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Animal Management Bylaw Review 2021 
Every day Aucklanders interact with animals in ways that benefit their mental and physical wellbeing: with their pets at 
home for companionship, with animals in public to connect with nature, or for recreation such as horse riding.  

Sometimes the way people interact with animals causes a problem. For example, a poorly maintained chicken coop may 
create an odour nuisance, or the feeding of wild animals may attract pests.  

How Auckland Council helps maintain human-animal bonds  

We make rules about animal ownership and interaction to minimise risks to public health and safety, nuisance, offensive 
behaviour and misuse of council-controlled public places.  

The current rules are set in Te Kaunihera o Tāmaki Makaurau Ture-ā-rohe Tiaki Kararehe 2015 / the Auckland Council 
Animal Management Bylaw 2015 and associated controls.  

Improving the rules about animal ownership and interaction  

We recently checked how the rules are working and identified potential improvements.  

Our main proposals are to:  

• require an approval to keep more than two standard beehives on urban premises with a land area less than 2000 
square metres (no approval currently required).  

• incorporate rules from another bylaw about feeding animals on private property  

• update the definitions, structure, format and wording of the Bylaw and controls to make them easier to read and 
understand.  

Other aspects of the Bylaw, controls and their implementation remain unchanged, for example:  

• the Bylaw continues to focus on the impact of animals on people  

• matters already covered in existing legislation are not addressed in the Bylaw, for example animal welfare in the Animal 
Welfare Act, pest control in the Biosecurity Act and Auckland Regional Pest Management Plan and dogs in the Dog 
Management Bylaw  

• existing rules in the Bylaw and controls for which changes are not proposed remain, for example the restrictions on the 
ownership of stock in urban areas and conditions for riding horses on certain beaches in Auckland. 

Note:    this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

Submitter details 

 
  

Organisation (if applicable):  

Your local board: Waitākere Ranges 
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Your feedback 

Proposal 1: Require an approval to keep more than two beehives on urban premises 2000 square 
meters or less  

We have heard a range of views about limits on beehives in urban areas. We are seeking feedback on:  

• allowing more or less beehives without an approval than the proposed two (for example, retaining the current no limit)  

• limits for different sized urban premises than the proposed 2000 square metres (for example, requiring an approval for 
any beehive on urban premises less than 600 square metres, or in an apartment).  

To own more than two hives, people would need to apply for an animal management license, which would consider 
factors like location and proximity to neighbours. These rules will not affect people living in rural areas.  

What is your opinion on this proposal? No, I don't agree - there should be fewer rules. 

Tell us why: How many 2000sqm properties are there in Auckland?  I doubt there are any!  It is ludicrous to apply usual 
Auckland Council One-Size-Fits-All policy making to bee hives.  Each hive, bee keeper, situation is so different to each 
other.   Some areas have fruit trees (something I know Auckland Council hate) and appreciate the contribution made by 
bees and beekeepers.  The current nuisance rules well cover where bees are a problem.  I suspect there are a lot more 
people happy to have bees in their neighbourhood than not! 

 

Proposal 2: Move rules about the feeding of animals on private property to the Animal Management 
Bylaw  
These rules already exist but we are proposing to include them within the Animal Management Bylaw rather than the 
Property Maintenance and Nuisance Bylaw 2015, so it is easier to find rules about animals.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? No, I do not agree 
  

Tell us why: It wouldn't surprise me if this extends to not being able to feed pets - therefore not being able to keep pets.  
It might not be the plan now.  But you can bet, in future, some whack job will get hold of it and demand no Aucklander 
can have a pet! 

 

Proposal 3: Update the Bylaw definitions, structure, format, and wording  
We have done this to make the Bylaw and controls easier to read and understand, for example by:  
• aligning definitions of ‘nuisance’ and ‘public place’ with those in the Public Safety and Nuisance Bylaw 2013  
• aligning the Bylaw and control structure, format, and wording with current drafting practices.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? No, I do not agree 

Tell us why: "Aligning" is just a weasel word to implement total bans in the future.  The current nuisance bylaw works 
just fine. 

 

Are there any other comments you wish to make?  

How many bee keepers are there in the Auckland region?  How many complaints do you get?  Do nothing about the 
German wasp invasion but restrict bee keeping?  Madness! 

 

The personal information that you provide  

in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance with our privacy policy (available at 
aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy 
policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to any interaction you have with the 
council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise yourself with this policy before 
submitting this form.
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Animal Management Bylaw Review 2021 
Every day Aucklanders interact with animals in ways that benefit their mental and physical wellbeing: with their pets at 
home for companionship, with animals in public to connect with nature, or for recreation such as horse riding.  

Sometimes the way people interact with animals causes a problem. For example, a poorly maintained chicken coop may 
create an odour nuisance, or the feeding of wild animals may attract pests.  

How Auckland Council helps maintain human-animal bonds  

We make rules about animal ownership and interaction to minimise risks to public health and safety, nuisance, offensive 
behaviour and misuse of council-controlled public places.  

The current rules are set in Te Kaunihera o Tāmaki Makaurau Ture-ā-rohe Tiaki Kararehe 2015 / the Auckland Council 
Animal Management Bylaw 2015 and associated controls.  

Improving the rules about animal ownership and interaction  

We recently checked how the rules are working and identified potential improvements.  

Our main proposals are to:  

• require an approval to keep more than two standard beehives on urban premises with a land area less than 2000 
square metres (no approval currently required).  

• incorporate rules from another bylaw about feeding animals on private property  

• update the definitions, structure, format and wording of the Bylaw and controls to make them easier to read and 
understand.  

Other aspects of the Bylaw, controls and their implementation remain unchanged, for example:  

• the Bylaw continues to focus on the impact of animals on people  

• matters already covered in existing legislation are not addressed in the Bylaw, for example animal welfare in the Animal 
Welfare Act, pest control in the Biosecurity Act and Auckland Regional Pest Management Plan and dogs in the Dog 
Management Bylaw  

• existing rules in the Bylaw and controls for which changes are not proposed remain, for example the restrictions on the 
ownership of stock in urban areas and conditions for riding horses on certain beaches in Auckland. 

Note:    this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

Submitter details 

 
  

Organisation (if applicable):  

Your local board: Waitākere Ranges 
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Your feedback 

Proposal 1: Require an approval to keep more than two beehives on urban premises 2000 square 
meters or less  

We have heard a range of views about limits on beehives in urban areas. We are seeking feedback on:  

• allowing more or less beehives without an approval than the proposed two (for example, retaining the current no limit)  

• limits for different sized urban premises than the proposed 2000 square metres (for example, requiring an approval for 
any beehive on urban premises less than 600 square metres, or in an apartment).  

To own more than two hives, people would need to apply for an animal management license, which would consider 
factors like location and proximity to neighbours. These rules will not affect people living in rural areas.  

What is your opinion on this proposal? No, I don't agree - there should be fewer rules. 

Tell us why: Of all the animals that people keep and cause nuisance to neighbours bees have to rate as one of the 
lowest nuisance levels. Why are you looking at tightening rules on bees? Is there a person at Auckland Council with a 
personal grudge against the professionals who maintain bees on private land?  

Why did you use a wasp nest to promote this question? This smacks of attempting to influence the outcome of the 
questionaire. 

Auckland Council hasn't stopped the chicken lady in Titirangi from keeping an extensive flock of chickens and non-native 
pigeons on public land in and around the village despite the risk to Kauri Dieback,  the cruelty to the animals involved in 
not providing proper housing and veterinary care... but is looking to limit bee hives..?!!! 

Unlike chickens, pigeons, chained dogs and caged animals that are treated with gut wrenching disrespect bees just 
leave when they are not being treated properly. They don't attack. 

This smells extraordinarily like someone at Council has a personal grudge against the professional bee keepers. They 
want an in on the fees being paid. It is absolutely disgraceful. 

