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Final Council response 

Broader DeWtlen of Publit Health 
Cwncil supports rmmmmdatiom and the cornmmts of ebe 
MAV. 

Introducing &GuWr.tg Principla9 
Council supports recomrnm&ons and fhe comments ~f the 
MAV. 

r?tactii,ns of d d p r l  meih 

Council supports the recommendations. Council believes the 
iacIasion of the word ''provid~ng" immunisation is appropriateas 
it appmpTiately descriks thc historical role of local government 

in the &liv9 
of immisation services. However, Council 

wishes to m arse MAV's concam regarding cost recovery. 

Reporting requfrernents & delegatory powers 
Council supports recommendations and the comments of the 
MAV. 

Lacd Cavemen t Medical Officers of Health 
CounciI supports recommmdations and the comments of the 
MAV. 

Appointment of Auther-Osed Of?kers & Roie of Enviro,nmentrl 
Health OFficers 
Concil supports r~commdations and the comments of the 
MAV. 

Municipal Public H a l & P l ~  
Council supports recomnaendations and the ca~nmenb  of the 
MAV. 

Health Lmpaca Aslswmmt 
Cauncil supports recommendatians and the comments of the 
MAV. 

Hrth NotlflcatSoss & Matead & ChlId Health Centres 
Council supparts m c o m e ~ W o n s  and the comments of the 
MAV in regard to birth notifiacions. 

Risk Management Approach 
Council supports mmmendatiom. H o w w  Council also 
supports the cautions raised by the MAV, 
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General statutory duty of care 
Council snpports recommendations and the comments of the 
MAV. 

4'Rfsk to Healthw oEences 
Council supports recommendations and the comments of the 
mv. 
Nuisance pravhirins 
Council supports recommendations and most comments of tbe 
MAV. Council comiders it appropriate that the risk of infectious 
disease fiom vermin and other animals be classed as a nuisance, 
however concern is expressed that the abiliv far a council to 
promptly abate a infectious disease threat from vermin or animals, 
where the owner or occupier does not comply with a notice (as 
provided under Section 41 1(4) of the Health Act), will be lost and 
instead councils will be required to seek a court order to remove 
the risk, as per the cumrlt nuisa~rce provisions. 
Council believes considsration should be given to permit Council 
to abate a nuisance condition without recourse to a courf at least 
in some specific circumstances. 

Standards of Practice and GuMelines 
Council agrees with this recommendation. 

Risk Management Plans for registered businesses 
Council supports recommendations and the comments of the 
MAV. 

Fbgistratfon and Licensing 
Council supports recornendations but endorses the precautionary 
comments of the MAV concerning the proposal to not register 
hairdressers. 
In addition if hairdressers are not to be registered, as proposed, 
Council suggests that consideration be given to requiring 
hairdressers that use a cut throat razor or blade for the shaving of 
hair close to skin should be required to be registered as A Skin 
Penetration premises. 
As many hairdressers also conduct beauty and skin penetration 
activities it is possible that councils will experience an increased 
incidence of operation of these activities without appropriate 
registration. These activities, additional to hairdressing, h a w  in 
the past been detected during routine hairdresser inspections. 

Aathorised officers powers of inspection 
Council supports recommendations and the comments of the 
MAV. 

Improvement and prohibition notices 
Council supports recornendations and the comments of the 
MAV. 
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rru r. v-. ur ~dCyIcx.4 w-e 4-m .T*- 
Improvmen~ Notices or Prohibition notices s odd rest solely 
with Council. Council should have the ability to delegate this 
power to one or more authorised officers, as is the case with the 
current nuisance provisions. If Council approval is required to 
issue notices unacceptable delay will be created in abating 
nuisance or "'risk" conditions. 

Cost rwwery fn response to abating a puhlic health risk 
CounciI supports recommmMons and the comments of the 
MAV. 

Infringement notlces & Penalties 
Counci 1 supports recommendations and the wmments of the 
mv. 
Appeals 

Council sappcm mrrmmcfl&tions and the comments ofthe 
mv. 
Contra1 of Inf~ctions Diseases Registration of Premises 
See comments on Reac 98- I04 

Enviroamemtal Health Rovisiom 
Ri~ks related to rats and mice-~fer to commts regarding Nuisance - - 
provisions, Recommmdatitm 83-42 
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