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I. LEGAL BASES FOR THE ENFORCEMENT OF HAGUE RETURN ORDERS 
 
1. Please give details of any specific legislative provisions which exist in your State 

concerning the enforcement of return orders under the 1980 Hague Convention. 
Please specify the title of the instrument, its legal nature (law, decree, 
administrative regulation or rules of court etc.) and short description of content. 

 
Return orders 
 
The Care of Children Act 20041 (which will come into force in July 2005) contains specific 
legislative provisions to provide for the enforcement of return orders.  The Care of Children 
Act replaces the Guardianship Act 1968 and the Guardianship Amendment Act 1991.   
 
Under section 119 of the Care of Children Act, where a New Zealand court makes a return 
order, the Judge may issue a warrant for the child to be uplifted and delivered to a specified 
person or authority2.  In addition, under section 118, where there are reasonable grounds for 
believing that a person is about to take a child out of New Zealand with intent to, or in 
circumstances where the taking of the child out of New Zealand would be likely to, prevent 
compliance with a return order, a Judge or Court Registrar may: 

• issue a warrant for the child to be uplifted and placed in the care of a specified person;  
• order the surrender of any tickets, travel documents or passports of the child or person 

believed to be about to take the child out of New Zealand; or 
• order that the child not be removed from New Zealand.   

 
The Care of Children Act extends the existing equivalent provision in the Guardianship 
Amendment Act 1991 (section 25) by enabling orders to be made if the likely effect (rather 
than the intent of a party) of taking a child out of New Zealand is to frustrate a return order.  
Similarly, the courts have been given a new express power to make an order not to remove 
the child from New Zealand. 
 
The Care of Children Act also makes it an offence to knowingly resist or obstruct any person 
executing a warrant such as those described above (section 79).   
 
Contact orders 
 
See answer to question I.2 
 
2. Please give details of any general legislative provisions which exist in your State 

concerning the enforcement of court orders in the area of family law and govern 
the enforcement of return orders under the 1980 Hague Convention (either in 
the absence of specific provisions under question I.1 or in addition to any such 
specific provisions). Please specify the title of the instrument, its legal nature 

                                                 
1 The Care of Children Act 2004, Guardianship Act 1968 and Guardianship Amendment Act 1991 can be 
viewed at http://www.legislation.govt.nz/ 
2 Previously section 26 of the Guardianship Amendment Act 1991. 
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(law, decree, administrative regulation or rules of court etc.) and the content of 
the relevant provisions. 

Return orders 
 
See answer to question I.1 
 
Contact orders 
 
An application made under the Convention for assistance from the Central Authority to 
secure contact with the child will be dealt with under the Care of Children Act in the same 
way as domestic applications, and a resulting order can be enforced under the general 
provisions relating to enforcement of domestic orders.   
 
The Care of Children Act contains a range of options for enforcing contact orders3.  If the 
parties are unable to resolve the dispute themselves, the Courts may: admonish the 
contravening party (section 68); vary or discharge the order (section 68); order the 
contravening party to enter into a bond as an assurance that the party will not contravene the 
order again (section 70); order the contravening party to reimburse the other party for costs as 
a result of that party’s contravention (section 71); and issue a warrant for the child to be 
uplifted and delivered to a specified person (section 72).  The Care of Children Act also 
makes it an offence to intentionally contravene an order, or to knowingly resist or obstruct the 
execution of a warrant to enforce a contact order. 
 
In addition, if the applicant under the Convention has an existing contact order from a 
prescribed overseas country, the Care of Children Act provides for the registration of that 
order in New Zealand.  Once a contact order from a prescribed overseas country has been 
registered, it may be enforced in the same way as a domestic order. 
 
3. Please give details of any judicial decisions, practice directives or guides 

concerning the enforcement of court orders in the area of family law that govern 
the enforcement of return orders under the 1980 Hague Convention (either in 
the absence of specific provisions under question I.1 or in addition to any such 
specific provisions). 

 
The Family Court Caseflow Management Practice Note issued by the Principal Family Court 
Judge in September 1998 has a chapter on proceedings under the 1980 Convention for a 
return order.  The Practice Note lists the issues to be addressed by the Judge or Registrar, 
which includes the need to issue a warrant for the uplift of a child for the purpose of 
enforcing any return order granted.  The Practice Note also states that applications for return 
orders should be determined within 6 weeks, or 13 weeks where a specialist report or other 
evidence, material or information is required which cannot be obtained immediately. 
 