 

Proposal 2: Move rules about the feeding of animals on private property to the Animal Management 
Bylaw  
These rules already exist but we are proposing to include them within the Animal Management Bylaw rather than the 
Property Maintenance and Nuisance Bylaw 2015, so it is easier to find rules about animals.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal?  
  

Tell us why:  

 

Proposal 3: Update the Bylaw definitions, structure, format, and wording  
We have done this to make the Bylaw and controls easier to read and understand, for example by:  
• aligning definitions of ‘nuisance’ and ‘public place’ with those in the Public Safety and Nuisance Bylaw 2013  
• aligning the Bylaw and control structure, format, and wording with current drafting practices.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal?  

Tell us why:  

 

Are there any other comments you wish to make?  

 

The personal information that you provide  



#169 

Animal Management Bylaw Review 2021 August 2021 Page 3 of 416 

in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance with our privacy policy (available at 
aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy 
policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to any interaction you have with the 
council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise yourself with this policy before 
submitting this form.
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Animal Management Bylaw Review 2021 
Every day Aucklanders interact with animals in ways that benefit their mental and physical wellbeing: with their pets at 
home for companionship, with animals in public to connect with nature, or for recreation such as horse riding.  

Sometimes the way people interact with animals causes a problem. For example, a poorly maintained chicken coop may 
create an odour nuisance, or the feeding of wild animals may attract pests.  

How Auckland Council helps maintain human-animal bonds  

We make rules about animal ownership and interaction to minimise risks to public health and safety, nuisance, offensive 
behaviour and misuse of council-controlled public places.  

The current rules are set in Te Kaunihera o Tāmaki Makaurau Ture-ā-rohe Tiaki Kararehe 2015 / the Auckland Council 
Animal Management Bylaw 2015 and associated controls.  

Improving the rules about animal ownership and interaction  

We recently checked how the rules are working and identified potential improvements.  

Our main proposals are to:  

• require an approval to keep more than two standard beehives on urban premises with a land area less than 2000 
square metres (no approval currently required).  

• incorporate rules from another bylaw about feeding animals on private property  

• update the definitions, structure, format and wording of the Bylaw and controls to make them easier to read and 
understand.  

Other aspects of the Bylaw, controls and their implementation remain unchanged, for example:  

• the Bylaw continues to focus on the impact of animals on people  

• matters already covered in existing legislation are not addressed in the Bylaw, for example animal welfare in the Animal 
Welfare Act, pest control in the Biosecurity Act and Auckland Regional Pest Management Plan and dogs in the Dog 
Management Bylaw  

• existing rules in the Bylaw and controls for which changes are not proposed remain, for example the restrictions on the 
ownership of stock in urban areas and conditions for riding horses on certain beaches in Auckland. 

Note:    this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

Submitter details 

 
  

Organisation (if applicable):  

Your local board: Waitākere Ranges 
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Your feedback 

Proposal 1: Require an approval to keep more than two beehives on urban premises 2000 square 
meters or less  

We have heard a range of views about limits on beehives in urban areas. We are seeking feedback on:  

• allowing more or less beehives without an approval than the proposed two (for example, retaining the current no limit)  

• limits for different sized urban premises than the proposed 2000 square metres (for example, requiring an approval for 
any beehive on urban premises less than 600 square metres, or in an apartment).  

To own more than two hives, people would need to apply for an animal management license, which would consider 
factors like location and proximity to neighbours. These rules will not affect people living in rural areas.  

What is your opinion on this proposal? No, I don't agree - there should be more rules 

Tell us why: I think people should be able to have up to 5 hives if their flight path does not affect any neighbours. For 
example if hives are on a rooftop of a building in Auckland city they do not affect any neighbours with bee poo or flight 
paths. Bees in the city create an awareness to mass people about the importance of bees and pollination to people that 
don’t live in rural areas where there are a lot of bees. 

 

Proposal 2: Move rules about the feeding of animals on private property to the Animal Management 
Bylaw  
These rules already exist but we are proposing to include them within the Animal Management Bylaw rather than the 
Property Maintenance and Nuisance Bylaw 2015, so it is easier to find rules about animals.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 
  

Tell us why: Makes sense 

 

Proposal 3: Update the Bylaw definitions, structure, format, and wording  
We have done this to make the Bylaw and controls easier to read and understand, for example by:  
• aligning definitions of ‘nuisance’ and ‘public place’ with those in the Public Safety and Nuisance Bylaw 2013  
• aligning the Bylaw and control structure, format, and wording with current drafting practices.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? No, I do not agree 

Tell us why: Bees are by far a nuisance. They are the reason humans exists on earth. The word nuisance does not sit 
right. 

 

Are there any other comments you wish to make?  

 

The personal information that you provide  

in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance with our privacy policy (available at 
aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy 
policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to any interaction you have with the 
council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise yourself with this policy before 
submitting this form.
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Animal Management Bylaw Review 2021 
Every day Aucklanders interact with animals in ways that benefit their mental and physical wellbeing: with their pets at 
home for companionship, with animals in public to connect with nature, or for recreation such as horse riding.  

Sometimes the way people interact with animals causes a problem. For example, a poorly maintained chicken coop may 
create an odour nuisance, or the feeding of wild animals may attract pests.  

How Auckland Council helps maintain human-animal bonds  

We make rules about animal ownership and interaction to minimise risks to public health and safety, nuisance, offensive 
behaviour and misuse of council-controlled public places.  

The current rules are set in Te Kaunihera o Tāmaki Makaurau Ture-ā-rohe Tiaki Kararehe 2015 / the Auckland Council 
Animal Management Bylaw 2015 and associated controls.  

Improving the rules about animal ownership and interaction  

We recently checked how the rules are working and identified potential improvements.  

Our main proposals are to:  

• require an approval to keep more than two standard beehives on urban premises with a land area less than 2000 
square metres (no approval currently required).  

• incorporate rules from another bylaw about feeding animals on private property  

• update the definitions, structure, format and wording of the Bylaw and controls to make them easier to read and 
understand.  

Other aspects of the Bylaw, controls and their implementation remain unchanged, for example:  

• the Bylaw continues to focus on the impact of animals on people  

• matters already covered in existing legislation are not addressed in the Bylaw, for example animal welfare in the Animal 
Welfare Act, pest control in the Biosecurity Act and Auckland Regional Pest Management Plan and dogs in the Dog 
Management Bylaw  

• existing rules in the Bylaw and controls for which changes are not proposed remain, for example the restrictions on the 
ownership of stock in urban areas and conditions for riding horses on certain beaches in Auckland. 

Note:    this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

Submitter details 

 
  

Organisation (if applicable):  

Your local board: Waitākere Ranges 
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Your feedback 

Proposal 1: Require an approval to keep more than two beehives on urban premises 2000 square 
meters or less  

We have heard a range of views about limits on beehives in urban areas. We are seeking feedback on:  

• allowing more or less beehives without an approval than the proposed two (for example, retaining the current no limit)  

• limits for different sized urban premises than the proposed 2000 square metres (for example, requiring an approval for 
any beehive on urban premises less than 600 square metres, or in an apartment).  

To own more than two hives, people would need to apply for an animal management license, which would consider 
factors like location and proximity to neighbours. These rules will not affect people living in rural areas.  

What is your opinion on this proposal? No, I don't agree - there should be fewer rules. 

Tell us why: While I think that hives are important to the survival of our existence I believe that is important to review the 
number of hives in Urban locations however I believe to restrict to two hives & 2000 square metres is excessive, 
especially in Auckland's environment, I would suggest that the number of properties that fit into the 2000 square metres 
is extremely limited unless they are semi rural.  

I suggest that this should be <600 square metres properties & lift the number of hives from 2 to 4. 

