandspit over winter.

* During the winter the Sandspit is home for other infernal migrants and resident birds such as:
Wrybill (threatened*), Black-fronted Tern (threatened*), Caspian Tern (threatened*), White
Heron (threatened”), Pied Oystercatcher (At Risk*), Pied Stilt (At Risk*), Little Shag (At Risk*),
Black Shag (At Risk*} and Royal Spoonbill {At Risk*).

* Motueka Sandspit meets the criteria of the Ramsar Convention to be considered a site
International Importance due to the numbers of Pied Oystercatcher, Variable Oystercatcher,
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Te Rinanga Whakauka o Kahurangi ki Kaikoura
NELSON/MARLBOROUGH CONSERVATION BOARD
Herea kia Kotahi - Working Together

29 June 2008

The Administration Advisor
Tasman District Council
Private Bag 4

RICHMOND 7031

Submission on review of Tasman District Council Policy on Dogs and
Tasman District Council Consolidated Bylaw No 2 — Dog Control

Introduction

The Nelson/Marlborough Conservation Board is an advisory board appointed by the Minister
of Conservation under Section 6 (P) of the Conservation Act 1987. lis area of jurisdiction
covers from Farewell Spit in the north to just below Kaikoura in the south. Included in that
area are several national parks, nature reserves, wetlands, iconic animal species, many major
rivers, streams and springs including Te Walkoropupu Springs.

Board members have expertise drawn from their varied backgrounds in recreation, ecology,

tand and water management, tourism, viticulture, and community and iwi involvement. One
current member has internationally-recognised expertise in ornithology.

Specific issue of concern

This submission relates specifically to the Motueka Sandspit area, a site of significance for
shorebirds, and the need for additional restrictions in that area to protect the birds from
disturbance.

The Board’s concern is to protect the conservation values of the Motueka Sandspit.

We consider that the Section 4.3.1 of the Report to the Environment and Planning Committee
(D402-1) which recommends no change to the present situation but some increased
education is inadequate to protect wildlife. It seems to us that the Council and the
community may not be fully aware of the significance of the Sandspit area. The following

information-is-provided to assist the Council i its corisideration of policy.

International importance of the Sandspit for Birds

In its submission to the Council the Nelson/Golden Bay Region of the Ornithological Society

of New Zealand states that:

" Motueka Sandspit is of international importance for Pied Oystercatcher, Variable
Oystercatcher and Bar-taied Godwit. It is of national importance for Banded Dotterel,
Turnstone, and Red Knot.

Motueka Sandspit supports:
*  40% of al northern hemisphere migratory shorebirds in Tasman Bay during the

surmmer
o 40% of all New Zealand breeding waders in Tasman Bay during the winter,

450337 — ﬂ
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Hearing

We do not seek to speak in support of our submission but the Board’s expert ornitholagist,
David Melville would be happy to answer questions from staff or councillors if required, and

will attend the hearing if available.

Judy Hellstrom
Chair
Nelson/Marlborough Conservation Board

Address for service:

C/- Department of Conservation
Private Bag 5,
Nelson 7010

Phone: 03 546 9335
E-mail:Nelsonmarlboroughboard@doc.govt.nz
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New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement 1.1.2 states -

"It is & national priority to preserve the natural character of the coastal environment by
avoiding or remedying actual or potential adverse effects on areas containing vulnerable
species or areas important to migratory species”.

Policy 43 requires restriction of public access to protect threatened and indigenous species.
Surely this is mandatory for the Council.

PROTECTION

= In recent decades there has been a concerted change from abuse of natural places to
protection of them. There is greatly increased knowledge about birds and their needs, as
a result of scientific research and we congratulate members of the Omithological Society
for the painstaking research they have carried out at the Motueka Sandspit.

*  So how could the Council have retracted from the positive position of banning dogs from
the Sandspit when we now know that 40% of both New Zealand coastal birds and
migratory waders reside their? This Spit is secand only to Farewell Spit in its importance
for coastal and migratory bird habitat in the northern areas of the South Island. It
provides the right combination of shelter and food.

* We ask the Council to reverse this apparent misunderstanding and to accord better
protection to the birds which five on the Motueka Sandspit. A recent observation noted 10
dogs on the Motueka walkway but only 2 were restrained as requested on the notice.

» This Is not the right place for a plethora of dogs, horses, vehicles and people all of which
cause bird life considerable distress. The mere presence of dogs, whether or not they are
controlled, causes stress.

= We recognise that many dog owners walk the length of Motueka Quay and continue along
the Motueka walkway and comparatively few carry on to the Spit. We ask the Coundil to
find land beyond the walkway and away from the Spit so that dog owners can extend
their walk beyond Staple Street if they wish.

= In the Draft Dog Policy, Schedule 1, b. The Council is asking the impossible as protected

coastal birds are present along the entire Sandspit and they will be disturbed simply by
the presence of a dog and its owner who are inevitably “In the presence of”,

= These coastal birds have a right fo peace and protection and it is_our responsibility-to.give . .

them this. o

REVISED POLICY

We ask:-
1. That the Motueka Sandspit be given full recognition as a national and international bird
sanctuary and that the Council draws up a bylaw acknowtedging this.

2. That Motueka Sandspit shall be listed in Schedule 3.

13
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Tasman District Council
Draft Policy on Dogs 2009 and Dog Control Bylaw 2009
Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name: ‘
Tentl ot AelsR et

Your postal address:

\Eﬂ.\ NPT L [ B

12

Your daytime phone
number: Al S0 &P I
Your email address: et
L2 I ET A G T fyp, M2
Would you like to speak to your submission at a Councii meeting held for this purpose?

HYES UWNO
Are you writing this submission as:
Farrindividual or ‘Yon behalf of an organisation

If an organisation, please name the organisation:

L A7 AGH E 22
Your comment (please continue overfeaf if you require more space):

| oppose ciause 3.4.2 of TDC's draft new

Dog Control Bylaw because it constitutes (inter-alia) a thinly disguised attempt by TDC to introduce a ban on
dogs in many unidentified places in the district including the Motueka Sandspit.

This draft Bylaw is unreasonable, ultra vires TDC's powers and uncertain in its effect.

| submit that clause 3.4.2 should be deleted from the draft and the status quo maintained in respect of the
Motueka Sandspit area.

Signed: %i Date: \J,,..\w m\\&\

Or drop your submission into Council at 189

Queen-Sireet-Richmond -or-your-focal

Please note: All written submissions will be library

made available to Councillors and the public. oF service centre

Please write clearly, as all submissions are photocopied. Alternatively em m.= your submission to:

Please send your submission to: dogcontrol@tasman.govt.nz or fax to 03

Tasman District Council 543

Private Bag 4 9524

mmmmzso“mmo We need to receive your submission by
Tuesday 30 June 2009,
Copies of the Draft Policy on Dogs 2009
and

Draft Dog Control Bylaw 2009 are available
at

Coungcil offices/Service Cenfres, Libraries
and

on the Council website

wawr tasman aovt nz
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Tasman District Council
Draft Policy on Dogs 2009 and Dog Control Bylaw 2009
Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name: NICHOLAS D DAVIDSON
Your postal address: Mytton Heights, RD1 Motueka 7196
Your daytime phone 03 528 8733 ; 021 0277 3553

number:
Your email address: hick.davidson@xtra.co.nz

Would you like to speak to your submission at a Council meeting held for this purpose?

YES

| am writing this submission as:

an individual

Your comment (please continue overleaf if you require more space):

| oppose clause 3.4.2 of TDC's draft new Dog Control Bylaw
because it constitutes (inter-alia) a thinly disguised attempt by TDC to
introduce a ban on dogs in many unidentified places in the district,
including the Motueka Sandspit.

This draft Bylaw is unreasonable, ultra vires TDC's powers and
uncertain in its effect.

| submit that clause 3.4.2 should be deleted from the draft and the
status quo maintained in respect of the DoC estate and the Motueka

Sandspit area.

REASONS FOR OBJECTION TO PARAGRAPH 3.4.2 OF THE DRAFT DOG

CONTROL BYLAW 2009 AND DRAFT POLICY ON DOGS 2009

1.Failure to comply with certain of the principles of consultation contained
in section 82 of the L.ocal Government Act 2002:

s. 82(1)(a) states " that persons who will or may be affected by, or have an
interest in, the decision or matter should be provided by the local authority with
reasonable access to relevant information in a manner and format that is
appropriate to the preferences and needs of those persons:" [emphasis

added]
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identify those places. Other places which are designated "dog prohibited” are
identified. That omission constitutes non-compliance with s10(3)(b).

S20(1)(a) of the Dog Control Act 1996 permits the making of bylaws "Prohibiting
dogs, whether under control or not, from specified public places:" [emphasis

added] A

It foliows that the Council should specify the prohibited areas covered by the
words The operative words "dogs are prohibited from being on any public
conservation land administered by the Department of Conservation” clearly
constitute the type of prohibition which requires those public places to be
specified. The absence of specificity constitutes non-compliance with the Dog
Control Act.

3. Breach of section 161(4) of the Local Government Act 2002.

S5161(4) states "A local authority must not transfer or delegate the power to make
bylaws, except as provided for in this section."

The prohibition on dogs contained in paragraph 3.4.2 of the draft Bylaw is
qualified by the wording ".... unless the owner has authorisation (via a permit or
official signage) from the Department of Conservation to take a dog onto a
particular area of conservation land". Those words hand the operation and
implementation of the bylaw to the Department of Conservation. DoC will
effectively be "making" bylaws on an ad hoc basis on land which has not been
identified to the public. As such, 3.4.2 constitutes a transfer or delegation in
contravention of the section. Paragraph 3.4.2 is therefore unlawful.

4.Potential confusion and unenforceability

The Department of Conservation has been provided by Parliament with a
comprehensive suite of legislation which includes dog control powers in the
conservation estate. The statutory regime relating to the prohibition of dogs in a
Scenic Reserve, such as the Raumanuka Reserve, is stringent. Not surprisingly,
in all the decades since the Reserve was gazetted, DoC has never sought to
impose such a ban on the Motueka Sandspit.

Any proposition (especially if supported by DoC) that TDC should promuigate

dog-control-bylaws-over the conservation estate is highly questionable. [t will
inevitably raise issues of supervening legislation, confuse the public and run the
risk of un-enforceability. It would be open to challenge in the Courts and impose
quite unnecessary financial burdens on TDC/ratepayers. For those reason, let
alone its own inherent vagueness and other non-compliance, paragraph 3.4.2
should be deleted,

If, as they have indicated, DoC and the Nelson /Marlborough Conservation Board
(in conjunction with various self-appointed activists) propose that TDC impose

5 w
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Submission to Draft Policy and Bylaw on Dogs
I would like to speak to this submission

1 a; I'struggle with land area alone as the determinate for dog fees. This cot
be combined with type — working or pet for instance.

b; A reduction in pound fees is an ineffective incentive on its own for de-
sexing, but could be used in conjunction with a reduction in registration fee
for neutered dogs.

¢; Registered breeders with three or more dogs should get a discount on
registration fees as they rarely cause problems.

d; The punitive penalties for late dog registration do nothing to encourage
compliance, which is the aim of the policy.

e; Any shortfall caused by reducing fees to create incentives could be reduct
by reducing the scope of the dog control unit.

2 'The poos bags are an excellent idea, especially those placed at beache
etc.

3 There should be general rates input into the dog control unit as not all
dogs are registered and the vast majority of registered dogs are of no
bother to the general public. Also there is a large measure of public go
in general dog control and education. This council has set several
precedents’ in subsidising targeted activities from general rates.

Alan Blackie
1 Tasman St
POBox 12
Collingwood
Ph03 5248499
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short version of the Bylaw, and in the pamphlet ‘How the new rules apply to you’ which does
acknowledge infringements under sections of the Conservation Act and the National Parks Act but
nowhere states what would constitute an infiingement. Golden Bay is surrounded by conservation
land and coastline. They both define the area.