                                                 
3 The Care of Children Act provides for parenting orders, which can contain arrangements for contact.  For the 
purposes of this questionnaire we will refer to parenting orders that contains arrangements for contact as 
“contact orders”. 
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4. Do you have any other comments relating to the law governing enforcement of 
Hague return orders, including any comments on the effectiveness of these rules? 

 
No 
 
II. ENFORCEABILITY AND LEGAL REMEDIES 
 
1. a) Is a Hague return order subject to appeal or other forms of challenge? Please 

give details (number and character of legal remedies, possible time-limit for 
them, possible time-limit for appellate court or court of appeals to decide etc.). 

 
b) Please specify whether any such challenge may only be made once, and which 
court or body has jurisdiction to hear the appeal. 

 
An application for a return order or a contact order under the Convention will be heard in the 
first instance by a New Zealand Family Court or District Court.  A decision made by a 
Family Court or District Court to grant such an order can be appealed to the High Court 
within 20 working days after the decision appealed against is given.  An appellant may apply 
to the High Court for an extension of this 20 working day time-limit.   
 
The decisions of the High Court on appeal are final unless leave to appeal to the Court of 
Appeal is granted.  For leave to appeal to be granted, the appeal must raise some question of 
law or fact capable of bona fide and serious argument in a case involving some interest 
(public or private) of sufficient importance to outweigh the cost and delay of a further appeal. 
An appellant must seek leave (from the High Court or Court of Appeal) to appeal the High 
Court’s decision within 20 working days after the decision is given.  An appellant may apply 
for an extension of this 20 working day time-limit.  
 
A decision of the Court of Appeal can be appealed to the Supreme Court.  An appellant must 
seek leave to appeal the decision within 20 working days after the decision appealed against 
is given.  Before granting leave, the Supreme Court must be satisfied that it is necessary in 
the interests of justice for the Court to hear and determine the proposed appeal.  An appellant 
may apply to the Court for an extension of this 20 working day time-limit.  A decision of the 
Supreme Court is final. 
 
An appeal court may substitute new orders, discharge orders, or remit the case back to the 
inferior court with directions. 
 
2.  a) Please give details of any authorisation or other decision required for the 

actual enforcement of the Hague return order (e.g. registration for enforcement, 
declaration of enforceability, order of a specific enforcement measure or other). 

 
b) Which is the competent organ for these decisions? 
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Return orders 
 
The mechanisms for enforcing return orders described at I.1 can be issued or ordered by the 
court at the same time as the return order is made.  If this is done, no further authorisation is 
required for the actual enforcement of the return order.  For example, once a warrant to uplift 
a child is issued by a Court it can be exercised without further authorisation.   
 
Where a return order is made and no accompanying orders are made for the enforcement of 
the return order, the applicant will need to apply to a Family Court for one of the mechanisms 
for enforcing return orders described at I.1 if the other party refuses to comply with the return 
order. 
 
Contact orders 
 
A person in whose favour a contact order is made will need to apply to the Court for an order 
for one of the specific enforcement measures described at I.2. 
 
3.  Does the Hague return order have to be final and no longer subject to ordinary 

appeal before any authorisation for enforcement or other measure specified 
under II.2 may be ordered? 

 
An appeal does not stay the effect of the decision or order being appealed.  An appellant must 
apply to the Court (either the Court being appealed from or to) for a stay of execution or stay 
of proceedings.    
 
4.  a) Are any of the decisions specified under II.2.a) (authorisation to enforce or 

other decision) subject to appeal independent of any appeal against the merits of 
the return order? Please give details (number and character of legal remedies, 
possible timelimit to lodge them, possible time-limit for appellate court or court 
of appeals to decide etc.). 

 
b) Please specify whether any such challenge may only be made once, whether it 
suspends the enforceability / enforcement of the order and which is the court or 
body to decide the appeal. 

 
The general rights of appeal outlined at II.1 extend to an order for one of the specific 
enforcement measures.  An appeal does not stay the effect of the decision or order being 
appealed.  An appellant must apply to the Court (either the Court being appealed from or to) 
for a stay of execution or stay of proceedings.    
 