 

Proposal 2: Move rules about the feeding of animals on private property to the Animal Management 
Bylaw  
These rules already exist but we are proposing to include them within the Animal Management Bylaw rather than the 
Property Maintenance and Nuisance Bylaw 2015, so it is easier to find rules about animals.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 
  

Tell us why:  

 

Proposal 3: Update the Bylaw definitions, structure, format, and wording  
We have done this to make the Bylaw and controls easier to read and understand, for example by:  
• aligning definitions of ‘nuisance’ and ‘public place’ with those in the Public Safety and Nuisance Bylaw 2013  
• aligning the Bylaw and control structure, format, and wording with current drafting practices.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 

Tell us why:  

 

Are there any other comments you wish to make?  

 

The personal information that you provide  

in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance with our privacy policy (available at 
aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy 
policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to any interaction you have with the 
council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise yourself with this policy before 
submitting this form.
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Animal Management Bylaw Review 2021 
Every day Aucklanders interact with animals in ways that benefit their mental and physical wellbeing: with their pets at 
home for companionship, with animals in public to connect with nature, or for recreation such as horse riding.  

Sometimes the way people interact with animals causes a problem. For example, a poorly maintained chicken coop may 
create an odour nuisance, or the feeding of wild animals may attract pests.  

How Auckland Council helps maintain human-animal bonds  

We make rules about animal ownership and interaction to minimise risks to public health and safety, nuisance, offensive 
behaviour and misuse of council-controlled public places.  

The current rules are set in Te Kaunihera o Tāmaki Makaurau Ture-ā-rohe Tiaki Kararehe 2015 / the Auckland Council 
Animal Management Bylaw 2015 and associated controls.  

Improving the rules about animal ownership and interaction  

We recently checked how the rules are working and identified potential improvements.  

Our main proposals are to:  

• require an approval to keep more than two standard beehives on urban premises with a land area less than 2000 
square metres (no approval currently required).  

• incorporate rules from another bylaw about feeding animals on private property  

• update the definitions, structure, format and wording of the Bylaw and controls to make them easier to read and 
understand.  

Other aspects of the Bylaw, controls and their implementation remain unchanged, for example:  

• the Bylaw continues to focus on the impact of animals on people  

• matters already covered in existing legislation are not addressed in the Bylaw, for example animal welfare in the Animal 
Welfare Act, pest control in the Biosecurity Act and Auckland Regional Pest Management Plan and dogs in the Dog 
Management Bylaw  

• existing rules in the Bylaw and controls for which changes are not proposed remain, for example the restrictions on the 
ownership of stock in urban areas and conditions for riding horses on certain beaches in Auckland. 

Note:    this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

Submitter details 

 
  

Organisation (if applicable):  

Your local board: Waitākere Ranges 
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Your feedback 

Proposal 1: Require an approval to keep more than two beehives on urban premises 2000 square 
meters or less  

We have heard a range of views about limits on beehives in urban areas. We are seeking feedback on:  

• allowing more or less beehives without an approval than the proposed two (for example, retaining the current no limit)  

• limits for different sized urban premises than the proposed 2000 square metres (for example, requiring an approval for 
any beehive on urban premises less than 600 square metres, or in an apartment).  

To own more than two hives, people would need to apply for an animal management license, which would consider 
factors like location and proximity to neighbours. These rules will not affect people living in rural areas.  

What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 

Tell us why: You don't want a lot of bees in a small area. 

 

Proposal 2: Move rules about the feeding of animals on private property to the Animal Management 
Bylaw  
These rules already exist but we are proposing to include them within the Animal Management Bylaw rather than the 
Property Maintenance and Nuisance Bylaw 2015, so it is easier to find rules about animals.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 
  

Tell us why: Annoying the neighbours. 

 

Proposal 3: Update the Bylaw definitions, structure, format, and wording  
We have done this to make the Bylaw and controls easier to read and understand, for example by:  
• aligning definitions of ‘nuisance’ and ‘public place’ with those in the Public Safety and Nuisance Bylaw 2013  
• aligning the Bylaw and control structure, format, and wording with current drafting practices.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 

Tell us why: About time. 

 

Are there any other comments you wish to make?  

 

The personal information that you provide  

in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance with our privacy policy (available at 
aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy 
policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to any interaction you have with the 
council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise yourself with this policy before 
submitting this form.



#173 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Animal Management Bylaw Review 2021 August 2021 Page 1 of 416 

Animal Management Bylaw Review 2021 
Every day Aucklanders interact with animals in ways that benefit their mental and physical wellbeing: with their pets at 
home for companionship, with animals in public to connect with nature, or for recreation such as horse riding.  

Sometimes the way people interact with animals causes a problem. For example, a poorly maintained chicken coop may 
create an odour nuisance, or the feeding of wild animals may attract pests.  

How Auckland Council helps maintain human-animal bonds  

We make rules about animal ownership and interaction to minimise risks to public health and safety, nuisance, offensive 
behaviour and misuse of council-controlled public places.  

The current rules are set in Te Kaunihera o Tāmaki Makaurau Ture-ā-rohe Tiaki Kararehe 2015 / the Auckland Council 
Animal Management Bylaw 2015 and associated controls.  

Improving the rules about animal ownership and interaction  

We recently checked how the rules are working and identified potential improvements.  

Our main proposals are to:  

• require an approval to keep more than two standard beehives on urban premises with a land area less than 2000 
square metres (no approval currently required).  

• incorporate rules from another bylaw about feeding animals on private property  

• update the definitions, structure, format and wording of the Bylaw and controls to make them easier to read and 
understand.  

Other aspects of the Bylaw, controls and their implementation remain unchanged, for example:  

• the Bylaw continues to focus on the impact of animals on people  

• matters already covered in existing legislation are not addressed in the Bylaw, for example animal welfare in the Animal 
Welfare Act, pest control in the Biosecurity Act and Auckland Regional Pest Management Plan and dogs in the Dog 
Management Bylaw  

• existing rules in the Bylaw and controls for which changes are not proposed remain, for example the restrictions on the 
ownership of stock in urban areas and conditions for riding horses on certain beaches in Auckland. 

Note:    this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

Submitter details 

 
  

Organisation (if applicable):  

Your local board: Waitākere Ranges 
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Your feedback 

Proposal 1: Require an approval to keep more than two beehives on urban premises 2000 square 
meters or less  

We have heard a range of views about limits on beehives in urban areas. We are seeking feedback on:  

• allowing more or less beehives without an approval than the proposed two (for example, retaining the current no limit)  

• limits for different sized urban premises than the proposed 2000 square metres (for example, requiring an approval for 
any beehive on urban premises less than 600 square metres, or in an apartment).  

To own more than two hives, people would need to apply for an animal management license, which would consider 
factors like location and proximity to neighbours. These rules will not affect people living in rural areas.  

What is your opinion on this proposal? No, I don't agree - there should be fewer rules. 

Tell us why: Bees are under threat globally from a variety factors. They are critical to the planets ecology, as global 
citizens we should be doing everything we can to support bee populations. Locally, bee's are critical to supporting 
Auckland' environmental strategy. 

 

Proposal 2: Move rules about the feeding of animals on private property to the Animal Management 
Bylaw  
These rules already exist but we are proposing to include them within the Animal Management Bylaw rather than the 
Property Maintenance and Nuisance Bylaw 2015, so it is easier to find rules about animals.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? No, I do not agree 
  

Tell us why: Current structure provides greater ability for property services to apply appropriate control rather split 
responsibility across two departments 

 

Proposal 3: Update the Bylaw definitions, structure, format, and wording  
We have done this to make the Bylaw and controls easier to read and understand, for example by:  
• aligning definitions of ‘nuisance’ and ‘public place’ with those in the Public Safety and Nuisance Bylaw 2013  
• aligning the Bylaw and control structure, format, and wording with current drafting practices.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 

Tell us why:  

 

Are there any other comments you wish to make?  