In our submission to the 2004 by-law draft we submitted that there were three main reasons
why that draft policy was unworkable in respect to protecting wildlife. This new draft is a
considerable improvement upon the 2004 Policy on Dogs but we feel there are good reasons to
reiterate these, They were:

1. The rules are too complicated and ambiguous; e.g. People give different meanings to the
words “dog exercise areas”, and the rules change at different times of the day. Also
boundaries are unclear.

2. Education of'the public about native wildlife is almost non-existent, and signage needs to be
greatly improved and made vandal-proof.

3. Enforcement of dog control on beaches in Golden Bay, in most people’s minds, is non-
existent. There needs to be an awareness that letting your dog run wild on the beach will
result in getting caught. A handful of prosecutions a year is not enough.

The 2009 draft policy is a considerable improvement upon the 2004 policy but we still have
issues. In your chapter one part of the draft, on the third page under Protected Coastal Birds
please add white heron, spotted shags, reef heron, white-faced heron, red and black-billed seagulls,
and more. Only the black-backed gull does not have protection. Since however, the 2009 draft
exclusively uses beaches to be the dog exercise areas in Golden Bay, consideration of the protected
coastal birds which will be present on beaches in Golden Bay, needs to be much more strongly stated
and clear to everyone who doesn’t have ready access the by-laws, including visitors to Golden Bay.

Please clearly insert the fine for disturbing wildlife in all of the 2009 Dog Policy

publications where fines are stated, and please include the fine for disturbing wildlife as a
deterrent on beach entry signage. Wildlife Act provision for fines is relevant to dog control policy.

LEGISLATION WHICH COUNCIL CAN USE_TO DRAFT EFFECTS OF DISTURBANCE
o 2oL Al VAV AN Vol JODRANL BEFRCIS OF DISIURBANCE
AND NUISANCE TO WILDLIFE BESIDE THAT OF HUMANS - AND TO SET FINES IN

REGARD TO DISTURBING WILDLIFE.

Council’s Resource Management Plan acknowledges in Chapter 25 under Disturbances to the
Foreshore that the effects of activities which may adversely affect animal, plant habitats and

communities must be regulated.

Under other legislation that the Council is obliged as a Unitary Council to recognise is the
Wildlife Act 1953, and both the present Coastal Policy Statement and the proposed Coastal Policy
Statement. Provisions for protection of wildlife include:

Disturbing wildlife covered in Section 63 of the Wildlife Act.

Section 63. Taking Protected Wildlife or Game. - (1) Every person commits and offence against this Act who
without lawful authority (the proof of which shall be on the person charged)-
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. covered by the prohibition for the Ruatanivwha Inlet; but there is ambiguity heref 7

e Include the beach area from Tomatea Reserve fo the Pakawaii Ball, This whole area is
an important wading bird feeding area. The Pakawau Inlet draws its fresh water from a
number of river catchment systems and the feeding ground at its mouth is very rich. This
stretch of beach is also an arca where banded dotterels, a native bird in decline, nest.

* Include the Pakawau Inlet. This estuary is rated as nationally important. It is a small
estuary (approximately 40ha) with relatively intact estuarine habitats, including relatively
large areas of saltmarsh. It is habitat for some very vulnerable native bird species which are
in rapid decline in New Zealand, and include the spotless crake, the banded rail and the South
Island Fernbird.

o Patons Rock Dog Exercise Area. Please redesignate the area west of the settlement to
leash control at all times. Currently there are little blue penguins nesting, and over the
summer months variable oystercatchers nest. This is an important wildlife area and highly
inappropriate to be utilised as a dog exercise area. Residents say Patons Rock is crying out
for better education and the appointment of an honorary ranger, particularly as people are not
aware of the rule to use the leash in the presence of wildlife, or don’t notice wildlife nesting.

* Motupipi Estuary Dog Exercise Area. Suggest this wording is ambiguous as it suggests it is
ok to exercise your dog on the estuary, whereas the area designated is actually the grassy
H@moga.mamw,.mHﬁwmm.‘mwm ho signs-here to interpret-this and dogs are being exercised in the

~TTestuary'where variable owmﬁmmmm\_ﬁmmmﬁ‘mﬁoﬁﬁﬂob‘mmw;.m@mmmﬂ.m.%ﬁm” it the ‘Clifton

"~ “Cemetery Reserve’ or ‘Golf Course Road Reserve’ Controlled Dog Exercise Area.

* Pohara Beach Exercise Area— ongoing and frequent complaints are received about dogs
chasing birds here. Much better signage, education and honorary dog ranger support needed.

* Ligar Bay Lagoon. This is an area crying out for better signage, education and an honorary
ranger appointment. Locals are not adverse to leash control outside of the summer
prohibition, but both these conditions need to be spelled out clearly in signage as well as the
description ofleash control. The tidal mudflats are delicate and used by wader birds for
feeding at low tide. Rare banded rail are commonly seen here, little blue penguins are nesting
right now. The wildlife values of the lagoon also need to be interpreted on separate signage.
There are some very caring locals in this vicinity and the appointment of an honorary ranger
here would be very feasible.

e Tata Beach. The most important time of the day year round when dogs must be
prohibited from being exercised on Tata Beach is 7am to 9am. This is within the very time
that hundreds of spotted shags congregate at the tidal edge on Tata Beach. It is one of the
most magical experiences of nature to hide behind trees and watch them and this phenomenon
1s so special it is currently the object of an ongoing scientific study. We were gutted when

our request on the 2004 draft for prohibition of dog walking during this time was ignored.
One of the things the study is highlighting is the bird’s negative response to disturbance. It is
so important that this time round the by-law both acknowledges the protected status of
the spotted shag which is also an endemic New Zealand specie of shag, found nowhere
else in the world, and protects this unique tradition of congregating in the same spot
early in the morning before dispersing to feeding areas.

Finally we want to say that stricter controls will have to be better enforced than they are at
present, and the education should extend to a dog owner’s understanding of the natural character of
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9 June 2009

To:
Administration Advisor
Tasman District Council
Private Bag
Richmond

From:
Jenny Treloar
Bay Vista Drive
RD1
Takaka 7183

DRAFT POLICY ON DOGS, 2009

Dear Sir,
Your draft policy on Dogs 2009 is sub-titled “T.D.C. in Partnership with its

Residents and Dog Owners” I find it hard to believe that you are in partnership with
your residents when for years many of us have been asking for a change to the dog
exercise policy on Tata beach to take into account the daily arrival there of Spotted
Shags, and again there is no change proposed.

At present there is a year-long study being under-taken, of the behaviour of these
protected native birds, which arrive on the beach every morning at dawn and stay for
about an hour. Part of the study involves counting the total arrivals on the beach. The
last count was 2672, on the 31% May 2009,- an awesome sight.

The 2009 draft policy Schedule 3 states that do gs are prohibited on Tata Beach in the
summer nmonths except from 7am-9am. At present the Spotted Shags are arriving at
precisely 7am. Although it is not summer, dog owners have that 7-9am. time as an
habitual beach exercise time so we have encountered dogs on the beach disturbing the
shags many times since the 1% March.

The Spotted Shags are at present in their “breeding dress™ and are pair-bonding and
gathering nesting material off the beach. As well, they use the hour they are on Tata
Beach, to regurgitate or pick up stones and the reason for this is also part of our study.

~ It isobviously impoitaiit for feeding, and therefore for their gencral health, so they

should not be disturbed whilst engaged in this activity, either.
Please designate Tata Beach as a “dog prohibited area” at any time of the year, from
dawn until an hour after dawn. Disturbance of the birds at this time also applies to

people.

Please also erect an interpretive sign-perhaps similar to the one about Biue penguins
at Pohara beach-about Spotted Shags. This could go up near the boat ramp, where
most people approach the beach. (The study group also noted that little Blue Penguins
are present in the arca of Tata Beach.) _
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Ta: Policy Planner,
Tasman District Council,
Private Bag 4,
Richmond.

From: Forest and Bird, Nelson/Tasman Branch,
¢/o The Secretary
P O Box 7126
Nelson Mail Centre
NELSON 7042

SUBMISSION ON THE DRAFT TASMAN DISTRICT COUNCIL POLICY ON DOGS and

DOG CONTROL BYLAW — CHAPTER 2

The Nelson/Tasman branch of the Royai Forest and Bird Protection Society of NZ Inc is one of 50
branches throughout New Zealand that has a mandate to seek protection for native plant and animal
life and their habitats. It is one of two branches operating within the Tasman District. Qur

constitutional purpose Is:
“To take all reasonable steps within the power of the Sociely for the preservation and

protection of the indigenous flora and fauna and natural features of New Zealand, for the
benefit of the public including future generations.”

[Note: As Golden Bay branch are making their own submission, except in the instance of general
recommendations, the comments from Nelson Tasman branch of Forest & Bird refer ONLY to the policy as it

applies to Tasman District, exclusive of Golden Bay.]

BACKGROUND

1. LEGISLATION
1.1. Resource Management Act 1991 The purpose of this Act is to achieve the sustainable

management of natural and physical resources in a way that enables people and communities'
wellbeing while sustaining the life-supporting capacity of ecosystems for future generations.

1.2 New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement 1995 1.2.2 requires, as a Matter of National
Priority that the preservation of natural character of the coastal environment be achieved by (inter
alia) avoiding or remedying actual or potential adverse effects on areas containing vuinerable species

or areas important to migratory species. e

Policy 3.5.1 public access to and along the coastal marine area, the maintenance and enhancement
of which is also a Matter of National Importance, is to be restricted where significant habitats of

indigenous fauna require protection.

1.3D ontrol Act 1996 requires Council to promulgate a policy on dogs to, amongst other
things, enable dog owners to ensure that their dogs do not injure, endanger, or cause distress to

protected wildlife (section 5(g)).

1.4 Wildlife Act 1953 outlines measures to be taken to ensure listed species are protected. These
are explicitly stated within the Dog Control Act.
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The study also noted the immediate implications that dog walking has on other popular recreational
activities including bird watching and ecotourism where visitor satisfaction shows a strong relationship
to numbers of birds seen,

Comment: While this study focussed on "woodland”, the outcomes on open beach, sand dunes,
wetlands, and rivers are fikely to be similar and perhaps even more marked given that ground-
dwelling birds are the predominant species.

2.3 Tasman District is an important area for national ecology. This is recognised by the large
proportion of land area protected within the public conservation estate. However, significant habitats
for protected wildlife exist outside National Parks and on other public lands. Estuaries are a focus
area where the mix of dogs and birds are often incompatible. As well as estuaries, other sensitive
habitats include river margins, freshwater wetlands, and other relatively unmodified habitats, ed.
shrublands and forests. Within these areas are other protected wildlife, such as skinks, lizards, bats,
powelliphanta snails, birds, and little biue penguins.

2.4 Tasman Bay is shallow and sheltered with large intertidal areas and many estuaries. These areas
create habitats suitable for wading birds and excellent estuarine margin ecosystems.
Some of the bird species present include:

= threatened banded raif on the estuarine margins of Marahau, Otuwhero, Motueka Delta,
Moutere Inlet and Waimea Inlet;

m  bittern (a freshwater species) recorded from Otuwhero, the Raumanuka/Kumera Scenic
Reserve and in the Waimea Inlet in Niemans and Pearl Creeks;

m the regionally threatened South Island fernbird at Otuwhero and Waimea Inlet;

® the endangered white hercn and threatened Royal spoonbill have over-wintering populations
at the Motueka Delta, Moutere Inlet, and Waimea Inlet;

w threatened little egret at Waimea Inlet and Moutere Inlet;

m  both the rare variable oystercatcher and the threatened banded dotterel breed on Motueka
Sandspit

m the threatened caspian tern and black-fronted tern are found on the Motueka Delta

m  the river-dwelling wrybill stops off occasionally during its internal migrations at the Motueka
Delta and the Waimea Inlet;

" a number of internationally migratory waders, especially the western bar-tailed godwit, with
knots and turnstones are present at Marahau and Otuwhero, Motueka Delta, Moutere and
Waimea Inlets; and

= |ittle biue penguins are known to inhabit the coastline around Tasman and Golden Bays.