In addition, a person against whom one of the following orders is made may apply to the 
Court who made the order for a discharge of the order: 

• an order for the surrender of any tickets, travel documents or passports of the child or 
person believed to be about to take the child out of New Zealand; or 

• an order that the child not be removed from New Zealand.   
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5.  If in your State both types of legal remedy as specified under II.1 and II.4 (i.e. 
against the order on the merits and against any decision taken at or required for 
the enforcement stage) exist, can they be lodged simultaneously? Is it the same 
court that deals with them if they are lodged (a) simultaneously, and (b) at 
different times? 

 
Appeals as specified under II.1 and II.4 can be lodged simultaneously in the same court.  The 
appeal process as outlined at II.1 applies to all appeals relating to return orders, whether they 
are lodged simultaneously or at different times.   
 
6.  Do you have any other comments relating to legal remedies and the enforcement 

of Hague return orders? 
 
No 
 
 
III. ENFORCEMENT PROCEDURE 
 
A. The order to be enforced and the aims of enforcement 
 
1.  If an application for return of a child under the 1980 Hague Convention is 

successful, what is normally ordered: 
 
The return of the child to State X 
 
2.  If such order has to be enforced, please specify which of the following is / are 

normally the aim of enforcing a return order: 
 

To ensure the child’s return to his or her State of habitual residence 
 
3.  Whose responsibility is it to organise the repatriation of the child? 
 
The Central Authority is responsible for organising the child’s repatriation.  In some cases, 
however, legal counsel involved in proceedings may make the arrangements for repatriation. 
 
B. Actors involved in enforcement 
 
1.  Once a return order is made, is a specific request for enforcement necessary? 
 
See response to II.2 
 

 6



2.  Please specify who initiates enforcement of the court’s return order: 
 
Return orders 
 
Where the applicant’s legal counsel has been appointed by the Central Authority, the Central 
Authority will instruct the legal counsel to take any necessary legal steps to enforce the return 
order.  Experienced legal counsel will often initiate these steps without instruction from the 
Central Authority. 
 
Contact orders 
 
In most cases, the applicant or the applicant’s legal counsel will need to apply to the Family 
Court for an order enforcing the contact order.  The Central Authority may appoint legal 
counsel to represent the applicant for initial issues relating to the enforcement of a contact 
order, but the Central Authority will not get involved in ongoing enforcement issues, for 
example, the enforcement of successive contact periods during each school holiday. 
 
3.  a) Please give details of the persons, organs and institutions (e.g. enforcement 

organs, court, parties, psychologists, social workers, Central Authorities, other) 
involved in the enforcement of return orders under the 1980 Hague Convention 
i) according to the law 
ii) in practice. 

 
The persons or agencies involved in the enforcement of a return or contact order will depend 
on the degree of coercion necessary in each case.  If the parties accept, and comply with, the 
return or contact order then no enforcement mechanisms will be necessary.   
 
According to the law 
 
The courts hear and determine applications for return or contact orders and orders relating to 
the enforcement of those orders.   
 
The New Zealand Police, social workers from the Department of Child, Youth and Family, or 
any other person may be authorised by a warrant to take possession of the child and to deliver 
the child to a person or authority named in the warrant for the purpose of enforcing the return 
or contact order (section 118 and 119).   
 
In practice 
 
If a member of the police is executing the warrant, he or she may be accompanied by a social 
worker.  Warrants to enforce return orders are used in only a few cases (see response to IV.1).  
Warrants to enforce contact orders are a last resort and are used only very rarely. 
 
The Central Authority has ultimate responsibility for the fulfilment of a return order and will 
monitor progress made on the enforcement of an order.  If necessary, the Central Authority 
will instruct legal counsel to initiate appropriate arrangements for the enforcement of a return 

 7



order (for example, an application to a court for a warrant to uplift the child).  The Central 
Authority will also liaise with the Police or the Department of Child, Youth and Family as 
necessary.  If the Central Authority is funding the child’s return pursuant to a return order, the 
Central Authority may be directly involved in co-ordinating with the Requesting State’s 
Central Authority on details of the child’s return. 
 
b)  In particular, are any social or psychological services available in order to 

prepare the child and / or the defendant for the return in order to de-escalate or 
even avoid enforcement by coercive measures? 

 
Generally no. 
 
c)  Please specify also whether presence of the applicant (or a person designated by 

him or her) is required and, if this is the case, at which stage of the enforcement 
proceedings and for what purpose. 