 

The personal information that you provide  

in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance with our privacy policy (available at 
aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy 
policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to any interaction you have with the 
council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise yourself with this policy before 
submitting this form.
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Animal Management Bylaw Review 2021 
Every day Aucklanders interact with animals in ways that benefit their mental and physical wellbeing: with their pets at 
home for companionship, with animals in public to connect with nature, or for recreation such as horse riding.  

Sometimes the way people interact with animals causes a problem. For example, a poorly maintained chicken coop may 
create an odour nuisance, or the feeding of wild animals may attract pests.  

How Auckland Council helps maintain human-animal bonds  

We make rules about animal ownership and interaction to minimise risks to public health and safety, nuisance, offensive 
behaviour and misuse of council-controlled public places.  

The current rules are set in Te Kaunihera o Tāmaki Makaurau Ture-ā-rohe Tiaki Kararehe 2015 / the Auckland Council 
Animal Management Bylaw 2015 and associated controls.  

Improving the rules about animal ownership and interaction  

We recently checked how the rules are working and identified potential improvements.  

Our main proposals are to:  

• require an approval to keep more than two standard beehives on urban premises with a land area less than 2000 
square metres (no approval currently required).  

• incorporate rules from another bylaw about feeding animals on private property  

• update the definitions, structure, format and wording of the Bylaw and controls to make them easier to read and 
understand.  

Other aspects of the Bylaw, controls and their implementation remain unchanged, for example:  

• the Bylaw continues to focus on the impact of animals on people  

• matters already covered in existing legislation are not addressed in the Bylaw, for example animal welfare in the Animal 
Welfare Act, pest control in the Biosecurity Act and Auckland Regional Pest Management Plan and dogs in the Dog 
Management Bylaw  

• existing rules in the Bylaw and controls for which changes are not proposed remain, for example the restrictions on the 
ownership of stock in urban areas and conditions for riding horses on certain beaches in Auckland. 

Note:    this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

Submitter details 

 
  

Organisation (if applicable):  

Your local board: Waitākere Ranges 
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Your feedback 

Proposal 1: Require an approval to keep more than two beehives on urban premises 2000 square 
meters or less  

We have heard a range of views about limits on beehives in urban areas. We are seeking feedback on:  

• allowing more or less beehives without an approval than the proposed two (for example, retaining the current no limit)  

• limits for different sized urban premises than the proposed 2000 square metres (for example, requiring an approval for 
any beehive on urban premises less than 600 square metres, or in an apartment).  

To own more than two hives, people would need to apply for an animal management license, which would consider 
factors like location and proximity to neighbours. These rules will not affect people living in rural areas.  

What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 

Tell us why: Control of number of hives on property less that 1000 square meters 

 

Proposal 2: Move rules about the feeding of animals on private property to the Animal Management 
Bylaw  
These rules already exist but we are proposing to include them within the Animal Management Bylaw rather than the 
Property Maintenance and Nuisance Bylaw 2015, so it is easier to find rules about animals.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 
  

Tell us why: makes sense 

 

Proposal 3: Update the Bylaw definitions, structure, format, and wording  
We have done this to make the Bylaw and controls easier to read and understand, for example by:  
• aligning definitions of ‘nuisance’ and ‘public place’ with those in the Public Safety and Nuisance Bylaw 2013  
• aligning the Bylaw and control structure, format, and wording with current drafting practices.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 

Tell us why: see above 

 

Are there any other comments you wish to make?  

No 

 

The personal information that you provide  

in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance with our privacy policy (available at 
aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy 
policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to any interaction you have with the 
council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise yourself with this policy before 
submitting this form.
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Animal Management Bylaw Review 2021 
Every day Aucklanders interact with animals in ways that benefit their mental and physical wellbeing: with their pets at 
home for companionship, with animals in public to connect with nature, or for recreation such as horse riding.  

Sometimes the way people interact with animals causes a problem. For example, a poorly maintained chicken coop may 
create an odour nuisance, or the feeding of wild animals may attract pests.  

How Auckland Council helps maintain human-animal bonds  

We make rules about animal ownership and interaction to minimise risks to public health and safety, nuisance, offensive 
behaviour and misuse of council-controlled public places.  

The current rules are set in Te Kaunihera o Tāmaki Makaurau Ture-ā-rohe Tiaki Kararehe 2015 / the Auckland Council 
Animal Management Bylaw 2015 and associated controls.  

Improving the rules about animal ownership and interaction  

We recently checked how the rules are working and identified potential improvements.  

Our main proposals are to:  

• require an approval to keep more than two standard beehives on urban premises with a land area less than 2000 
square metres (no approval currently required).  

• incorporate rules from another bylaw about feeding animals on private property  

• update the definitions, structure, format and wording of the Bylaw and controls to make them easier to read and 
understand.  

Other aspects of the Bylaw, controls and their implementation remain unchanged, for example:  

• the Bylaw continues to focus on the impact of animals on people  

• matters already covered in existing legislation are not addressed in the Bylaw, for example animal welfare in the Animal 
Welfare Act, pest control in the Biosecurity Act and Auckland Regional Pest Management Plan and dogs in the Dog 
Management Bylaw  

• existing rules in the Bylaw and controls for which changes are not proposed remain, for example the restrictions on the 
ownership of stock in urban areas and conditions for riding horses on certain beaches in Auckland. 

Note:    this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

Submitter details 

 
  

Organisation (if applicable):  

Your local board: Waitākere Ranges 
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Your feedback 

Proposal 1: Require an approval to keep more than two beehives on urban premises 2000 square 
meters or less  

We have heard a range of views about limits on beehives in urban areas. We are seeking feedback on:  

• allowing more or less beehives without an approval than the proposed two (for example, retaining the current no limit)  

• limits for different sized urban premises than the proposed 2000 square metres (for example, requiring an approval for 
any beehive on urban premises less than 600 square metres, or in an apartment).  

To own more than two hives, people would need to apply for an animal management license, which would consider 
factors like location and proximity to neighbours. These rules will not affect people living in rural areas.  

What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 

Tell us why:  

 

Proposal 2: Move rules about the feeding of animals on private property to the Animal Management 
Bylaw  
These rules already exist but we are proposing to include them within the Animal Management Bylaw rather than the 
Property Maintenance and Nuisance Bylaw 2015, so it is easier to find rules about animals.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 
  

Tell us why:  

 

Proposal 3: Update the Bylaw definitions, structure, format, and wording  
We have done this to make the Bylaw and controls easier to read and understand, for example by:  
• aligning definitions of ‘nuisance’ and ‘public place’ with those in the Public Safety and Nuisance Bylaw 2013  
• aligning the Bylaw and control structure, format, and wording with current drafting practices.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 

Tell us why:  

 

Are there any other comments you wish to make?  

 

The personal information that you provide  

in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance with our privacy policy (available at 
aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy 
policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to any interaction you have with the 
council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise yourself with this policy before 
submitting this form.
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Animal Management Bylaw Review 2021 
Every day Aucklanders interact with animals in ways that benefit their mental and physical wellbeing: with their pets at 
home for companionship, with animals in public to connect with nature, or for recreation such as horse riding.  

Sometimes the way people interact with animals causes a problem. For example, a poorly maintained chicken coop may 
create an odour nuisance, or the feeding of wild animals may attract pests.  

How Auckland Council helps maintain human-animal bonds  

We make rules about animal ownership and interaction to minimise risks to public health and safety, nuisance, offensive 
behaviour and misuse of council-controlled public places.  

The current rules are set in Te Kaunihera o Tāmaki Makaurau Ture-ā-rohe Tiaki Kararehe 2015 / the Auckland Council 
Animal Management Bylaw 2015 and associated controls.  