2.5 Motueka Sandspit. Outside Farewell Spit in Goiden Bay, the largest roost site within the
Tasman District is the Motueka Sandspit. Other sites mentioned above have a number of smaller
roost sites.

Supporting a population of around 6000+ birds, this Sandspit is second only to Farewell Spit in its
importance for coastal and migratory (international and national) bird habitat in the northern area of
the South Island. Evidence shows that the Motueka Sandspit is habitat for 40% of all northern
migratory shorebirds in Tasman Bay during the summer, and 40% of all New Zealand breeding
waders in Tasman Bay during the winter.

Itis the most important site in New Zealand for both pied and variable oystercatchers (endemic oniy
to New Zealand). .

rd 3
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Furthermore, the notion of visibility is inappropriate when the protected wildlife in question are
secretive, nesting birds known to inhabit particular sites. Whilst tucked away on their roost or nest
they can easily be disturbed by a dog, and remain entirely invisible to the dog owner until it is too
late. We also believe that visibility is an inappropriate response in any situation where there are
vegetative or other forms of cover. It only provides a degree of certainty in wide open spaces.

We seek that visibility is not the sole criteria to be used for assessing ‘presence’ — although it is one
useful indicator.

3.4 Motueka Sandspit Scenic Reserve and Foreshore and Raumanukas Scenic Reserve
and Foreshore'. Significant controversy has been attached to this area over recent years. The
conflict between the requirements of a threatened bird population for peace and quiet to rehabilitate,
roost, feed, nest and breed; is contrasted against a community of dog owners who enjoy this area for
walking and exercising their dogs (amongst other disturbances outside the scope of this hearing).

The Dog Control Act 1996 clearly requires that protected wildlife be spared from injury,
endangerment, or distress from dogs (section 5 — obligations of dog owners). The policy needs to
reflect this, and the resulting bylaws should ensure this is upheld.

OSNZ have provided you with clear information about the requirements of birds on this particular site.
This is one of the most comprehensive and informed works you have received with regards to the
values of protected wildlife on Motueka Sandspit. This factual information must inform your decision

making.

The draft policy and bylaws fail to address this by being silent on the Sandspit, assuming that it is
adequately covered under Schedule 1. Our submission has already outlined the uncertainty created
by Schedule 1, and the resulting misinterpretations that will arise.

As a result of the controversy we have been involved in discussion with other parties, principally with
the Department of Conservation acting as a motivated mediator. Forest and Bird have been prepared
to work towards a compromise situation in an effort to at least *‘move forward’ in providing some
respite for these protected species. Details of a compromise mooted by the Department of
Conservation and discussed with our Soclety are as follows:

 Prohibition of dogs (e listing on the Dog Control Bylaw Schedule 3) in the southern end of the
Motueka Sandspit (circa 2.25 km from the Staples/Raumanukas carpark and as outlined in a
map provided by the Department of Conservation) to mean low water springs (MLWS) with
appropriate signs erected.

» Establishment of a reference group to deal with any issues that arise (including DoC, TDC, dog
owner representative, Forest & Bird, Ornithological Society of NZ, iwi). Terms of reference for

thisgroup have obviously not been established, but would be needed. Details such as timing
of meetings, objectives, and capacity would need to be explored.

» Education will continue to play a role.

= Breaches will result in a change to TDC's Dog Policy and DoC will use powers under the
Conservation Act (section 267S) to exclude dogs from the entire area.

' A combined Department of Conservation and Tasman District Council Management Plan was prepared for this area in
1995. Some of'the policies within this plan relating to dog control were superseded by the 2004 policy and subsequent
bylaws. This plan addresses other areas of concern, and is overdue for review. We urge this to be undertaken.
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the requirements of the Act, and
appears to be focused on
communities of people rather
than the full range of what must

Policy point Relevant Issue Change sought
bylaw section
Interpretation: |Interpretation |This lists some protected coastal | Either:
Protected section birds and none of the protected | |a. list all protected
Coastal Birds |Protected freshwater or land birds, or other |wildlife OR
Coastal Birds | protected wildlife that is required |b. Use definition in the
under the Act. Dog Control Act 1996
The full range of birds needs to | viz: Protected wildlife
be covered, including estuarine | means—
margin birds such as bittern and  |(a) Any animal for the
marsh crake, freshwater wetland |time being absolutely
birds such as fernbirds; riverine | protected pursuant to
birds such as blue duck/whio, and |section 3 of the Wildlife
forest birds such as Great Spotted |Act 1953; and
HA:E OEQ. protected wildlife (b) Any animal for the
species include bats, frogs and time beine partiall
lizards which are also vulnerable EP Y
. . protected pursuant to
to predation/disturbance by dogs. section 5 of the Wildlife
Act 1953, other than an
animal in such
circumstances that it
may be hunted or killed
under the authority of
subsection (2) of that
section; and
(c) Any animal that is a
marine mammal within
the meaning of the
Marine Mammals
Protection Act 1978:in
both Policy & Bylaw
Objectives These does not fully incorporate | Point 2. Change

"minimise" to avoid and
Add "stock, poultry,
domestic pets and
protected wildlife" after

be-protected-

"'community"-and Delete
"generally”

Policies and

This needs to fulfill the

Add "or causing

Methods requirements of Act disturbance or injury to
2. Make protected wildlife" after
provision for "generally"

Dog Access to

Public Places

para ]

Methods: Does not recognise rights of Change 1.1.1
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and includes

but not limited

to, 3.4.2

standard and creates uncertainty
for all parties. Wildlife by its very
nature is often discreet,
camouflaging with its
environment. Council should
consider the preparation of an
overlay (as part of the RMA
processes) that shows actual and
potential habitats for protected
wildlife as has occurred
elsewhere in NZ for example

Rodney-District-Council————

# | Policy point Relevant Issue Change sought
bylaw section
Management
1.1

10.|3. Educate Dog The role of Honorary Dog Ranger{ ADD "Honorary Dog
Owmers and needs to include the ability to Rangers may be
the enforce as well as educate. required to undertake
Community bylaw enforcement
about Dog training".

Management
1.5

11.|5. Enforce Dog Does not meet requirements of | CHANGE "threatening
Owmner the Act public safety and
Obligations comfort” to "causing a
1.3 nuisance, damage to

property, or injuring,
endangering or causing
distress to any person,
stock, poultry or
domestic animal or
protected wildlife".

12. |Schedule 1 Schedule 1 As in our discussion, the phrase |CHANGE 2. to "In an
Leash Control |Leash Control |"in the presence of" for birds and |area where protected
Areas Areas other protected wildlife is an wildlife, including birds,
2. 2. unachievable /unenforceable are likely to be present.

AND include:

In areas where signs
indicate the possible
presence of protected
wildlife, dog owners
should ensure the
following:

* dogs must remain in
the immediate proximity
of the owner (within 10
metres);

“*-dogs-mustnotbe——

allowed to enter into any
vegetation, including tall
indigenous grasses;

* dogs must be placed
on a leash at any stage
where wildlife is visibly
present within 20
metres;

* In coastal areas, dogs

must remain below

ﬁw

£




01

L
191Ul BSTHE M
4(s8undg 1121889 JO SyUeq [[oUs o} o18
I9e M\ MOT URSIA | UOnuUaW [eroads Jo Ha[u] eatme |
o), YA HOV'IdEY Jo syred Auewr £q papiactd
PUB ,YoBaq o1} | SWIA)SAS002 1) uO Juapuadop aie
3wrpnyoun), HLATAA P|  SPIq SuIpea pue spiqaIoys o
"JOJU] BT A\ UI)SED JO spaiq
syueq [[oys 21 OV 0|  Ieiemysaly pa}os1oad 1oy puels[ end end
§3{991)) UUBWOIN mog oY) 30 do SY} ul SonfeA | BIA/PUCWILONY | BIA/PUOWYIY
PUe [1BaJ QQV "q| SJIP[IM 183yS1Y 91[1 JO SUIOS dARY seary seary
—endeA/PUOWIYIRARIUT [ SRS UNBTISIN PUe [ "q | paqIyoig So¢T | paitqryoig Soc]
BOWIBA BOIR J3U] BOUIIB AL € o[npaysg ¢ a[npayos
0} Jurpeat] a3uey)) e apnyour 0} spaou JuIpesy e JuALIND JUSIIND | /]
BULY/B PO | BULM/BYSON
sy seary
sSundg £ 9[payodg | panqIoIg So(T | papqryorg Sog
IoJBAA MO URSIA[I  UT papnjour aq o) Spasu J1dspueg € a[npayos £ 9[NpaYoSs
0] JIdspueg BYSMOJA]| BSNIOJA] ‘UCISSNOSIP 9AOQE UL S JUDIIND JUaImo| 9
18|uf Aeg uspjon Aeg usp[on
oYM AV pue seory seary
BULY/eYSM O/ METRIETA payqrqorg So(q | pangrgord SoQ
01 Surpeay Arg usproon 10U € 9[Npafyog ¢ anpayos
BUTY[/e)omop oSueyd| Ag URTISRJ, UT ST Jo[uj 0Ioymni() JUBIIND juaumo| ¢1
SBaIy seary
asroraxy 8o(q| esIolexy Jo(g
paffonuoy) PR[[onuoD)
aA0qe " 935 2A0Q® ‘9 908 T I[npatos 7 9Mpayas | v
€
S[MPIYDS UIIM $97qw) druord pue
1uotudmbe punox3Aerd yo senowm
01 urgpta s3op yo uonrquryord
[[BY33B2 91} UT popnjotr
‘€ o[npayog 2 0] Spaau ysng Iawyme 'q
Ul SBOIR IS0 21 "uonrugep osroaxd ‘b SEAIY ‘b SeaIy
Jim 912 gaxe orudid oy uI Fupsjoe] ST eoxe oruold ysng | [OQUOD ysea]| [ORUC)) YszI]
spujour pue dejy| o3P Iowyne Suwmoys dew oy [ e [ a[npayos [ ampayds | ‘€]
[ses]
® U0 1871y asodrmd yons
10J popraord Aprondxe
syorn U0 SMHIAN A0qe
payJem 2q Aewr sTop
seg|
91} J30 15[y m SMHIN
U038 My)dq
wyEnos aSuvy) PHSS] DAY qurod dogpog | #




# | Policy point Relevant Issue Change sought
bylaw section
d. Rabbit Island needs a better
definition: rather than the human-
focussed "including the beach”
the definition needs to be
changed to "(to Mean Low Water
Springs)."

18. |current 342 & In this section there needs to be  {Include the National
Schedule 3 current reference (perhaps at the Parks and Department of
Dog Prohibited | Schedule 3 beginning) to dogs being Conservation land as
Areas Dog Prohibited | prohibited in all national parks.  |prohibited areas (with
ALL AREAS |Areas the proviso of the

ALL AREAS Department having
authority to mandate
otherwise via signs
and/or permits).

19. |current 342 & Reference needs to be made for | ADD: Appropriate
Schedule 3 current dog owners requiring permits for |permits are required for
Dog Prohibited | Schedule 3 access to land managed by the hunters and dogs on land
Areas Dog Prohibited | Department of Conservation (and managed by the
Exception Areas also TDC?) Department of
(last para) Exception Conservation AFTER

(last para) "...season".
3. Control of |SUPPORT - this covers the RETAIN
Dogs in Public |issues of protection ofnative

Places 3.4.2 wildlife (as required by the Dog

Control Act and the Wildlife Act
1953.)

We also support the provision of information sheets to dog owners when registering their dogs
explaining the importance of protection of habitats of vulnerable wildlife including birds, both native
and migratory. This will ensure dog owners are conscious of the obligations upon them, and provide
clarity to their responsibilities. .