 
The presence of the applicant is not required.  A warrant to uplift a child will specify the 
person or authority the child should be delivered to – the child does not need to be delivered 
to the applicant. 
 
4.  a) Is there any supervision / control of the enforcement procedure by a court, the 

Central Authority or any other State authority? If a court is supervising / 
controlling the enforcement procedure, which court is it? The court that made 
the order or other (e.g. a specific enforcement court)? 

 
The courts’ role does not include the supervision or control of enforcement procedures. 
 
For the role of the Central Authority, see response to III.B.3(a). 
 
b)  What if the court of first instance refused return, and the appellate court or 

court of appeals ordered return? Would the court of first instance, the appellate 
court or court of appeals which ordered return, or any other court be the court 
supervising / controlling enforcement in such a case? 

 
The courts’ role does not include the supervision or control of the enforcement procedure. 
 
C. The enforcement procedure proper 
 
1.  Is there a timeline for enforcement? 
 
There is no set timeline for enforcement.  The Care of Children Act does, however, require 
the Central Authority to take action to secure the prompt return of the child (section 105). 
 
When determining whether or how to enforce a contact order, the Court must take into 
account the principle that decisions affecting the child should be made and implemented 
within a time frame that is appropriate to the child’s sense of time (section 4(5)(a)).   
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2.  Is it normal to allow a period of time for voluntary compliance with a return 

order or to allow appropriate practical arrangements for the return of the child 
to be made? 

 
Return orders 
 
The procedure followed after the making of a return order will depend on the individual 
circumstances of each case.  In most cases, the abducting party is given a few days to come to 
terms with the return order and to make arrangements for the return of the child. 
 
Contact orders 
 
Yes 
 
3.  Are any measures available in order to prevent the abductor from taking the 

child into hiding after the return order is made and before it can be enforced? In 
the affirmative, please give details. 

 
The court may issue a warrant for the child to be uplifted and placed in the care of, or 
delivered to, a specified person at the same time as making the return order.   
 
If there are concerns that the abducting party may attempt to remove the child from New 
Zealand in attempt to thwart return or contact order, an order preventing removal of the child 
can be made (section 118 and 77).  The order preventing removal may then be entered into 
the Customs Service computer system to alert Customs officials at border control if an 
attempt is made to remove the child from New Zealand. 
 
4.  What happens if the child is taken into hiding after the order was made and 

before it can be enforced? Which actors would be involved (e.g. Central 
Authority, police, public prosecutor, other) and which measures can they take to 
locate the child? What is the effect of the hiding on a possible timeline for 
enforcement? 

 
In the case of return orders, the applicant’s legal counsel may apply to the court for a warrant 
for the child to be uplifted and placed in the care of, or delivered to, a specified person.  The 
New Zealand Police, social workers from the Department of Child, Youth and Family, or any 
other person may be authorised to execute the warrant.  The Police will use normal police 
investigatory techniques to locate the child.  The Central Authority will be involved to the 
extent that it may instruct the applicant’s legal counsel to act, and will monitor progress made 
in enforcing the order.   
 
A similar process is available in cases involving contact orders. 
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5.  When enforcement is initiated, what are the required steps (e.g. measures by the 
applicant, the court or any other supervisory authority, and the enforcement 
organs)? 

 
See response to II.2(a) and (b) and III.B.2 
 
6.  Which coercive measures are available and under what conditions (e.g. 

pecuniary fines, physical force [against whom? the child? the defendant? 
others?], detention)? Which of these are normally used in practice? 

 
Under the Care of Children Act, there is express authority for a Police officer or social 
worker to use reasonable force when executing a warrant to uplift a child for the purposes of 
enforcing a return order or contact order (section 73 and 77(3)(a)).  The ability to use 
reasonable force when executing a warrant is new and can be used against any person, 
including the child.  In addition, persons executing such warrants have standard powers to use 
force to gain entry to buildings or vehicles.  As noted at III.B.3(a), such warrants are rare.   
 