Improving the rules about animal ownership and interaction  

We recently checked how the rules are working and identified potential improvements.  

Our main proposals are to:  

• require an approval to keep more than two standard beehives on urban premises with a land area less than 2000 
square metres (no approval currently required).  

• incorporate rules from another bylaw about feeding animals on private property  

• update the definitions, structure, format and wording of the Bylaw and controls to make them easier to read and 
understand.  

Other aspects of the Bylaw, controls and their implementation remain unchanged, for example:  

• the Bylaw continues to focus on the impact of animals on people  

• matters already covered in existing legislation are not addressed in the Bylaw, for example animal welfare in the Animal 
Welfare Act, pest control in the Biosecurity Act and Auckland Regional Pest Management Plan and dogs in the Dog 
Management Bylaw  

• existing rules in the Bylaw and controls for which changes are not proposed remain, for example the restrictions on the 
ownership of stock in urban areas and conditions for riding horses on certain beaches in Auckland. 

Note:    this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

Submitter details 

 
  

Organisation (if applicable):  

Your local board: Waitākere Ranges 
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Your feedback 

Proposal 1: Require an approval to keep more than two beehives on urban premises 2000 square 
meters or less  

We have heard a range of views about limits on beehives in urban areas. We are seeking feedback on:  

• allowing more or less beehives without an approval than the proposed two (for example, retaining the current no limit)  

• limits for different sized urban premises than the proposed 2000 square metres (for example, requiring an approval for 
any beehive on urban premises less than 600 square metres, or in an apartment).  

To own more than two hives, people would need to apply for an animal management license, which would consider 
factors like location and proximity to neighbours. These rules will not affect people living in rural areas.  

What is your opinion on this proposal? No, I don't agree - there should be fewer rules. 

Tell us why: Beehives are very important to the environment and ecology.  Limiting them to two achieves nothing.  If 
they are well managed beehives have no negative affects in urban areas. 

 

Proposal 2: Move rules about the feeding of animals on private property to the Animal Management 
Bylaw  
These rules already exist but we are proposing to include them within the Animal Management Bylaw rather than the 
Property Maintenance and Nuisance Bylaw 2015, so it is easier to find rules about animals.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? Other 
  

Tell us why:  

 

Proposal 3: Update the Bylaw definitions, structure, format, and wording  
We have done this to make the Bylaw and controls easier to read and understand, for example by:  
• aligning definitions of ‘nuisance’ and ‘public place’ with those in the Public Safety and Nuisance Bylaw 2013  
• aligning the Bylaw and control structure, format, and wording with current drafting practices.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? Other 

Tell us why:  

 

Are there any other comments you wish to make?  

 

The personal information that you provide  

in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance with our privacy policy (available at 
aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy 
policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to any interaction you have with the 
council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise yourself with this policy before 
submitting this form.
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Animal Management Bylaw Review 2021 
Every day Aucklanders interact with animals in ways that benefit their mental and physical wellbeing: with their pets at 
home for companionship, with animals in public to connect with nature, or for recreation such as horse riding.  

Sometimes the way people interact with animals causes a problem. For example, a poorly maintained chicken coop may 
create an odour nuisance, or the feeding of wild animals may attract pests.  

How Auckland Council helps maintain human-animal bonds  

We make rules about animal ownership and interaction to minimise risks to public health and safety, nuisance, offensive 
behaviour and misuse of council-controlled public places.  

The current rules are set in Te Kaunihera o Tāmaki Makaurau Ture-ā-rohe Tiaki Kararehe 2015 / the Auckland Council 
Animal Management Bylaw 2015 and associated controls.  

Improving the rules about animal ownership and interaction  

We recently checked how the rules are working and identified potential improvements.  

Our main proposals are to:  

• require an approval to keep more than two standard beehives on urban premises with a land area less than 2000 
square metres (no approval currently required).  

• incorporate rules from another bylaw about feeding animals on private property  

• update the definitions, structure, format and wording of the Bylaw and controls to make them easier to read and 
understand.  

Other aspects of the Bylaw, controls and their implementation remain unchanged, for example:  

• the Bylaw continues to focus on the impact of animals on people  

• matters already covered in existing legislation are not addressed in the Bylaw, for example animal welfare in the Animal 
Welfare Act, pest control in the Biosecurity Act and Auckland Regional Pest Management Plan and dogs in the Dog 
Management Bylaw  

• existing rules in the Bylaw and controls for which changes are not proposed remain, for example the restrictions on the 
ownership of stock in urban areas and conditions for riding horses on certain beaches in Auckland. 

Note:    this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

Submitter details 

 
  

Organisation (if applicable):  

Your local board: Waitākere Ranges 
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Your feedback 

Proposal 1: Require an approval to keep more than two beehives on urban premises 2000 square 
meters or less  

We have heard a range of views about limits on beehives in urban areas. We are seeking feedback on:  

• allowing more or less beehives without an approval than the proposed two (for example, retaining the current no limit)  

• limits for different sized urban premises than the proposed 2000 square metres (for example, requiring an approval for 
any beehive on urban premises less than 600 square metres, or in an apartment).  

To own more than two hives, people would need to apply for an animal management license, which would consider 
factors like location and proximity to neighbours. These rules will not affect people living in rural areas.  

What is your opinion on this proposal? No, I don't agree - there should be fewer rules. 

Tell us why: Two beehives is an unrealistic number for proper beehive management.  During a season, it is pivotal to be 
able to scale up or down the number of hives on a property to suit the health of the colony, especially in swarming 
season.  A hobbyist beekeeper is working towards best practice and optimum health of a colony and to put restrictions 
on that would either jeopardize the well-being of the colony or force the beekeeper into underground/unregulated 
beekeeping practices.  Beekeeping in NZ is already so well regulated with an open declaration of hive numbers, that 
putting a limit on it will stop beekeepers from declaring their hives, which could ultimately cause issues with the spread of 
bee diseases in NZ.  Current rules seem to work well for hobbyist beekeepers.  I strongly advocate that you keep the 
current no-limit system. Beekeeping is already highly regulated, and by adding more bureaucracy you risk losing a large 
number of urban bees which would be an environmental disaster.  It could lead to a massive explosion in the wasp 
population which urban beekeepers currently work to control.  Wasps are inarguably a much bigger nuisance than bees, 
without the pollination value that bees offer. 

 

 

Proposal 2: Move rules about the feeding of animals on private property to the Animal Management 
Bylaw  
These rules already exist but we are proposing to include them within the Animal Management Bylaw rather than the 
Property Maintenance and Nuisance Bylaw 2015, so it is easier to find rules about animals.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal?  
  

Tell us why:  

 

Proposal 3: Update the Bylaw definitions, structure, format, and wording  
We have done this to make the Bylaw and controls easier to read and understand, for example by:  
• aligning definitions of ‘nuisance’ and ‘public place’ with those in the Public Safety and Nuisance Bylaw 2013  
• aligning the Bylaw and control structure, format, and wording with current drafting practices.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal?  

Tell us why:  

 

Are there any other comments you wish to make?  

 

The personal information that you provide  

in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance with our privacy policy (available at 
aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy 
policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to any interaction you have with the 
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council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise yourself with this policy before 
submitting this form.
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Animal Management Bylaw Review 2021 
Every day Aucklanders interact with animals in ways that benefit their mental and physical wellbeing: with their pets at 
home for companionship, with animals in public to connect with nature, or for recreation such as horse riding.  

Sometimes the way people interact with animals causes a problem. For example, a poorly maintained chicken coop may 
create an odour nuisance, or the feeding of wild animals may attract pests.  

How Auckland Council helps maintain human-animal bonds  

We make rules about animal ownership and interaction to minimise risks to public health and safety, nuisance, offensive 
behaviour and misuse of council-controlled public places.  