Forest and Bird ﬂ:m:_Gl._um.mBm:-_u,menﬁhocanz.mo_vﬂjm-o_uuoncaﬁﬁo-mcUamﬁ.os-ﬁzm&m?manoﬁs

issue,
WE WISH TO BE HEARD

Helen Campbeli

Chair, Nelson Tasman branch

Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society Inc.
29 June 2009
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2 P.B. Banks & J. V.Bryant Dog walking impacts on wildlife

Because walkers alone induced an effect on birds intermediate
to that caused by the addirion of dogs, we then tested whether two
persons walking would also cause a greater response in birds
compared with one person walking alone (Beale & Monaghan
2004). This experiment used identical protocols to those described
above using only two treatments; one walker or two walkers, of a
range of sizes and body shapes and randomly allocated to surveys.
We surveyed 30 sites in frequently dog-walked areas and 30 sites in
infrequently dog-walked areas; 15 sites for each treatment.

In the tests for dog-walking effects, neither temperature nor
cloud cover showed a relationship to the number of bird species
(diversity) or individuals (abundance) observed (>0.25) and so
were excluded from analyses. As expected, diversity and abundance
showed a negatve relationship with wind speed (kmh™1), and
wind speed was included as a covariate in an ANCOVA for
treatment and history effects. Normality was confirmed by visual
analysis of distributions and normal quantile plots and homogeneity
of variances confirmed using Levene’s test in JMP (v. 6; SAS
Instirute, Inc., Cary, NC, 1989-2005). Homogeneity of slopes was
confirmed by initially running models with all possible interacrions
between the covariate and main effects, and any terms with p>0.25
were dropped from the model,

Changes in the diswribution of birds in the forest due to
treatment effects were examined in two ways: first, using the
proportion of the total number of bird individuals observed (seen
and heard), detected at a distance of 0-10 m from the mail, and
second, by the proportion of the total number of bird individuals
detected in the canopy layer. This approach was used to avoid
problems of independence associated with multiple categories in
propertional data, but targeted the key predictions of a response to
dog threat. Single linear regressions confirmed that the distribution
variable was not related to any of the weather covariates. The test
for muitiple walker effects followed the same protocals except that
no weather covariates were associated with bird diversity or
abundance, so ANOVA’s were used.

3. RESULTS

Dog walking caused a 41% reduction in the numbers
of bird individuals detected (F, g5=14.73, £<0.001)
and a 35% reduction in species richness (Fags=
10.76, p<<0.001) compared with untreated controls
(figure 1). Humans walking alone also induced some
disturbance but typicaily less than half that induced
by dogs (Tukey’s post hoc test: dog walking < wallk-
ing<contro! for diversity and abundance). Notably,
there was no interaction between dog-walking treat-
ments and prior access by dog walkers. Ground
dwelling birds appeared most affected; 50% of the
species recorded in control sites were absent from
dog-walked sites. For birds which did not flee the
site, there were 76% fewer individuals within 10 m of
the trail (Fg3=13.72, p<0.001) when dog walking
occurred compared with control sites, suggesting that
birds were secking refuge away from the immediate
vicinity of the threat. In the experiment testing bird

_responses to_single and_ multiple_ walkers withour. .

dogs, bird abundance (F)s55=0.04, »p=0.83) and
diversity (F) 56=0.14, p=0.70) did not change with
the addition of another human. This confirms that
birds responded uniquely and additively when dogs
accompany walkers,

4. DISCUSSION

These results reveal that even dogs restrained on
leads can disturb birds sufficiently to induce displace-
ment and cause a depauperate local bird fauna.
These effects were in excess of significant impacts
caused by human disturbance, which also caused
to decline in diversity and abundance. Responses
to transient human disturbance are well known

Biol. Lerr.
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Figure 1. Dog walking in natural areas reduces (a) bird
abundance and (&) bird diversity. Ninety sites were treated
with either walkers with dogs on leads (black bars), walkers
alone (grey bars) or mo treatment (white bars), Half the
sites were in areas where dog walking was permitted and the
other where dogs were prohibited. Values represent lease-
squared means +s.e. from an ANCOVA which included
significant wind effects.

(Blumstein er al 2005) and predicted to lead to
population-level impacts on some birds species (Hill
et al. 1997). We found no net difference in bird
diversity or abundance between areas with and with-
out regular dog walking receiving the same treatment,
suggesting that long-term impacts in this area may
be small.

That the effects of dogs occurred even where dog
walking was frequent suggests further that local wild-
life does not become habituated to contnued disturb-
ance. Foraging theory predicts that risk-aversive
behaviour will be lost if cues to predation risk are not
spatially or temporally variable, or if they are not
reinforced (Blumstein & Daniel 2005; but see

inducing habituation to predation risk in wild animals
are relatively understudied, but there is evidence that
some birds in urban areas habituate to disturbance by
humans when risk is not realized (Keller 1989). In
our study areas, it is unlikely that predation risk from
dog walking is frequently realized because off-the-lead
dog walking is not allowed, although it did occur
occasionally. It is probable though that roaming
domestic dogs maintain predation pressure on birds,
even though their numbers would be very low
compared with the intensity of use by dog walkers,
The dramatic reduction in bird diversity and
abundance in response to dog walking has immediate
implications for other popular recreational activities

E
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7 Tasran District Council™—

Tasman District Council

Draft Policy on Dogs 2009 and Dog Control Bylaw 2009

Submitter details (please print clearly):

Yourypname: «
M»Lr\fb

Your postal

—Nl_unq&
=

number O3 S AIB ALY

Your email address:

allanh@ A

D . CO. N2 .

Wouyld you like to speak to your submission at a Council meeting held for this purpose?

ES YWNO
Are you writing this submission as:

Yon behalf of an organisation

g individual or
f an organisation, please name the organisation:

310

Q.“ﬁaa Tn& .

Your comment (please continue overleaf if you require more space):

| oppose clause 3.4.2 of TDC's draft new

Dog Control Bylaw because it constitutes (inter-alia) a thinly disguised attempt by TDC to intrgduce a ban on
dogs in many unidentified piaces in the district including the Motueka Sandspit. 4 M QQN%JQ_.Q Reack~

This draft Bylaw is unreasonable, ultra vires TDC's powers and uncertain in its effect.

Motueka Sands

Signed:

i submit that clauge 3.4.2 should be deleted from the draft and the status quo maintained in respect of the
it
f\mm

Please note: All written submissions will be

made available to Councillors and the public.

Please write clearly, as all submissions are photocopied.
Please send your submission to:

Date: %W\@@\\Oaw .

Or drop your submission into Council at 189
Queen Street, Richmond, or your local
library
or service centre.
Alternatively email your submission to:

.. dogcontrol@tasman.govinzorfax 003 __|.

Private Bag 4
Richmond
Nelson 7050

543

9524.

We need {o receive your submission by
Tuesday 30 June 2009.

Copies of the Draft Policy on Dogs 2009
and

Draft Dog Control Bylaw 2009 are available
at

Council officesfService Centres, Libraries
and

on the Council website

winw tasman novt ny
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Tasman District Council

Draft Policy on Dogs 2009 and Dog Conirol Bylaw 2009 SRR

Submitter details (pfease print clearly):

Yaur name: lv EN m_b LDER

Fey -

Your postal address: b.O.r.N I\A...N._\.m{

Ko R

UPPER _ MOUTER

E_HFS

Your daytime phiona . & r
number; OW. mu UUM/Q N

Your email address:

awaregre 4 @ 1@«.@%\@%\. Nel 07

Would you like to speak to your submissian at a Council meeting held for this purpose?

E\ﬁmﬂ

Are you wriling this submission as:
a an individual or

If an organisation, please name the organisation:

O w

D on behall of an argarisation

Your comment {please continue averleaf if you

require more space):

AedAse S ATACHED  QNGUE  SHEET .

a2 C=200F)

Signed: e -
Please .:QW&EU%FM:\@EM stons will be mads avaable to Courcillors and the public.

Please wrile n_ﬁmm@...\ma\ sulpnissions are pholocopied.

Please send your submission fo: Allernatively email your submission fo:
Tasman District Council dogcontral@tdc govinz or fax {o 03 543 9524,
Private Bag 4 We nead to receive your submission by
Richmond Tuesday 30 June 2005.

MNeison 7050 Copies of the Draft Policy on Dogs 2009 and

Or drop your submission into Council at 189
Queen Street, Richmond, or yeur local library
or sefvice cenfre.

Draft Dog Control Bylaw 2008 are available at
Counc ofiices/Service Cenfres, Libraries and
on the Council website www tasman.govi.nz.

2)
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Tasman District Council PECENED
Draft Policy on Dogs 2009 and Dog Control Bylaw 2009

Cfe

Submitter details {piease print clearly):

TEYOY RACYTL. G

Your name: N
SEN CALDER

Your postal address: " .u. I ARLIE -y _‘\NW RDA
UPPER _MOUTERE 95

Your daytime phone .
number: O3-50-32A 0il

Your email address:

w3 ﬂmﬂm\p@ ,,\.umﬂ.m,ofmu@ Jel ooz

Would you like to speak to your submission at a Council meeting held for this purpose?

E\ YES D NO

Are you writing this submission as:

D an individual or E\ on behalf of an organisation
LU \ i
If an organisation, please name the organisation: Z@T&uﬁ \”thw i ﬂmv.._D“:J@ Q‘\FT ’3 &
A ﬁ\

Your comment (please continue overleaf if you require more space):

Plhase S, gt I aheoks

s N

0y

Signed™.

S e Date: M.n‘ww ~0b~ .N.D%

L, i
Please noterAll E:abbau.mzu Ssions will be"made availabile io Coaricilors arid tie pablic.

FPlease wrife clearly] as all subinissions are pholocopied.

Please send your submission to: Alternatively email your submission to:
Tasman District Council dogcontrol@ide.govt.nz or fax to 03 543 9524,
Private Bag 4 We need to receive your submission by
Richmand Tuesday 30 June 2009.
MNelson 7050 Copies of the Draft Policy on Dogs 2009 and
Draft Dog Control Bylaw 2009 are available at
Or drop your submission into Council at 189 Councl! offices/Service Centras, Libraries and
Queen Street, Richmond, or your local library on the Council website www tasman.govt.nz.
ar service centre.
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WHAT IS CANINE GOOD CITIZEN

This New Zealand Kennel Club endorsed Scheme, launched at the National Dog Show on Thursday 25th
September 2003, is a National Certification program that tests dogs and handlers in simulated everyday
situations in a relaxed atmosphere. It identifies and rewards dogs that have the training and demeanour to be
reliable family members as well as good-standing community members because the dog is trained and
conditioned to act with good manners in the home, in public, and in the presence of other dogs. It is open to all
purebred and crossbred dogs aged 12months or over with the exception of the currently classified as menacing
breeds under Schedule 4 of the Dog Control Act 1996 which are: American Pit Buil Temier; Dogo Argentino: Brazilian

Fila; Japanese Tosa.

To obtain Canine Good Citizen Ceriificates, dogs are assessed by a qualified assessor and must pass all tests set in
each grade before attempting the next level. tt is divided into four levels: Foundation; Bronze; Siiver; Gold. Certificates
are issued by the New Zealand Kennel Cilub where the dogs will be registered onto a database.

See attached copy of Test ievels and topics covered.

In the Responsibility and Care section of each level of Canine Good Citizen a knowledge of such things as dog weight
guidelines; legal obligations of Dog Owners (section 5, Dog Control Act 1996) ; health issugs ; dogs in vehicles fraining
equipment and where to use leads etc; dogs with children / babies; Nuisance dogs and barking; Off lead controls:
sacialisation and dog behaviour ie territorial / play / aggression ; dogs leaming and behaviour retraining; and lastly
legistation and Local authority regulations and By-Laws are covered in some depth.

Any dog found to subsequently breach the standards, will be removed from the list and advertised that it has been.

SOME FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS

*  Who conducis CGC?
Registered CGC Clubs and authorized providers throughout NZ.

s What do fget iff attend a CGC course?
The understanding of how to train your dog to deal with every day situations and the opportunity to sit a test if you
wish that if you pass will give you a CGC title, depending on what fevel you sit.
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b. Out of 3 vehicle
19. Conirol at steps

20. Wallk on iead and reaction to distraciions in s public area
a. Walk on fead
b. Distractions

Canine Good Citizen - Silver

21. Responsibility and cars
22, Examination of the dog by a stranger (handler af a distance)
23. Stay in a down position (uniied, handier out of sight)
24, Return fo handier (with distraciions)
25, Stop the dog
28. Advanced vehicle controi
a Inte a vahicle
b, Vehicle is moving
o Out of a vehicle
27. Staying stil and return to handler in a public arsa
28. Calm and controlled behaviour whilst in a busy public area
a. Walking
b. Staying in one arsa
c Accept being touched by a stranger
Canine Good DHizen - Sold
29, Fespon 3 AP
30,
3t.
32.
=0
33.
34. g A pubhe men
=630
noa bl spes
35. .
37. =
38.