Under the new Care of Children Act, a person who intentionally contravenes a contact order 
is liable on summary conviction to a fine not exceeding $2,500 or imprisonment for a term 
not exceeding 3 months.  A person who knowingly resists or obstructs the execution of a 
warrant to enforce a contact or return order, is liable on summary conviction to a fine not 
exceeding $2,500 or imprisonment for a term not exceeding 3 months.  The penalty of 
imprisonment allows the Police to arrest a person without an arrest warrant.  The penalty of 
imprisonment has not been previously available so we are unable to comment on the use of 
this penalty in practice, but it is likely that it will be used only in exceptional cases.  The 
imposition of fines for contravening contact orders is rare. 
 
If a person contravenes a contact order, the Court may order that the person enter into a bond 
as an assurance that the party will not contravene the order again, or order that the person 
reimburse the other party for costs incurred as a result of that party’s contravention.  Both 
these penalties have not been previously available under existing legislation.  The Court may 
also vary the contact order.   
 
7.  a) Do they have to be ordered specifically (i.e. either “fine”, “physical force”, 

“detention”)? If so, when and by whom? 
 

b) If problems occur during enforcement, may the enforcement organs 
unilaterally “upgrade” the intensity of coercive measures, or do they have to 
obtain authorisation from any particular higher authority (e.g. an enforcement 
court or other)? Please specify. 

 
As stated above in III.C.6, there is express statutory authority to use reasonable force when 
executing a warrant to uplift a child for the purposes of enforcing a return order or contact 
order.  Authorisation to use reasonable force when executing a warrant does not need to be 
ordered specifically.   
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The following coercive measures must be ordered specifically at any time after the 
contravention of an order or the resisting of a warrant: 

• Conviction and fine for resisting the execution of a warrant (District Court in the first 
instance); 

• Conviction and fine or a term of imprisonment for contravening a contact order 
(District Court in the first instance); 

• Order that the person enter into a bond (Family Court in the first instance); 
• Varying the contact order (Family Court in the first instance); and 
• Order that the person reimburse the other party for costs (Family Court in the first 

instance). 
 
8.   Please give details of any court orders which can be obtained in emergency 

situations. Can these orders be obtained after hours and ex parte? 
 
The mechanisms for enforcing return or contact orders may be obtained without notice in 
cases where the delay that would be caused by making the application on notice would or 
might entail serious injury or undue hardship, or risk to the personal safety of the applicant or 
any child of the applicant’s family, or both (rule 24 of the Family Courts Rules 2002). 
 
In most areas, at least one Family Court Judge is nominated to be available after hours.  If a 
Judge is unavailable, and a Court Registrar believes that a person is about to take a child out 
of New Zealand with the intent to, or in circumstances where the taking of the child out of 
New Zealand would be likely to, prevent compliance with a return order, the Court Registrar 
may: 

• issue a warrant for the child to be uplifted and placed in the care of a specified person;  
• order the surrender of any tickets, travel documents or passports of the child or person 

believed to be about to take the child out of New Zealand; or 
• order that the child not be removed from New Zealand.   

 
D. Costs 
 
1.  Are costs incurred for the enforcement? If so, are they part of the costs of the 

court proceedings as a whole? How are they calculated? For which services are 
they charged? 

 
Whether or not, and to what extent, costs are incurred for the enforcement of return or contact 
orders will depend on the enforcement measures taken.  Costs for the enforcement of orders 
lie with the government agency that incurred the costs. 
 
The Care of Children Act provides for the appointment of legal counsel to represent an 
applicant in any proceedings under the 1980 Convention in New Zealand, and this includes 
applications to the court for one of the mechanisms for enforcing return or contact orders 
described at I.1.  The appointment of legal counsel under the Care of Children Act is funded 
and operated separately from New Zealand’s legal aid system under the Legal Services Act 
2000.  In most cases where the applicant is unrepresented, the Central Authority will appoint 
legal counsel to represent that applicant.  The costs of the legal counsel are met by the New 
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Zealand government.  While the Central Authority will get involved in the initial enforcement 
of a contact order, it will not provide assistance where there are successive or ongoing issues 
of enforcement (for example, the enforcement of contact periods during successive school 
holidays).  Where there are ongoing issues relating to the enforcement of a contact order, the 
applicant will need to meet the costs of legal counsel unless he or she is eligible for legal aid 
provided under the Legal Services Act 2000.  Generally, if an applicant is granted legal aid to 
seek an order, the grant will cover any proceedings necessary to enforce that order. 
 
In proceedings for enforcement of contact orders, the Court may make any order as to legal 
costs it thinks fit. 
 