The current rules are set in Te Kaunihera o Tāmaki Makaurau Ture-ā-rohe Tiaki Kararehe 2015 / the Auckland Council 
Animal Management Bylaw 2015 and associated controls.  

Improving the rules about animal ownership and interaction  

We recently checked how the rules are working and identified potential improvements.  

Our main proposals are to:  

• require an approval to keep more than two standard beehives on urban premises with a land area less than 2000 
square metres (no approval currently required).  

• incorporate rules from another bylaw about feeding animals on private property  

• update the definitions, structure, format and wording of the Bylaw and controls to make them easier to read and 
understand.  

Other aspects of the Bylaw, controls and their implementation remain unchanged, for example:  

• the Bylaw continues to focus on the impact of animals on people  

• matters already covered in existing legislation are not addressed in the Bylaw, for example animal welfare in the Animal 
Welfare Act, pest control in the Biosecurity Act and Auckland Regional Pest Management Plan and dogs in the Dog 
Management Bylaw  

• existing rules in the Bylaw and controls for which changes are not proposed remain, for example the restrictions on the 
ownership of stock in urban areas and conditions for riding horses on certain beaches in Auckland. 

Note:    this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

Submitter details 

 
  

Organisation (if applicable):  

Your local board: Waitākere Ranges 



#178 

Animal Management Bylaw Review 2021 August 2021 Page 2 of 416 

Your feedback 

Proposal 1: Require an approval to keep more than two beehives on urban premises 2000 square 
meters or less  

We have heard a range of views about limits on beehives in urban areas. We are seeking feedback on:  

• allowing more or less beehives without an approval than the proposed two (for example, retaining the current no limit)  

• limits for different sized urban premises than the proposed 2000 square metres (for example, requiring an approval for 
any beehive on urban premises less than 600 square metres, or in an apartment).  

To own more than two hives, people would need to apply for an animal management license, which would consider 
factors like location and proximity to neighbours. These rules will not affect people living in rural areas.  

What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 

Tell us why: The is a major bee poo problem in our area (mangere bridge). It is resulting damage to my property 
(staining car, deck, outdoor furniture and clothing on my washing line).  Clearly the number of hives in the area is too 
high. Low limit restrictions are needed. 

 

Proposal 2: Move rules about the feeding of animals on private property to the Animal Management 
Bylaw  
These rules already exist but we are proposing to include them within the Animal Management Bylaw rather than the 
Property Maintenance and Nuisance Bylaw 2015, so it is easier to find rules about animals.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 
  

Tell us why:  

 

Proposal 3: Update the Bylaw definitions, structure, format, and wording  
We have done this to make the Bylaw and controls easier to read and understand, for example by:  
• aligning definitions of ‘nuisance’ and ‘public place’ with those in the Public Safety and Nuisance Bylaw 2013  
• aligning the Bylaw and control structure, format, and wording with current drafting practices.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 

Tell us why:  

 

Are there any other comments you wish to make?  

 

The personal information that you provide  

in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance with our privacy policy (available at 
aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy 
policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to any interaction you have with the 
council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise yourself with this policy before 
submitting this form.
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Animal Management Bylaw Review 2021 
Every day Aucklanders interact with animals in ways that benefit their mental and physical wellbeing: with their pets at 
home for companionship, with animals in public to connect with nature, or for recreation such as horse riding.  

Sometimes the way people interact with animals causes a problem. For example, a poorly maintained chicken coop may 
create an odour nuisance, or the feeding of wild animals may attract pests.  

How Auckland Council helps maintain human-animal bonds  

We make rules about animal ownership and interaction to minimise risks to public health and safety, nuisance, offensive 
behaviour and misuse of council-controlled public places.  

The current rules are set in Te Kaunihera o Tāmaki Makaurau Ture-ā-rohe Tiaki Kararehe 2015 / the Auckland Council 
Animal Management Bylaw 2015 and associated controls.  

Improving the rules about animal ownership and interaction  

We recently checked how the rules are working and identified potential improvements.  

Our main proposals are to:  

• require an approval to keep more than two standard beehives on urban premises with a land area less than 2000 
square metres (no approval currently required).  

• incorporate rules from another bylaw about feeding animals on private property  

• update the definitions, structure, format and wording of the Bylaw and controls to make them easier to read and 
understand.  

Other aspects of the Bylaw, controls and their implementation remain unchanged, for example:  

• the Bylaw continues to focus on the impact of animals on people  

• matters already covered in existing legislation are not addressed in the Bylaw, for example animal welfare in the Animal 
Welfare Act, pest control in the Biosecurity Act and Auckland Regional Pest Management Plan and dogs in the Dog 
Management Bylaw  

• existing rules in the Bylaw and controls for which changes are not proposed remain, for example the restrictions on the 
ownership of stock in urban areas and conditions for riding horses on certain beaches in Auckland. 

Note:    this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

Submitter details 

 
  

Organisation (if applicable):  

Your local board: Waitākere Ranges 
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Your feedback 

Proposal 1: Require an approval to keep more than two beehives on urban premises 2000 square 
meters or less  

We have heard a range of views about limits on beehives in urban areas. We are seeking feedback on:  

• allowing more or less beehives without an approval than the proposed two (for example, retaining the current no limit)  

• limits for different sized urban premises than the proposed 2000 square metres (for example, requiring an approval for 
any beehive on urban premises less than 600 square metres, or in an apartment).  

To own more than two hives, people would need to apply for an animal management license, which would consider 
factors like location and proximity to neighbours. These rules will not affect people living in rural areas.  

What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 

Tell us why: Preventing a nuisance 

 

Proposal 2: Move rules about the feeding of animals on private property to the Animal Management 
Bylaw  
These rules already exist but we are proposing to include them within the Animal Management Bylaw rather than the 
Property Maintenance and Nuisance Bylaw 2015, so it is easier to find rules about animals.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 
  

Tell us why: It is animal welfare not property 

 

Proposal 3: Update the Bylaw definitions, structure, format, and wording  
We have done this to make the Bylaw and controls easier to read and understand, for example by:  
• aligning definitions of ‘nuisance’ and ‘public place’ with those in the Public Safety and Nuisance Bylaw 2013  
• aligning the Bylaw and control structure, format, and wording with current drafting practices.  
 
What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 

Tell us why: Makes sense 

 

Are there any other comments you wish to make?  

 

The personal information that you provide  

in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance with our privacy policy (available at 
aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy 
policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to any interaction you have with the 
council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise yourself with this policy before 
submitting this form.
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Animal Management Bylaw Review 2021 
Every day Aucklanders interact with animals in ways that benefit their mental and physical wellbeing: with their pets at 
home for companionship, with animals in public to connect with nature, or for recreation such as horse riding.  

Sometimes the way people interact with animals causes a problem. For example, a poorly maintained chicken coop may 
create an odour nuisance, or the feeding of wild animals may attract pests.  

How Auckland Council helps maintain human-animal bonds  

We make rules about animal ownership and interaction to minimise risks to public health and safety, nuisance, offensive 
behaviour and misuse of council-controlled public places.  

The current rules are set in Te Kaunihera o Tāmaki Makaurau Ture-ā-rohe Tiaki Kararehe 2015 / the Auckland Council 
Animal Management Bylaw 2015 and associated controls.  

Improving the rules about animal ownership and interaction  

We recently checked how the rules are working and identified potential improvements.  

Our main proposals are to:  

• require an approval to keep more than two standard beehives on urban premises with a land area less than 2000 
square metres (no approval currently required).  

• incorporate rules from another bylaw about feeding animals on private property  

• update the definitions, structure, format and wording of the Bylaw and controls to make them easier to read and 
understand.  