"ssaooxd o

oy apdoad 309uu00 J0U $I0P BOISSNISIP U0 0} JU0 -sanred pajsaraiur apupur asnur sy 7, “90ed axe;
03 spaau saveds Sumpea -Sop sanrusale SuBesiaus vorssnosp JqeIpunol aapeaouu] Alddnspoys .

Ut 7 pure] 93y saoe[d 71N swos ur pafern Suraq st -1ods 307 9sn UF 30U 978 A3 UaYA -FuIsIoTaxe
Sop 303 sppy s370ds JO 35N AY T, "SUMO] JO 30UEISEP SURJ[EA UTFIAM 9q OF P33T SEAJE ISIDIIXT]
"PagImIsIpUN sEA APIPIA A[snorasrd azaya

Supifes 303 dn pausdo Suraq o1z seare 930w se 0s Aferoedss sy SpqHEdUIOSUT USYO BTE SPIIQ PUE
S30p O XKW 2Y) SIYAM BITE SNDOJ T SFE SIULNISE] "SLITE IJFPJA PUE SULIENISS Wokj Aeme - Sursiiaxe
Sop 305 sEare 35€9[-330 2AREWIANE ©F BIAE 9q O SPISU GORTIAPISUO AIPIIA JO uoRd330rd SISUS O,

iseare Supqem Jo(g
SIPIA paajoid ploy
YOI S83TE SULBN]SI SATISUIS WI0T] AEME - PIYSH]PISI 3¢ OF PI2U SEITE 98I0I9X3 SOp [qeims o
‘Burew

TIOISPIP MOA WIOJUT 0] SPI3y SPIIq JO JuRWIMbax Sy HO GONEWIOFU [eNJOTf ST, TeISE0D
Apeonged ‘sopads prq o3 syearp [eguaiod pue Jo sjuaurosmbas ‘SIENGEY U TGO VORLWIOJ
Supnpur L1310 reotSoforprus(y aup 4q yoressss ydop wr yya payddns usaq sey pounoy) oYy, e

poprpoue 3G of Jsi JFPHA 03 193dsa1 U samrpqisvodsar s xoumo Socg 'suonedqo
7ot SuruIpno Jo swal vy s1umo Sop 03 UondNp 7w apiaoid o3 spesu forod o], e

"duEIIodU [BUONEUIRIY] PUE [EUOREU JO spiiq Suipaag pue Gunsau

“Supsoos /Bunsar Suoure sSop oty H[em o1 G oyl se 5 predor Apussard szoumo s1Emo-Sop

J0 Bquny e ey sreadde )t BORIPPE UT 10MmSIP 91 JO JPIA ot 03 30adsax wr wonoajord Jusnns
2413 10U saop preasoy md gz avlhg Jonuor) Soq puE 600z sSo( wo Lonog 1yex 1uasaxd YT,

953UY UF PIPTOUY ST JFPEA 30§ UONI3103q Te (205 ST I TOMISIp SIq OF TUEROTUT STOJIPIA

vorssiqns Awr o3 yeads o) ysia |

TOISSTUICNS [EOPIATPU]

600T 2e[ig ronuo) Joq pur 600z sfoq wo Lofog yer
Pouno)) OS] UeWsE] 9y

zood Sny@yisqpueduoy
Z126s 826 co ud

0TI . wPI0N

Lend) exomop 6
welagy g

0504 prowIRy

“ Seg areang

[FaUNO7) 19W15T(] WETIISE §,
“Touwre] 4504 Y],




Motueka Sandspit

Motueka Sandspit has 40% of international migratory birds and 40 % of endemic oystercatchers which
are of national & intemational importance. Birds rest/roost, nest on the spit and feed in the adjacent
estuaries. The value of the spit as a roosting site and feeding area for wading bitds has become even
more important recently with the very high spring tides causing the Waimea estuary roosting sites to
become flooded so that more bitds flock to the Sandspit. They have nowhere else to go.

The surrounding estuatine tidal area is a great deal larger than the spit itself.

The dry area- above mean high water springs is a DOC Scenic Reserve.

Below mean high watet springs is under TDC control.

This is proving problematic because the feeding birds move gradually up mto the DoC Scenic Reserve
as the tide rises and here roost (Le. rest) as they wait for the tide to fall. This process is reversed on the

outgoing tide.

"The resting time is normally around 2 couple of hours either side of high tide. Around high tide - this
bird-resting time- is often the time when people like to walk their dogs onto the spit because of
landscape values. This causes disturbance to the roosting birds, and puts nesting birds in crisis.

This has been shown in a recent study on dogs near birds. In this study all dogs wete walked on a lead.
It was shown that dog-walking in woodland resulted in: a 35% reduction in bird diversity and a 41%
reduction in abundance, compared with control ateas. The smudy recommended support for long-term prohibition of
dog-walking in sensitive conservation areas.

(Peter B. Banks and Jessica V. Bryant, School of Biological, Earth and Environmental Sciences,
University of New South Wales as reported in ‘The Royal Society Journal 2007).

I submit:-
1. The policies have need of clear direction to be provided to dog owners in terms

of outlining their obligations. This entails s#cluding responsibilities in respect to
wildlife.

2. 'The Motueka Sandspit and the area down to ML.WS be required to be a zone
where dogs are prohibited (under Schedule 3) because of the known and well-
researched populations of threatened — and protected — wildlife

3. A compromise provided all parties agree, and that the outcomes have significant
gains for the protected wildlife on the Motueka Sandspit:-

The potential compromise should at minimum mean that dogs can be present, under
Schedule 1 (NOT Schedule 2), south of the pipeline and north of Harbour Road. The
remainder of the Motueka Sandspit Scenic Reserve and adjoining land to MLWS should

be included in Schedule 3
4. I am unhappy that any dogs are on the Motueka Sandspit given the evidence of

abundant threatened, protected wild- life present; and this compromise would
only be acceptable provided all other parties were to agree, and a committee of

o 7 |
2.5 2



600 ‘0¢ sun[ ‘Aepsony,
weligv o

i

‘SuIRwB0Y Awr vv104 03 frurgroddo sy Surpraoxd 103 nok quey T,

((8)g uonoss) sprppa
pa393303d 03 SSAMSIP 3sneD 3O “IeGuepus ‘omfur J0u op sSop ;oL e SISUD O} sISUMO SOp S[qEUD
‘sgunp-oqpo 1s3uowre ‘o3 sSop uo-dorjod & apedword o3 paunory soxmbar gg6r 19y [onu0y Soq T

10y [omuo)) Socy ap vrya pajels Apondxa
a1e 953y, 'Pa309303d 23% saroads PaASI 2IMSUL 01 UBYE) 3G O} SIINSLIUW SIUIPNO €66T 1OV SJIPIM €1

‘uonosjord ammbaz eune] snousBpur
JO SYeqEY JUEDJTuSIS 979U M Pa)IIsal o 03 ST ‘@ouejzodur] [EUOREN] JO JONEJ € OS[E ST YoM

JO JUSWNDVEYUS PUE DUBUDIUIELL 91 ‘22 SUIIEWI [E1SE0I 2} Juole pue 03 ssaooe Jrqud 1°6'¢ 4a04
‘sarads Lxoyeadnu o3 yuelrodun seore

70 s310ads a[qeIsuna SurreInod LR UO $3109)53 as33ApeE [enuajod yo [enoe Surdpawas 10 Jurproae
(ere 351UT) Aq PRASIDE 5q JUSUITOTIATS [2ISEOD S JO JOEIEYD [eIJeu JO uonrasasard oy ey
fmong reuoneN 3o 31l ® se ‘sammbaz 77'] G661 JudwAIElg Lo1jo J [21SE0D) PUB[EIZ MAN 7]

"SUOREIIUSE 21mny 703 Swasds023 yo Anoedes Sunzoddns-ayr) ayp Surureisns

spya Fumaqpem ssprununuod pue s[doad jey Lea e uy soomosss eorsdyd pue Jerngeu jo juswaSeuewr
S[qeUTEISNS 3T AT 0} §1 32y sup jo asodmd a7, [e61 19V IudwdFeULIAf 20IN0S9Y T°]
NOLLVISIOHAT T

SOMITIqISUOdsar s [pUnoY
3o Aue woi3 91¥3039p J0u Op pue Areruowerdwros ore Aoy Jeuy yuerrodun st 31
SIOY 9ATE[SISO] “(M0[2q TBAOT]S) 311 JO [[E FOPUN SINIGSU0Odsar 9ARY [IDUNON) S g

NIVIHYH <561 PV
PP Y3 Pue 10V [oruo) o] a3 £q paxmbax se) SPp[iA SABET JO TOR29303d
JO SOnSSt 3 SPA0D S - [HOJ/LS TH'E $39¥[d Wqnd WF $80(J JO [0RTO]) "¢ L

Juasard
SPIq S} B FOA0D 10U $90P PIPTITY ISF 1FOS DY, JO¢ P[4 Y} UL PIpUawe
PUE PIUTEIBOD SE-1ST [ Y3 9PN[IUF J9)19q P[OA SJ[p[ pa3aazoxd 10 181 9T, "9

PP JO BONII0Fd IFNSTDS 0] IOPI0 UT PIYSHEISI 3¢ O) SEIFL SPYP[Ia
PUE SQUFENISI SARISUIS WOIJ ABAT Fursiioxo S0P J0] SEoFe 9583[-JJO QANEUIN[Y G

“g9¥E 93 WOy s30p [7e Jo (Do 29 DL Aq) UOTSOPXS UK JjNsaF
03 asTwoxdwod SHY} JO SaYIEaIq F0J saouanbosuod pue ‘paureruTens st aouedwod
amsud s1umo Sop ‘suonn]os a1enodou 0] dn 3as st sonTed PaIsaIRIUI 99T



Department of Conservation

N
9 Te Papa Atawhai

FILE: LCA-41-62
(DOCDM-440458)

30 June 2009

Tasman District Council
Administration Officer - Regulatory
Private Bag 4

RICHMOND 7050

Dear Sir/Madam

SUBMISSION - DRAFT POLICY ON DOGS 2009 & DOG CONTROL BYLAW 2009

Please find enclosed a submission by the Director-General of Conservation in respect of the
publicly notified Tasman District Council draft Policy on Dogs 2009 and draft Dog Control

Bylaw 2009.

The Nelson/Matlborough Conservancy of the Department of Conservation would like to be
heard when the Council considers submissions. Please notify the undersigned (ph 546 3164,
khughes(@doc.govt.nz) of the date and time of any hearing, or if you wish to discuss any of the
matters raised prior to the hearing.

The following information is intended to clarify the role that the Department has in relation to
dog control on public conservation land within the Nelson/ Marlborough Consetrvancy; which
includes most of the Tasman Disttict (the area to the west of the Maruia River is within the West

Coast Conservancy).

National Parks

Dogs are not allowed in 2 national park unless they are authotised. For the national parks within
"Tasman District Council’s boundary (Abel Tasman, Kahurangi, and Nelson Lakes) a dog control
permit is required from the Department in accordance with section 56B of the National Parks
Act 1980. Exceptions are provided where the dog is 2 guide or companion dog; or the person
taking the dog into the park is a member of the Police, a ranger, an_officer or_employee_of.the

Department, a Customs Officer, or a seatch and rescue person.

Resetves

Dogs are not allowed on reserves administeted by the Department under the Reserves Act 1977
unless they are authorised. This authorisation may be in the form of a dog control permit or
Department of Consetvation signage that cleatly identifies where a dog may be taken without a
permit (tef. section 94 of the Resetves Act 1977).