2.  Who has to pay the costs for enforcement? To whom? Is a reduction or 

exemption possible, e.g. under a Legal Aid Scheme? Under which conditions? In 
particular, is advance payment required in order for the enforcement organs to 
act? If legal aid was granted for the proceedings leading to the return order, 
would it cover the enforcement stage or would the application for legal aid have 
to be renewed? 

 
See response to III.D.1 above. 
 
3.  Are the costs of the actual repatriation of the child (e.g. airfare for child and 

possible accompanying person) considered as part of the enforcement costs? 
Who has to pay for the repatriation? Is advance payment a condition for 
enforcement? 

 
The costs relating to the actual repatriation of the child are not considered as part of the 
enforcement costs.  Repatriation costs are met by the parties.  In addition, the Care of 
Children Act allows the courts to make an additional order directing the abducting party to 
pay the whole or part of any repatriation costs (section 121). 
 
In cases where the parties do not have the financial means to pay for the child’s repatriation 
in accordance with a return order made by a New Zealand court, the Central Authority may 
fund the repatriation. 
 
An applicant for a return order or contact order will not be required to provide any security, 
bond, or deposit for the purpose of guaranteeing the payment of any costs or expenses of any 
proceedings relating to his or her application (section 120).   
 
4.  Please specify how foreign applicants are provided with information about 

enforcement costs to be borne by them. 
 
N/A 
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5.  Please provide details regarding the enforcement organs’ specific duties as they 
relate to the enforcement of Hague return orders concerning children. 

 
N/A 
 
6. Do you have any other comments relating to the enforcement procedure? 
 
No 
 
IV. STATISTICAL INFORMATION 
 
1.  How many Hague return orders that you are aware of were made per year in 

your country in 2001, 2002 and 2003? How many of them had to be enforced in 
each of these years because the abductor did not comply voluntarily with the 
order? Please give the figures for each year separately. 

 
Year Number of return orders Number of return orders needing to be enforced 
2001 16 4 
2002 20 5 
2003 11 1 
 
Year Number of contact orders Number of contact orders needing to be enforced 
2001 4 
2002 2 
2003 5 

It is rare that enforcement needs to be taken for 
the access period immediately following a contact 
order being made under the 1980 Convention.  
Information is not available on the necessity for 
enforcement in subsequent contact periods. 

 
2.  How many Hague return proceedings were pending in your country that you are 

aware of for 2001, 2002 and 2003? Please give figures per year. In how many of 
these cases was a legal challenge made in order to avoid enforcement (by 
challenging either the order on the merits, the declaration of enforceability, a 
particular enforcement measure or other)? If possible, please specify the type of 
challenge (on the merits or against an enforcement measure). 

 
We do not hold information about the number of return proceedings pending for 2001, 2002 
and 2003.  In 2001 there were three appeals filed by the abducting parent against a return 
order.  In 2002 there were two such appeals, and in 2003 there was one appeal.  There is no 
evidence that any of the appeals were only made in order to avoid enforcement.   
 
3.  How many of the legal challenges at the enforcement level (i.e. not on the merits) 

were ultimately successful (i.e. the order was not enforced)? 
 
N/A 
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4.  What is the average length of enforcement proceedings from the moment the 
order is made until the moment the child is (a) removed from the abductor and 
(b) repatriated? 

 
N/A 
 
V. CO-OPERATION 
 
1.  Please give details of any co-operative agreements existing between different 

agencies within your State, either formally or informally, with regard to the 
enforcement of Hague return orders. How did this co-operation develop? 

 
Co-operation between the different state agencies is based on informal understandings.  No 
formal co-operative agreements exist.  When the Convention first came into force in New 
Zealand, internal protocols were developed by the Police and the former Department of 
Child, Youth and Family that set out how each agency was to respond to requests for 
assistance by the Central Authority. 
 
2.  Please give details of any co-operative agreements with other States, either 

formal or informal between different Central Authorities or agencies, or at the 
judicial level, with regard to the enforcement of Hague return orders. How did 
this co-operation develop? 

 
No formal or informal co-operative agreements exist. 
 
3.  Please provide details (including contact details, websites etc.) of all agencies in 

your State which have a role to play in the enforcement of Hague return orders. 
 