Other aspects of the Bylaw, controls and their implementation remain unchanged, for example:  

• the Bylaw continues to focus on the impact of animals on people  

• matters already covered in existing legislation are not addressed in the Bylaw, for example animal welfare in the Animal 
Welfare Act, pest control in the Biosecurity Act and Auckland Regional Pest Management Plan and dogs in the Dog 
Management Bylaw  

• existing rules in the Bylaw and controls for which changes are not proposed remain, for example the restrictions on the 
ownership of stock in urban areas and conditions for riding horses on certain beaches in Auckland. 

Note:    this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

Submitter details 

 
  

Organisation (if applicable):  

Your local board: Waitākere Ranges 
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Your feedback 

Proposal 1: Require an approval to keep more than two beehives on urban premises 2000 square 
meters or less  

We have heard a range of views about limits on beehives in urban areas. We are seeking feedback on:  

• allowing more or less beehives without an approval than the proposed two (for example, retaining the current no limit)  

• limits for different sized urban premises than the proposed 2000 square metres (for example, requiring an approval for 
any beehive on urban premises less than 600 square metres, or in an apartment).  

To own more than two hives, people would need to apply for an animal management license, which would consider 
factors like location and proximity to neighbours. These rules will not affect people living in rural areas.  

What is your opinion on this proposal? No, I don't agree - there should be fewer rules. 

Tell us why: BEES: 

mpi provide enough legislation on beekeeping/afb control. 

A good beekeeper knows the amount of hives an area can maintain and will ensure that the flight path will not disrupt the 
neighbours. 2000m is a number that is higher than the average auckland property, this restricts beekeeping out of reach 
of many beekeepers who look after their bees correctly. 

They do not compete with native bees, if anything they compliment the environment 

Pest control should be more with wasps as these cause more issues and compete with native bird life 

 

Proposal 2: Move rules about the feeding of animals on private property to the Animal Management 
Bylaw  

These rules already exist but we are proposing to include them within the Animal Management Bylaw rather than the 
Property Maintenance and Nuisance Bylaw 2015, so it is easier to find rules about animals.  

What is your opinion on this proposal? No, I do not agree 

  

Tell us why: mpi provide enough legislation on beekeeping/afb control. Beekeepers have to register and adhere to these 
rules. A second set is not necessary as all beekeepers have to follow these. 

A good beekeeper knows the amount of hives an area can maintain and will ensure that the flight path will not disrupt the 
neighbours. 2000m is a number that is higher than the average auckland property, this restricts beekeeping out of reach 
of many beekeepers who look after their bees correctly. Where does this 2000m come from? 

They do not compete with native bees, if anything they compliment the environment 

Pest control should be more with wasps as these cause more issues and compete with native bird life 

Waipa district council animal bylaws and the chaos they created is a good example of why this is not a fit for Auckland 

 

Proposal 3: Update the Bylaw definitions, structure, format, and wording  

We have done this to make the Bylaw and controls easier to read and understand, for example by:  

• aligning definitions of ‘nuisance’ and ‘public place’ with those in the Public Safety and Nuisance Bylaw 2013  

• aligning the Bylaw and control structure, format, and wording with current drafting practices.  

What is your opinion on this proposal? No, I do not agree 

Tell us why: Did not need this 

 

Are there any other comments you wish to make?  
Refer to chaos of Waipa District Council bee rules 
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The personal information that you provide  

in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance with our privacy policy (available at 
aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy 
policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to any interaction you have with the 
council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise yourself with this policy before 
submitting this form.
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Animal Management Bylaw Review 2021 
Every day Aucklanders interact with animals in ways that benefit their mental and physical wellbeing: with their pets at 
home for companionship, with animals in public to connect with nature, or for recreation such as horse riding.  

Sometimes the way people interact with animals causes a problem. For example, a poorly maintained chicken coop may 
create an odour nuisance, or the feeding of wild animals may attract pests.  

How Auckland Council helps maintain human-animal bonds  

We make rules about animal ownership and interaction to minimise risks to public health and safety, nuisance, offensive 
behaviour and misuse of council-controlled public places.  

The current rules are set in Te Kaunihera o Tāmaki Makaurau Ture-ā-rohe Tiaki Kararehe 2015 / the Auckland Council 
Animal Management Bylaw 2015 and associated controls.  

Improving the rules about animal ownership and interaction  

We recently checked how the rules are working and identified potential improvements.  

Our main proposals are to:  

• require an approval to keep more than two standard beehives on urban premises with a land area less than 2000 
square metres (no approval currently required).  

• incorporate rules from another bylaw about feeding animals on private property  

• update the definitions, structure, format and wording of the Bylaw and controls to make them easier to read and 
understand.  

Other aspects of the Bylaw, controls and their implementation remain unchanged, for example:  

• the Bylaw continues to focus on the impact of animals on people  

• matters already covered in existing legislation are not addressed in the Bylaw, for example animal welfare in the Animal 
Welfare Act, pest control in the Biosecurity Act and Auckland Regional Pest Management Plan and dogs in the Dog 
Management Bylaw  

• existing rules in the Bylaw and controls for which changes are not proposed remain, for example the restrictions on the 
ownership of stock in urban areas and conditions for riding horses on certain beaches in Auckland. 

Note:    this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

Submitter details 

 
  

Organisation (if applicable): Titirangi Residents & Ratepayers Association 

Your local board: Waitākere Ranges 
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Your feedback 

Proposal 1: Require an approval to keep more than two beehives on urban premises 2000 square 
meters or less  

We have heard a range of views about limits on beehives in urban areas. We are seeking feedback on:  

• allowing more or less beehives without an approval than the proposed two (for example, retaining the current no limit)  

• limits for different sized urban premises than the proposed 2000 square metres (for example, requiring an approval for 
any beehive on urban premises less than 600 square metres, or in an apartment).  

To own more than two hives, people would need to apply for an animal management license, which would consider 
factors like location and proximity to neighbours. These rules will not affect people living in rural areas.  

What is your opinion on this proposal?  

Tell us why: This submission is made by The Titirangi Residents and Ratepayers Association, a non-profit incorporated 
society formed in 1987 to promote and represent the interests of ratepayers and residents in the Titirangi area. The 
Association can be traced back to the 1920s when an unincorporated society is recorded as lobbying Council regarding 
roads. 

Key Points: 

1. Beekeeping - landowners should be encouraged to keep bees as they provide an enormous public service of fertilising 
native, fruit and vegetable plants. 

a. Auckland Council struggles to enforce those regulations that it already has that cause a real nuisance eg dog control. 
Why impose additional regulation on anactivity that is minimal in its degree of nuisance? Bees are at their least 
dangerous when swarming, despite the common misconceptions. The rest of the time they are imperceptible as they live 
their lives. 

b. The TRRA considers that the keeping of bee hives in apartments or for urban sections less than 600 sqm should 
require approval. 

c. The TRRA considers that for other situations there should be no limit. 

 

 

Proposal 2: Move rules about the feeding of animals on private property to the Animal Management 
Bylaw  

These rules already exist but we are proposing to include them within the Animal Management Bylaw rather than the 
Property Maintenance and Nuisance Bylaw 2015, so it is easier to find rules about animals.  

What is your opinion on this proposal? Yes, I agree 

  

Tell us why: 2. Feeding animals on private property - We support the inclusion of rules about the feeding of animals on 
private property to the Animal Management Bylaw rather than the Property Maintenance and Nuisance Bylaw 2015. 