Nelson/Marlborough Conservancy Office

mmnm”m._ooh.v?ﬁoaow&&wum,Hmawnmmmm.ﬁmnﬁzmmmob.
Hum?ﬂnw.wmmuz.&mopﬂoHPZnéNm&ubm
Telephone 03-546 9335, Fax 03-548 2805 \-“ ‘
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Dog Control Act 1996

To: Tasman District Council
Submission on: Draft Policy on Dogs 2009; Draft Dog Control Bylaw 2009
Name: : Alistait Morrison, Director-General

Statement of Submission by the Director-General of Conservation

Pursuant to section 83(1)(g) of the Local Government Act 2002 and section 10(1) of the Dog
Control Act 1996, I, Alistair Mortison, Director-General of Consetvation, make the tollowing
submission on the Draft Policy on Dogs 2009 and the Draft Dog Control Bylaw 2009,

My submission is structured as follows:

()  The specific provisions of the draft policy and draft bylaw that my submission relates to
ate set out below using the same system of identifying numbers as that contained in the
draft policy and bylaw;

(@) My submissions are set out immediately following these headings, together with the
decisions I seck from the Council. These decisions may suggest new or revised wording
for identified sections of the draft policy or bylaw. This wording is intended to be
helpful. Relief with alternative wording of like effect to the submission made may be
equally acceptable; and

(@) The wording of relief sought shows new text as underlined and original text to be

deleted as strikethrough.

Three abbreviations are used throughout the submission, as follows:
TDC Tasman District Council

DCA Dog Control Act 1996
Department  Department of Conservation {on behalf of the Director-General)

GENERAI SUBMISSION

SUBMISSION

The provisions of the draft policy and draft bylaw are generally supported, unless specific
submissions (as set out below) state otherwise. The implementation of these documents is
considered necessary to achieve TDC’s responsibilities set by the DCA and the Local

Government Act 2002.

DECISION SOUGHT

Retain the policy and bylaw in their present forms, subject to the decisions sought through the
submissions that follow.
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Policies and Methods

Policy 2. Make Provision for Dog Access to Public Places

SUBMISSION

The safety of protected wildlife on public places is also an issue that should be addressed by this
policy (and it is covered in the bylaws).

DECISION SOUGHT
Amend the policy as follows:

“Dog owners must be provided with a reasonable level of access to public places without
compromising the safety and comfort of members of the community generally or

protected wildlife.”

Method 1.2.8
SUBMISSION

There is no year given for the reference to the Conservation Act.

DECISION SOUGHT
Add “1987” after “Conservation Act’.

Policy 5. Enforce Dog Owner Obligations

SUBMISSION
"The policy should also address enforcement action with respect to protected wildlife.

DECISION SOUGHT

Amend the policy as follows:

“Utllise the powers of enforcement under the Dog Control Act 1996 so as to ensure the
safety of the community generally and protected wildlife, and to penalise and deter
irresponsible dog ownership.”

Method 1.3

SUBMISSION

This method needs to be expanded to include reference to protected wildlife.
DEecIsIoN SOUGHT

Amend the method as follows:
“Use powets to remove dogs threatening public safety and comfort; or injuring,

endangeting ot causing annoyance, distress or a nuisance to any protected wildlife.”
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DRAFT DOG CONTROL BYLAW

2. Interpretation

SUBMISSION
{(D-@v)} Refer to submission on the Policy above.

(v) There are three definitions that are not found elsewhere in the bylaw — ‘Animal Welfare
Inspector’, ‘Probationary Owner’ and ‘Protected Coastal Birds’.

(vi)  The two definitions ‘Continuous Control’ and Teash Control’ are not necessary, and as
‘Leash’ 1s defined reference to a chain or lead is not required.

(vi)  The definitions of ‘Controlled Dog Exercise Area’, Dog Prohibited Area’ and ‘Leash
Control Area’ can be refined.

DECISION SOUGHT
(-(v) Refer to decision sought on the Policy above.
(vi) Amend the definition of ‘Continuous Control’ as follows:

“Continuous Leash Control means that the dog is kept under control by means of
a leash;-ehainorlead which is secured or held by a person capable of restraining the
dog so that the dog cannot break loose.”

Subsequently amend further references to ‘Continuous Control’ or “Leash Control’.

(vi)  Amend the definitions of ‘Controlled Dog Exescise Area’, ‘Dog Prohibited Area’ and
‘Leash Control Area’ as follows:

“Controlled Dog Exercise Area means amy public place so-defined-within the
District, as identified in Schedule 2, where 2 dog may be exercised off the leash

but must still be under effective nObﬁoHHmwﬂ@m%bmum@.me.m@%mﬁmu@%mmm

“Dog Prohibited Area means asy public place so-defined-within the District, as
identified in Schedule 3, where a dog is prohibited either generally or at specified

times.{See-Sehedule-3)”
“Leash Control Area means any public place se-defined-within the District, as
identified in Schedule 1, whete a dog is required to be kept under continuous

leash control-by-means-ofaleash.{see Schedule-13”

3. Control of Dogs in Public Places

SUBMISSION

Clause 3.4.2 is better placed in Schedule 3.

DECISION SOUGHT
Delete clause 3.4.2 and amend Schedule 3 (please refer to the submission below on Schedule 3).
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SUBMISSION

Clause 14.1 uses the term “authorised officer’.

DECISION SOUGHT

See submission above.

Schedule 1 —I.eash Control Areas

SUBMISSION

®

(i)

Schedule 1 only needs to identify the areas that are Leash Control Areas for the purposes
of clause 4.1 (as re-written above).

The second area identified does not need to differentiate between protected birds and
protected wildlife, as the former is encompassed by the latter in accordance with the
defmition of ‘protected wildlife’ in the DCA. Also, the term ‘in the presence of is
ambiguous, both from the petspective of a dog owner as well as a dog control officer or
dog ranger. The DCA provides further guidance on this issue.

DECISION SOUGHT

Reference clause 4.1 following the titles “Schedule 1” “Leash Control Areas” and delete
the wording in bold “Every dog ... while that dog is:”

Amend the description of the second area as follows:

endangerment, distress, annoyance, disturbance or threat to any protected wildlife;
ignage indicates that protected wildlife is likely to be present”

Include a definition of protected wildlife in the Interpretation section. A suggested
definition is as follows:

“Protected Wildlife means any animal that is absolutely or partially protected in
accordance with the Wildlife Act 1953 and any marine mammal within the meaning of
En Marine Mammals Protection Act qu HFG includes all indigenous and miprato

Opystercatcher, Weka, White Heron White-faced Heron, White-fronted Tern, Wrybill”

Note: many of the above birds are classified as threatened or at risk. Further information
can be provided if requited.
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®)

1)

(vii)

(viii)

(1x)

given that the holiday park has a year round prohibition while the beach is only for the
summer months.

The Department seeks an extension to the period of time that Tata Beach is closed to dogs
outside of the summer months. This is based on the year-round use of T'ata Beach bya

significant number of spotted shags (500 — 2500). The shags visit the beach most mornings
at dawn fot about an hour and are vulnerable to disturbance by dogs. The curtent summer

closure period is apptopriate.

The exception to dog prohibited areas for game hunting dogs should be a specific clause
under clause 6 and clear definitions provided for what is considered to be a ‘game hunting
dog’ and what is ‘the recognised hunting season’. In addition, this provision would still be
subject to othet legislative requirements in respect of land managed by the Department.

Many of the maps used to identify the Prohibited Dog Areas along the coastline may be
difficult for dog owners to interpret on the ground due to the dynamic changes that
naturally occur to beaches, estuaries and sandspits.

The Department seeks the addition of a number of other estuaries within the Golden Bay
area to protect their high natural values, including being habitat to threatened and at risk
birds. These estuaries are: Puponga estuary; Pakawau estuaty; Onahau estuary; Ligar Bay
estuary; and Wainui estuary.

The Department seeks the addition of the foreshore of the islands of Abel Tasman
National Park to Schedule 3. These areas are within the Abel Tasman Foreshore Scenic
Reserve (ATFSR) jointly administered by TDC and the Department (through an
Administration Committee). The Administration Committee is in the process of preparing
a management plan for the ATFSR, which will address the issue of where dogs can and
cannot go on the reserve, but currently dogs are allowed on all parts of the reserve (subject
to existing bylaws). The reason for seeking prohibited dog area status over the foreshore of
the islands is that these islands possess significant biodiversity values including a number of
nationally endangered species (including kiwi) that are vulnerable to dogs. In addition, it
will help to remove any enforcement ambiguity surrounding dogs being on the islands as to
where the boundaty of the national park is (dogs not permitted), and it will provide for a
holistic and simple message to the public i.e. no dogs on the islands.

The Department seeks the addition of part of Motueka Sandspit Scenic Reserve and the
adjoining foreshore to Schedule 3. Motueka Sandspit Scenic Reserve was set apart and
classified as a scenic reserve (subject to section 19(1)(b) of the Reserves Act 1977) in June
1992, and is administered by the Department. The seaward boundary of the reserve is the
Mean High Water Mark. This boundaty is ambulatory, which means that it moves as the
sandspit naturally erodes and accretes. Consequently, the cadastral boundary, which was
surveyed in 1990, is misleading when used in maps as it does not equate to the sandspit on

the ground today.

Section 19(3) of the Resetves Act requires the reserve to be administered and maintained
such that: the flora and fauna, ecological associations, and natural envitonment and beauty
are preserved; the public have freedom of entry and access unless conditions and
restrictions are necessary for the protection and well-being of the reserve; and, in all
instances, nothing can be authorised with respect to fauna that would contravene any
provision of the Wildlife Act 1953.

Scenic resetves are areas where dogs are prohibited unless otherwise authorised. However,
Motucka Sandspit Scenic Reserve has historically been part of a wider area (that includes
Raumanuka Scenic Reserve at the northern end of the spit) where dogs have been allowed
to be taken, on and off a leash and the Department would like to see this opportunity
continue where impacts on roosting and/ot nesting bitds can be avoided. Signage, which is
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“Hunting Season means an open season for game as declared by the Nelson/
Matlbotough Fish and Game Council in accordance with sections 15 and 16 of the Wildlife

Act 1953.”

Note: anyone taking a dog onto conservation land for hunting putposes needs a hunting
permit and a dog permit from the Department. These permits may be for specific areas,
depending on whete some one wishes to hunt. In the case of marginal strips, 2 person ay
get a permit that allows them to hunt in such ateas generally but the permit may identify
specific sites where hunting cannot occut.

(v))  Use the recent aerial photographs that TDC has acquired as the basis for the maps.
Generally, people ate better able to identify features that they know from photogtaphs.

(vi)  Add the estuaries (Puponga estuary; Pakawau estuary; Onahan estuary; Ligar Bay estuaty;
and Wainui estuary) to Schedule 3. Maps 2 - 6 identifying these areas are appended.

(vit)  Add the foreshore of the islands of Abel Tasman National Patk to Schedule 3. For clarity,
these islands are: the Tata Islands; Tonga Island; Pinnacle Island; Totara Rocks; Six Foot

Rock; Adele Island; Fisherman Island; and Ngaio Island.

(ix)  Add part of the Motueka Sandspit to Schedule 3, as identified on Map 7 (Dog Prohibited
Atea, south of the red line). The remainder of atea will remain subject to the provisions
(whichever may apply in the circumstances) of the Reserves Act 1977, the Dog Control Act
1996 and TDC’s Dog Control Bylaw 2009. The existing signage will need to be amended in
accordance with this, and a new sign will need to be erected on the sandspit indicating
whete the Dog Prohibited Area statts. The suggested wording for this area is as follows:

“Motueka Sandspit (including the foteshote) from the sign southwards”

Rodney David Witte
Acting Community Relations Manager
Nelson/Matlborough Conservancy

Department of Conservation
Acting pursuant to delegated authority on hehalf of the Director-General of Conservation

..........................................