Central Authority  
Ministry of Justice 
PO Box 180 
Wellington 
New Zealand  
Phone:  0064 4 918 8800 
Fax:  0064 4 918 8820 
http://www.justice.govt.nz 
 
Department of Child, Youth and Family 
PO Box 2620 
Wellington    
New Zealand  
Phone: 0064 4 918 9100 
Fax: 0064 4 918 9299 
http://www.cyf.govt.nz 
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New Zealand Police 
PO Box 3017    
Wellington    
New Zealand  
Ph 0064 4 474-9499    
Fax 0064 4 498-7400 
http://www.police.govt.nz/ 
 
4.  Do you have any other comments relating to co-operation, including any 

comments on the effectiveness of co-operative agreements? 
 
No 
 
VI. TRAINING AND EDUCATION FOR PROFESSIONALS 
 
1.  Please give details of any training or education that is available in your State for 

professionals (including, judges, Central Authority personnel, lawyers, 
mediators, enforcement organs [e.g. bailiffs], police officers, and social workers) 
as a means of preparing them to enforce Hague return orders or decisions in 
family law matters in general. 

 
The New Zealand Law Society is responsible for the training of the legal profession.  In 2003 
a series of seminars, which focused on the 1980 Convention, were run throughout New 
Zealand.  Previous seminars were conducted in 1995.   
 
As the statistical information provided at IV.1 shows, only a small number of return orders 
made by New Zealand courts need to be enforced.  For this reason, police officers, bailiffs 
and social workers are not provided with specific training on Convention matters.  However: 
the New Zealand Police does provide its officers with comprehensive training on executing 
different types of warrants and on how to deal with children’s issues; bailiffs are provided 
with general training on the need for sensitivity when delivering documents relating to family 
matters; and when the Department of Child, Youth and Family receives a request for 
assistance from the Central Authority, the Department will instruct the relevant supervising 
social worker as to the role and functions required. 
 
2.  Who provides this training and education? 
 
See above at VI.1 
 
3.  What form does this training take and how regularly does it occur? Does joint 

training of different professional groups which have to co-operate in the 
enforcement of Hague return orders (e.g. judges, bailiffs, police officers, social 
workers) also occur? 

 
See above at VI.1.  There is no joint training for different professional groups involved in 
Convention matters. 
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4.  Do you have any other comments relating to training and education of 

professionals, including any comments on the effectiveness of this training and 
education as a means of facilitating the enforcement of Hague return orders? 

 
No 
 
VII. OTHER INFORMATION 
 
1.  Please give details of any web pages, and provide copies of any brochures, or 

information packs or similar materials which contain information or advice on 
the enforcement of Hague return orders in your State and which are available to 
parents, including applicants from abroad. 

 
The New Zealand Family Court website contains information on the 1980 Convention at 
http://www.justice.govt.nz/family/children/hagueconvention.html 
 
The Department of Internal Affairs has published a pamphlet with general information for 
parents on international child abduction. 
 
2.  Who provides this information? When was it compiled? When was it last 

updated? How is the information made available and in which language(s)? 
 
The information on the New Zealand Family Court website was updated in July of this year. 
 
The pamphlet was published in 1997. 
 
3.  Do you have any other comments relating to information for parents, including 

any comments on whether such information is effective in assisting the left-
behind parent in having his or her return order enforced? 

 
No 
 
4.  Please provide any other information which may be relevant to the issue of the 

enforcement of Hague return orders. 
 
N/A 
 
5.  Please provide details of any other bodies or authorities in your State who may 

have information useful to the research covered by this questionnaire. 
 
N/A 
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6.  Have you any general comments to make regarding the enforcement of Hague 
return orders? 

 
For the majority of cases in which return orders are granted, there are not many difficulties 
relating to the enforcement of the order.  This can be attributed to New Zealand’s small 
geographical size, a centralised system of government and courts, and the high levels of co-
operation between government agencies involved in enforcing return orders.  
 
7.  Are there any changes envisaged in your legislation and / or practice? If this is 

the case, please give details in the answer to the respective question and indicate 
as of when such changes will take effect. 

 
The Care of Children Act replaces the Guardianship Act 1968 and the Guardianship 
Amendment Act 1991, and will come into effect in July 2005.  Until that date, the provisions 
of the Guardianship Act will continue to apply in applications and proceedings under the 
1980 Convention.  The provisions in the Care of Children Act relating to proceedings under 
the 1980 Convention are closely based on those in the Guardianship Act.  
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