3. We suggest Auckland Council considers similar bylaws relating to feeding animals on public land. The feeding of 
unmanaged stray or feral animal populations has huge ramifications for not only the species being fed but also the 
people that feed or come into contact with those animals. 

a. The feeding of feral chickens in Titirangi led to a proliferation of rats in public areas and private land that required 
significant council investment to control. This continues to be a problem in Titirangi. 

b. Stray and feral cats carry high loads of zoonotic disease which then exposes the people feeding those cats but also 
people that may inadvertently come into contact with those cats e.g. children in sandpits where a cat may have 
defecated 

4. Inclusion of cat controls in the Animal Management Bylaw - the TRRA strongly advocates that controls around cats are 
included in the Animal Management Bylaw. We encourage Auckland Council to adopt meaningful cat management 
policies and regulations to support responsible domestic cat ownership, to minimise risk to human health and to minimise 
the risk of nuisance cats to biodiversity. 
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a. Cats are predators. Domestic cats pose a significant risk to native and endemic birds, lizards, and insects throughout 
New Zealand. The detrimental direct effect of cats on populations of native species has been widely recognised and 
documented. 

b. Domestic cats are also carriers of zoonotic diseases. This includes toxoplasmosis, said to now be present in a high 
percentage of New Zealanders and a contributing factor in the death of a number of native species. 

c. Toxoplasmosis is a parasitic disease that is spread by cat faeces and transported into the coastal environment through 
runoff from land. It can infect dolphins when they ingest contaminated food or water and is a confirmed cause of death in 
Hector’s and Māui dolphins. The risk assessment indicates that this disease is a significant human-caused threat to Māui 
and Hector’s dolphins. 

d. Domestic cats do not respect property boundaries. They are the cause of many cases of nuisance such as defecating 
in peoples’ gardens as well as having the potential to kill the beloved pets (birds, guinea pigs etc) of those who have no 
control over the unwanted movements of others’ free-ranging cats. Furthermore, cats (particularly un-neutered toms) 
pose a significant threat to other cats and can cause innocent families large vet bills after a fight.e. When poorly 
managed, irresponsible owners of domestic cats contribute to the growth of stray and feral cats, which have even more 
devastating impacts. 

f. The TRRA acknowledges the position cats hold as a valued companion animal to loving owners. As a loved animal, 
these owners also need to take responsibility for their cat’s behaviour. Limiting the number of cats on a property and 
ensuring all cats are de-sexed and microchipped is the bare minimum of this responsibility. 

g. The reproductive potential of a single female cat is estimated at 300 kittens in her reproductive lifetime. The potential 
for a male cat is far beyond that. MPI’s Code of Welfare states puberty can occur from four months of age. Responsible 
cat ownership includes having cats desexed at or before puberty. The TRRA supports the provision of targeted funding 
towards voluntary de-sexing and the establishment of an education programme teaching responsible cat ownership. 

h. The TRRA supports Forest & Bird’s proposal of a maximum of 3 cats per household. 

i. The TRRA supports Forest & Bird’s proposal that microchipping and registering of cats is compulsory. 

j. The TRRA supports Forest & Bird’s proposal for the compulsory requirement to de-sex cats. 

 

Proposal 3: Update the Bylaw definitions, structure, format, and wording  

We have done this to make the Bylaw and controls easier to read and understand, for example by:  

• aligning definitions of ‘nuisance’ and ‘public place’ with those in the Public Safety and Nuisance Bylaw 2013  

• aligning the Bylaw and control structure, format, and wording with current drafting practices.  

What is your opinion on this proposal?  

Tell us why:  

 

Are there any other comments you wish to make?  

 

The personal information that you provide  

in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance with our privacy policy (available at 
aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy 
policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to any interaction you have with the 
council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise yourself with this policy before 
submitting this form.
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15 July 2021

From: Titirangi Residents & Ratepayers Association
Contact: Dr Mels Barton, Chair
PO Box 60-203, Titirangi, Auckland 0642
09 816 8337 / 021 213 7779
melsbarton@gmail.com

Thank you for the opportunity to present the Titirangi Residents & Ratepayers Association
(TRRA)’s submission on Animal Management Bylaw.

This submission is made by The Titirangi Residents and Ratepayers Association, a non-profit
incorporated society formed in 1987 to promote and represent the interests of ratepayers and
residents in the Titirangi area. The Association can be traced back to the 1920s when an
unincorporated society is recorded as lobbying Council regarding roads.

Key Points:

1. Beekeeping - landowners should be encouraged to keep bees as they provide an
enormous public service of fertilising native, fruit and vegetable plants.

a. Auckland Council struggles to enforce those regulations that it already has that
cause a real nuisance eg dog control. Why impose additional regulation on an
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activity that is minimal in its degree of nuisance? Bees are at their least
dangerous when swarming, despite the common misconceptions. The rest of the
time they are imperceptible as they live their lives.

b. The TRRA considers that the keeping of bee hives in apartments or for urban
sections less than 600 sqm should require approval.

c. The TRRA considers that for other situations there should be no limit.
2. Feeding animals on private property - We support the inclusion of rules about the

feeding of animals on private property to the Animal Management Bylaw rather than the
Property Maintenance and Nuisance Bylaw 2015.

3. We suggest Auckland Council considers similar bylaws relating to feeding animals on
public land. The feeding of unmanaged stray or feral animal populations has huge
ramifications for not only the species being fed but also the people that feed or come into
contact with those animals.

a. The feeding of feral chickens in Titirangi led to a proliferation of rats in public
areas and private land that required significant council investment to control. This
continues to be a problem in Titirangi.

b. Stray and feral cats carry high loads of zoonotic disease which then exposes the
people feeding those cats but also people that may inadvertently come into
contact with those cats e.g. children in sandpits where a cat may have defecated

4. Inclusion of cat controls in the Animal Management Bylaw - the TRRA strongly
advocates that controls around cats are included in the Animal Management Bylaw. We
encourage Auckland Council to adopt meaningful cat management policies and
regulations to support responsible domestic cat ownership, to minimise risk to human
health and to minimise the risk of nuisance cats to biodiversity.

a. Cats are predators. Domestic cats pose a significant risk to native and endemic
birds, lizards, and insects throughout New Zealand. The detrimental direct effect
of cats on populations of native species has been widely recognised and
documented.

b. Domestic cats are also carriers of zoonotic diseases. This includes
toxoplasmosis, said to now be present in a high percentage of New Zealanders
and a contributing factor in the death of a number of native species.

c. Toxoplasmosis is a parasitic disease that is spread by cat faeces and transported
into the coastal environment through runoff from land. It can infect dolphins when
they ingest contaminated food or water and is a confirmed cause of death in
Hector’s and Māui dolphins. The risk assessment indicates that this disease is a
significant human-caused threat to Māui and Hector’s dolphins.

d. Domestic cats do not respect property boundaries. They are the cause of many
cases of nuisance such as defecating in peoples’ gardens as well as having the
potential to kill the beloved pets (birds, guinea pigs etc) of those who have no
control over the unwanted movements of others’ free-ranging cats. Furthermore,
cats (particularly un-neutered toms) pose a significant threat to other cats and
can cause innocent families large vet bills after a fight.
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e. When poorly managed, irresponsible owners of domestic cats contribute to the
growth of stray and feral cats, which have even more devastating impacts.

f. The TRRA acknowledges the position cats hold as a valued companion animal to
loving owners. As a loved animal, these owners also need to take responsibility
for their cat’s behaviour. Limiting the number of cats on a property and ensuring
all cats are de-sexed and microchipped is the bare minimum of this responsibility.

g. The reproductive potential of a single female cat is estimated at 300 kittens in her
reproductive lifetime. The potential for a male cat is far beyond that. MPI’s Code
of Welfare states puberty can occur from four months of age. Responsible cat
ownership includes having cats desexed at or before puberty. The TRRA
supports the provision of targeted funding towards voluntary de-sexing and the
establishment of an education programme teaching responsible cat ownership.

h. The TRRA supports Forest & Bird’s proposal of a maximum of 3 cats per
household.

i. The TRRA supports Forest & Bird’s proposal that microchipping and
registering of cats is compulsory.

j. The TRRA supports Forest & Bird’s proposal for the compulsory requirement
to de-sex cats.
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