. .Date
Address for service of submitter: Department of Consetrvation
Nelson/Matlborough Conservancy
Private Bag 5
Nelson 7040
Telephone: 03 546 9335
Fax: 03 548 2805
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Map 2

Puponga Estuary Dog Prohibited Area
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I:l Farewell Spit Nature Reserve;
Puponga Farm Park; Scenic Reserve - Puponga

Legal parcel
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Map 4
hibited Area

Onahau Estuary Dog Pro

ited Area
Esplanade Reserve - Rangihaeata

Dog Prohib
Legal parcel
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Map 6
Wainui Estuary Dog Prohibited Area

"
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Y .
BZ&] Doy Prohibited Area
Abel Tasman National Park
Abel Tasman Scenic Reserve
’: Conservation Area - Wainui Road
l:l Marginal Strip - Wainui River
Legal parcel
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NEW ZEALAND

25 June 2009

Annie Brown

Tasman District Council

189 Queen Street

Richmond

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: DRAFT DOG CONTROL BYLAW 2009

Please find enclosed a submission on behalf of Fish & Game in relation to Tasman
District Council’s Draft Dog Control Bylaw 2009.

Fish & Game wish to be heard in support of their submission.

Yours sincerely

Lawson Davey
Fish & Game Officer
Nelson/Marlborough Fish and Game

2>

Siatutory managers of freshwater sports fish, game birds and their habitats

Nelson/Marlborough Region

PO Box 2173, Stoke, Nelson 7041, New Zealand. Telephone (03} 544 6382 Facsimile {03) 544 4058 Email: admin@nmfifgc.co.nz
www. fishandgame.org.ne
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Submission

Fish & Game are generally supportive of the Draft Dog Control Bylaw 2009
and the principle of enabling the general public to use public areas without
fear of attack or intimidation by dogs. Fish and Game also agree that dog
owners have an obligation and responsibility to properly care for their dog(s)
and their behaviour. We also recognised the need for dog owners to carry a
leash when in public places and for dogs not to disturb or molest protected
wildlife or stock.

Fish and Game is however concerned over some of the proposed wording of
the Draft Dog Control Bylaw 2009 and its implications, in particular Clauses
3.4.2, 4.1 and Schedule 1, clauses 2 & 3.

Clause 3.4.2

The current wording of Clause 3.2.4 “To profect native wildlife, dogs are
prohibited from being on any public conservation land administered by the
Department of Conservation unless the owner has authorisation (via a
permit or official signage) from the Department of Conservation to take a
dog onto a particular area of conservation land” has several of implications
the Council may not be aware of.

While the best of intentions no doubt are intended, Fish and Game submits
that the above wording would require all dog owners to get authorisation
from the Department of Conservation if crossing/utilising marginal strips or
other “unmarked” Department of Conservation administered lands.

Information isn’t readily accessible to the public regarding the location of
marginal strips or other uninarked land administered by DoC and nor is it
“marked on the ground” in most cases. It could also be argued that many of
these areas support limited protected wildlife values and therefore there is
very little reason to restrict dogs from them. Fish and Game therefore

submits the proposed wording is impractical, unwarranted and
unenforceable. One such example is the Waimea River and bermland. How
many people know that its underlying status is a Local Purpose Reserve for
soil conservation and river control purposes and is technically under DoC
Administration?

As an aside, the Wildlife Act 1953 provides absolute protection to all
wildlife (not just native species) unless otherwise specified in one of the
Schedules. The land designation itself does not provide protection to
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I1.

Fish and Game supports the requirement to have dogs under continuous
control in an urban area, cemetery or other areas deemed necessary such as
Faulkner Bush Reserve.

Schedule 3

12.

13.

14.

15.

As outlined in previous hearings, many of the locations listed in Schedule 3,
particularly the estuaries, are important game bird hunting areas. Fish &
Game promotes and encourages the use of trained gundogs to assist with
finding and retrieving game and as such supports the clause in Schedule 3
permitting the continued use of game hunting dogs in “Dog prohibited
Areas” during the game season (May-July inclusive in most areas). Fish and
Game is however aware the Department of Conservation proposes a wording
change. It is my understanding that DoC would prefer to see the exception to
game hunting dogs in dog prohibited areas being a specific clause under
clause 6 and clear definitions provided for what is considered to be a ‘game
hunting dog’ and what is ‘the recognised hunting season’.

Fish and Game would support the addition of the definitions proposed by the
Department of Conservation to the Interpretation section and the
Departments proposed Clause 6.2.

Fish and Game however are aware DoC also is proposing a Clause 6.3:

6.3 ___Clause 6.2 does not apply fo public conservation land administered by
the Department of Conservation unless the appropriate written
authorisation has been given

As outlined in the submission above, in regards to Clause 3.4.2, and DoC’s
proposed clause 6.3, Fish and Game believes requiring written approval for
all public conservation land administered by the Department of
Conservation, which includes marginal strips and unmarked reserves, is
impractical.

16.

In relation to Schedule 3, Fish & Game notes dogs are to be prohibited in
Abel] Tasman and Kahurangi National Parks. It is my understanding that
currently the Department of Conservation allows dogs on a restricted basis to
be used for pig hunting in some areas of the Abel Tasman and Kahurangi
National Parks by permit. The wording proposed will limit DoC’s ability to
continue issuing permits for pig hunting in these areas. 1 also do not believe
the reference to specific National Parks is necessary, as not only would it
potentially limit the Department of Conservation being able to issues permits

5%
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protected species such as grey teal, oystercatchers, stilts, terns etc and also
other game bird species that may not be in season or near stock. For
example when hunting the Pakawau/Puponga beach for mallards, paradise
ducks or black swan, a number of wading species are often also present.
Also when hunting for quail on the Waimea bermlands outside of the three
pheasant hunting weekends, technically dogs would have to be on a lead as
both quail and pheasants inhabit the same habitat and can be found in the
presence of one another. It is also not uncommeon to encounter stock and
provided they are under effective control and do not disturb or molest stock
or protected wildlife they should not have to be under continuous control and
on a leash. This would be neither necessary nor practical.

21.  Fish and Game supports the clause in Schedule 3 permitting the continued
use of game hunting dogs in Dog prohibited Areas during the game season,
although wouid support the Department of Conservation’s proposed new
clause 6.2: “ Clause 6.1 shall not apply to any game hunting dog during the

hunting season.”

22.  Fish and Game would support the addition of the following definitions
proposed by the Department of Conservation to the Interpretation section:

“Game means all species listed in Schedule 1 of the Wildlife Act 1953."
“Game Hunting Dog means a dog used to hunt and retrieve game.”
“Hunting Season means an open season for game as declared by the
Nelson/ Mariborough Fish and Game Council in accordance with sections
15 and 16 of the Wildlife Act 1953.”

Fish and Game wish to be heard in support of its submission, if a hearing is to be
held.

Yours sincerely

Lawson Dagey
Fish & Game Officer
Nelson/Marlborough Fish & Game
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Signed: Helen

Kingston Date: 30
June 2009

Please note: All written submissions will be made available to Councillors and the
public.

Please write clearly, as all submissions are photocopied.
Please send your submission to:

Tasman District Council

Private Bag 4

Richmond

Nelson 7050

Or drop your submission into Council at 189
Queen Street, Richmond, or your local library
or service centre.

Alternatively email your submission to:
dogcontrol@tdc.govi.nz or fax to 03 543 9524,
We need to receive your submission by
Tuesday 30 June 2009.

Copies of the Draft Policy on Dogs 2009 and
Draft Dog Control Bylaw 2009 are available at
Council offices/Service Centres, Libraries and
on the Council website www.tasman.govt.nz.

Submission:

Ligar Bay: | have lived opposite the Ligar Bay Lagoon (or Inlet) for the last 9
years. | am in support of the submission by Forest and Bird, Golden Bay Branch
and [ would like to add some of my own observations and suggestions.

Birds I have observed breeding in the Ligar Bay Lagoon: Banded rail

Birds_l-have.observed-breeding-around-the-spit-enclosing-Ligar-Bay--ageon;-or

on the rocks beside the boat moorings: Variable oystercatcher, Little Blue
penguin.

Birds | have regularly observed roosting/feeding in and around the Ligar Bay
Lagoon, the sandspit and rock areas as above: Fembird, Reef heron, S Island
pied oystercatcher, Variable oystercatcher, Caspian tern, White-fronted temn. The
fernbirds, while presumably classified as bush birds, | have observed very close
to the shoreline. Also | have been told by a longstanding resident that they have
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Tasman District Council
Draft Policy on Dogs 2009 and Dog Control Bylaw 2009

Submitter details (please print clearly):

V77V ACY ) = S o il ala
Your postal address: \ \ Q P 3oX m le \\M.l \mﬂ\ﬂ Vo it \Q .

Your daytime phone \QN v % .ml\ W 5=y w

number:

Your email address: % Q. z &%\J % LLErPA x\v\\ﬁ.wl‘\\..\|| . \S\ >

Would you like to speak to your submission at a Council meeting held for this purpose?

m\\. YES D NO

Are you writing this submission as:

5 individual or D on behalf of an organisation

If an organisation, please name the organisation:

Your comment {please continue overleaf if you require more space):

L wonll T TIHRENED Tl 557 Be Py DR
TR TR 1S 19 178 DIES  ppiEey)  wyEs
TD 1) et EOE  EX  sAe) prireEr) D msrs
AL FRATT  Donl T #70Fre] TP S wiT TP ool
OFFFES ] B, THZ  wdwmBlr) 75 p02rS 7o/ J2HE
SHor WISy B1B7  pS | T ErEmEET 5 Lo TTVES
TD DO O, sk DEFHEIR o I BT PEI—
SO PBTIE  FERA  ZETS petmBD 5Pt T2
[P FTTE  CrI), DOFY Bl Wit Jhusm JHE-
EBTEST  TERS, tw7sit DrEd  csh) BE B w57
THEF  JERBRT  NETTV g Tordlif, TPrEnf  FS  cowsPofmiges
LONCiEr)  BY GHIPIEFT  purdfidd £y TR ERY
Signed: /% \\\\\\“} Date: 2~/ “— & — \.W

e oo e Please note: Allwrilten_submissions_will be. made available fo Counciliors_and the public. . I I

Please wrife clearly, as all submissions are phofocopied,

Please send your submission to: Alternatively email your submission to:
Tasman District Council dogcontrol@tde.govi.nz or fax to 03 543 8524,
Private Bag 4 We need fo receive your submission by
Richmend Tuesday 30 June 2009.
Nelson 7050 Copies of the Draft Policy on Dogs 2009 and
Draft Dog Control Bylaw 2009 are available at
Or drop your submission into Council at 189 Council offices/Service Centres, Libraries and
Queen Street, Richmand, or your local library on the Council website www.tasman.govt.nz.

or service centre,

27
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Tasman District Council
Draft Policy on Dogs 2009 and Dog Control Bylaw 2009

Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name: mf\ﬁm\?; Z@\mmﬂ\/

Your postal address: unmvw Na.?.rse Q

Your daytime phone @ U{ \ Ur.u“ P .W \w.hw U/

number;

Your email address: Vﬂg r N\.TFM @ L Q&\:ﬁ 0- (O

Would you like to speak to your submission at a Ooc:o__ meeling held for this purpose?

E\ YES _u NO

Are you writing this submission as;

E\ an individual or _H”_ on behaif of an organisation

If an organisation, please name the organisation:

Your no_._.__.:o:ﬂ {please continue overleaf if you require mere space):

u\ri\ g fTVJ?\__v er/m\& S\:QT\__v W?\. ﬁ,\aa 9+

\\\a\xd.\y. %bn,ﬁl) W O \OGQ\ ﬁmm‘&ﬁjdr lem DE_A\P\, S\\n

Rotota; | totally oppose. Hops o5 | %&chmi\\\@

eXRSI3e “\SCKA&QN\ ol Lﬁ_\,,w W&&@T, \Lw

f@l

NEave S @Ep\\\ 4o \i?lﬁm\ | ruve 9\\6\ s o\?s

[oves o4, she doos ot drsse pw?,qw

L od A

4

és&:;ig&?& Qx@m &mj{\
o J S

\\.w\c 0SS o HUSTIneSS PANE  Bin conndie o w*l

.\m\%ﬁDﬁ%z \A\L%n\_\hx \ﬁhr\ﬁ My Q\%m. + GO

g@r\%r

wollc s~ Moo lead 5 e’ ol S T akelea.

\\«\.\p & ‘,\;Q\MBWVS.W,&NM\ Q@Q @Cﬁ\&\\ %gm 9\,&?{& w\h,n..r) g\b DMF._PH\.
Signed: MQ&\QNO § Date: m,w..« W g\

Please nole: Alf written submissions will be made available to Councillors and the public.

2

Please write_clearly, as_all_submissions.are. photocopied,

Please send your submission to: Alternatively email your submission to:
Tasman District Council dogcontrol@tdc.govt.nz or fax fo 03 543 9524.
Private Bag 4 We need to receive your submission by
Richmond Tuesday 30 June 2009.
Nelson 7050 Copies of the Draft Palicy on Dogs 2009 and
Draft Dog Control Bytaw 2009 are available at
Qr drop your submission into Council at 189 Council offices/Service Centres, Libraries and
Queen Street, Richmond, or your local library on the Council website www.tasman.govi.nz.

or service cenfre.
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Golden Bay Service Centre >\§
78 Commercial Street

P.O. Box 74 p————————

Takaka 7142 : Y™
Phone 03 525 0020 e 7ae

E855
30" June 2009

Dog Control Policy Planner
Tasman District Council
Private Bag 4

Richmond 7050

Golden Bay Community Board Submission to 2009 Tasman District Council
By-Law Review.

[ntroduction

The Golden Bay Community Board frequently receives comments/complaints
during Public forums and by telephone about the need for the control of dogs
within the Ward.

It is clear that some amendment to the By-law and more monitoring and
enforcement is needed to address these concerns, particularly where birds and
wildlife are being harassed.

Complaints also need to be responded to in a timely way. To this end, suitable
locals who are either employed as rangers or empowered as volunteers would be

very helpful.
Commercial Street, Takaka

In response to the proposal change for the business area of Commercial St
Takaka between Reilly St and the Top of the Town Dairy to become a ‘leashed

dog-area-from-the-current-no-dog-one-the-Board-conducted-a-survey-of
business premises.

The survey form was also made available to the general public with an interest in
this issue.

Golden Bay Community Board................ “Advocates for Your Place in Paradise”
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¢ There needs to be an intensive education programme and the installation
of informative notices at problem areas. These include Pakawau,
Collingwood, Parapara, Rototai, Motupipi, Pohara, Ligar Bay and Tata
Beaches.

 Additional species need to be named including white heron, spotted shag,
reef heron, white-faced heron, red and black-billed seagulls.

e The possible fines for disturbing wildlife need to be publicised in order to
raise awareness.

e The engagement of suitable local dog rangers is also supported together
with a ‘dob in a dog’ hot line.

» A colour-coded map showing ‘leash control’, ‘controlled dog exercise’ and
‘prohibited dog’ areas needs to be included in the Dog Control Pamphilet.

We DO wish to be heard in support of our submission preferably in Golden Bay.

Yours sincerely

\\\\m‘. ”Wﬁﬁqﬁ‘m.

Joe Bell
Chairperson
Golden Bay Community Board

I:'\Nancy\gb community board\submissions\2009\Dog Bylaw Review - 30th June 2009.doc
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Tasman District Council
Draft Palicy on Dogs 2009 and Dog Control Bylaw 2009
Submitter details (please print clearly):

vorname 4 FURUCLERS

Your postal address: mv n Vmﬁm &
TAUATC |
qup__._qu mwésm phone brw —— m N.w %%@

Your email address:

Would you like to speak & your submission at a Council meeting held for this purpose?

YES D NO

Are you writing this submission as:

Q an individual or _H_ on behalf of an organisation

If an organisation, please name the organisation:

Your comment (please continue overleaf if you require more space):

THE OISR R e (S A CW@D X@ﬁ&
e
CLIIANE T N FP N

.4«@21 o0 e ommw yﬁ%

Signed: ( \\_ ,\XA ?;D\R\rmu/ Date: .Nmu mf@bw

v rl\/\fr\/l/r\

Please note: All written submissians wilf be made available to Couneillors and the public.
Please write clearly, as.all submissions.are -phoiacopied:

Please send your submission to: Alternatively email your submission fo:
Tasman District Council dogcontrol@tasman.govi.nz or fax to 03 543
Private Bag 4 9524,
Richmond We need to receive your submission by
Nelson 7050 Tuesday 30 June 2009,

Copies of the Draft Policy on Dogs 2009 and
Or drop your submission into Council at 189 Draft Dog Control Bylaw 2009 are available at
Queen Street, Richmond, or your local library Council offices/Service Centres, Libraries and
or service centre. on the Council website www.tasman.govt. nz.
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__administrafion.

SUBMISSION

TASMAN DISTRICT COUNCIL DRAFT POLICY ON DOGS
AND DOG BYLAW 2009

SUBMITTER (AS AN INDIVIDUAL): Paul Dixon-Didier
POSTAL ADDRESS: 3 Wilkinson Street, Motueka
DAYTIME PHONE: 03 9896022

EMAIL: pauljendd@sxtra.co.nz

SUMISSION

The draft Policy as circulated to dog owners with the 2009/2010 Application for
Dog Registration is misleading as regards to the following Dog Prohibited Areas:

¢ Kahurangi National Park
¢ Abel Tasman National Park
¢ Nelson Lakes National Park
¢ All other Jands administered by the Department of Conservation

Reason: A duly authorized issuing officer of the Department of Conservation
may issue a Dog Access Permit for recreational purposes (hunting) under
relevant sections of the Conservation Act 1987, National Parks Act 1980 and
Reserves Act 1977 for the above areas.

Accordingly, TDC should amend its Policy on Dogs as follows:

Exception to Dog Prohibited Area:

The prohibition of dogs from specified areas does not apply to game hunting
dogs during the recognized hunting season and to dogs described in any Dog
Access Permit issued by the Department of Conservation for land under its

I attach a copy of such a Dog Access Permit for your information.

I would like to speak to this submission at a Council meeting held for this

N

purpose.

Pau!l Hﬂuos.um&m_.
28 June 2009



<%

80 exeopy uuog yuuad o - [0L0VT-NAD0A

SHIT [EUOREN
PN rduesngey] pue uewsey [oqy 0f sdew oy wo pJYSSHY seazw Y vl sSop Sununy
SN $id 305 panrmiad st Lo S§900¢ Aep pue 3jig [PUONEN ST GOSN UI PIMOTFE 101 31e s3o(
TN, AP BTN PO IO\ T RA T ® @ ST Ml
Gk AT / Lﬁr» et . RTLEEG PR, -5 TR :suonIpUon eroads

Souly Jje je jopuod Jepun Bop anoA dosy) "sBop 0} ysu g asod Aeiw
sdey auyy pue uoheAlesuos snqnd Aue uo jussaid ag Aew jonuoa 3sad oy sdeiy,, Bujuiem

wsred sHp O sUORTPUOD A Ik, £jdwod o1 [rEy 01 33URYO UE ST 3]

-a[qrssod s uoos se adyy0 Jumsst ruxrad U 01 pazodar aq 1snwy sSop Surssiy

(s1o3unYy 2x0W F0 U0 o Sssuod Ared v) Lred Fununy 1od panmured are sop MOJ JO WNWIXEW Y
UORENSIZT JUSIIND € 9AEY S50P 18U 2INSUI 1SN NI YT,

. . - sing ur panrured jou ave sdog

‘pomTEd 2q jsnw ‘ador 10 ysed] ¢ se yons (s)Jop sp Juurensas

JOSUESW ' "YD03SIAN IO P[4 ‘SUBWIMY QITYSIP 30U IS PUE SLUR [ 18 [ONV0D 32pun 3q 1snw (s)Jop Y1,
‘parmbaz aq frn Jwrad steredass v -Sununy yo £1ane oY 12409 30U seop 3rad syl

swm fue 18 poyoAsl T0 papuatie aq Avw Jrurad Y prvwep toe padnpord

put eare Jurad 91 UG (YA PITIIED 3G IS PUE 3IRWIIIJ S Aq paudis ssaqun priea J0u st raxad suyy, ‘T

SUOHTFa0, Te70055
S

ﬂ.,»mu.ﬁ:ﬂ\d

< g g

o

P Yy ‘

= = R4

:payurieJ jo aymyeusig ¢

e FE , P, LmprPsgs fo s 1o \\ 299Gy Sig ‘P T

- Pl | - rd s .

< r\rﬁ \ M L.l . ??ﬁ% 2 BRIG 2RCEEETy TR UYL
3201y Sumnssy jo amyeudig ou ‘Boy £o01®e]} /oureu /Inojod /pasiq /xas 83 (s)uonduosap e
(Qeu parpziie d-su)gFrprow! ; ransary; |
£ _ﬁ.\ qn:.mu.\w < areqq OTIAA TS mlfm.ﬁw U g

Vi .

Conmr ONAY D) %Q@Q\Dm ;03 mB\M,Q\ 1€  rmom prea1uIsg

12043 () SUMSS] JO WEBN]

suone[ndoy pue SOV JuEAPX [ pue Jnwisd siy) uo payund suonipuoy) ayp 03 1lgns ‘sasodmd [EUOREIIII
307 Jruurad SHf} UG PIWWEU UOREAIISUOD) Jo 1wdwireda(T 9y Ag parasiunwpe pue] uodn Sop € WM 193Ud 03

PIGOW
NIOM 2 T %\%
\%xmuﬂ 2 ¢ Pwoy \lnNﬂd\llﬁ”Ml A LVILS .Vu.\\qgj MI
12U01 J :(ssa1ppe) Jo
SRR OX I s
< L 7y

STOQUUNT I3, ]
1SaspomIng L LGT 10V §2A1350Y

10 /pue ‘ggel 19V SIed [PUOneN] ‘861 10V UONBAIISUOT) Y1 JO SUOLIDIS JULAd}a] 3apun pansst “rurad swyy,

WYNvIv pdeg 2] 0
LIS [ §§I00Y S oy UONEAIISUOY) JO JUauedad |y

-
o
¥

R TN A
£ et L



L QDO LU

LLuat UUoMHnIdL0OUL0oL DL TLLECE o L = o4

SUBMISSION

TASMAN DISTRICT COUNCIL DRAFT POLICY ON DOGS
AND DOG BYLAW 2009 )

SUBMITTER (AS AN INDIVIDNUALY): Paul Dixon-Didier
POSTAL ADDRESS: 3 Wilkinson Street, Motueka
DAYTIME PHONE: 03 9896022

EMAIL: pauljendd@xtra.co.nz

SUBMISSION

Under Council’s present policy the only dogs which quality as working dogs
(“W” displayed in the “Class” column on the Application for Dog Registration
form) are farm working dogs. I belicve this is too restrictive and the definition of
working dog should be expanded to include:

1. Seeing eye dogs. .
2. Dogs specifically trained to detect bio hazards, illegal substances, specific flora
and fauna — hath in law enforcement and conservation work applications.

3. Hunting dogs.

I seek to include hunting dogs in recognition of the widespread use of dogs (kept
in both urban and rural areas) for the control of wild animals including feral
pigs, deer and goats, Recreational hunters incur significant personal and
financial costs fo train and maintain their dogs and their hunting activities make
a major contribution to the control of wild animals - particularly feral pigs ~ the
control costs for which would otherwise fall directly or indirectly on the general
ratepayers as TDC would need to incur major costs manage these species under
its regional pest management responsibilities. There can be no argoment that
feral pigs and goats cause significant environmentnl damage through the
destruction of vegetation and by soil disturbance leading to evosion. Dogs used
for the hunting of these species (especially as they now have effectively no

commercial value-as-wild-game-meat) should-therefore-be-classified-as working

dogs (as opposed to domestic pets) and be exempt from registration fees, or
subject to an appropriately reduced registration fee,

I wonid like to speak to this submission at 2 Council meeting held for this
purpese, -~

Pa on-Didier
29 June 2009
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