
Waikato District Council 
Regulatory Subcommittee Hearing 1 Agenda: 13 October 2023

Agenda for a hearing by Commissioners of the Regulatory Subcommittee for Waikato District 
Council to be held in Committee Rooms 1 and 2, 15 Galileo Street, Ngaruawahia on FRIDAY, 
13 OCTOBER 2023, commencing at 10.00am. 

Information and recommendations are included in the reports to assist the Subcommittee in the decision-making process and may not 
constitute Council’s decision or policy until considered by the Subcommittee. 

1. APOLOGIES AND LEAVE OF ABSENCE

2. DISCLOSURES OF INTEREST

3. HEARING – DANIEL BARBER

Objection to Menacing Classification – Daniel Barber 2 

Appendix 1 - Section 33A and 33B of the Dog Control Act 1996 10 

Appendix 2 – Service Request Redacted (DOGS3290/23) 11 

Appendix 3 – Witness Statement Dog Owner 16 

Appendix 4 – Notice of Classification of Dog as Menacing 19 

Appendix 5 – Objection Letter to Menacing Classification 20 

Appendix 6 – Correspondence – Complainant 33 

Appendix 7 – Complainant Statement 37 

Appendix 8 – Correspondence – Sherryll Foot 45 

Appendix 9 – Pocket Book Notes 46 

Appendix 10 – Correspondence and Images – Imogen Johnston 48 

Appendix 11 – Correspondence Dog Owner 52 

Appendix 12 – Infringement Notice E30304 54 

Appendix 13 – Statement – Lynne Barber 55 

Appendix 14 – Decision Making Criteria 57 

Appendix 15 - Animal Control Officer Statement 60 

GJ Ion 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE 

1



                                        Open  
 

 

 

To Policy and Regulatory Subcommittee 

Report title Objection to Menacing Classification 

Date: 4 October 2023 

Report Author: Phillip Greeves, Acting Animal Control Team Leader 

Authorised by:  Roger MacCulloch, General Manager Customer Support 

1. Purpose of the report 
Te Take moo te puurongo   

To provide information to the Policy and Regulatory Subcommittee (“the Committee) to 
enable the Committee to hear the objection to a Menacing Classification imposed on the 
dog, Rollo Barber (“Rollo”) belonging to Daniel Barber (“Mr Barber”).  

2. Executive summary 
Whakaraapopototanga matua 

Section 33A of Dog Control Act 1996 (“the Act”) allows Waikato District Council (“Council”) 
to classify a dog as menacing if the dog is considered to pose a threat to a person or other 
animal due to observed or reported behaviour (Sections 33A and Section 33B of the Act 
annexed as Appendix 1). 

Rollo, a black and white Alaskan Malamute, aged approximately 2 years and owned by Mr 
Barber attacked and killed chickens owned by Mrs Hannah Wilton (“Mrs Wilton”). The 
attack occurred on 13 June 2023 at Mrs Wilton’s residence at 16 Pinnacle Hill Road, Pokeno 
(“the Property”), which is a neighbouring property to Mr Barber’s residence at 20 Brljevich 
Road, Mangatawhiri (“the Brljevich Road Property”). 

As a response Mrs Wilton contacted Council’s Animal Control call centre and lodged a 
service request. Officer Amanda Twiss (“ACO Twiss”) received the request and began an 
investigation (Service Request annexed as Appendix 2).  

Prior to and throughout the investigation Mr Barber claimed full responsibility for Rollo 
attacking and killing Mrs Wilton’s chickens. (Dog Owner Statement annexed as Appendix 
3). 

After investigation, Council advised Mr Barber of the decision to classify Rollo as Menacing 
(Notice of Classification of dog as Menacing Annexed as Appendix 4).  
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In accordance with section 33B of the Act, Mr Barber formally objected in writing to the 
menacing classification within the statutory time frame (Objection of Menacing 
Classification Annexed as Appendix 5).  

Council understands that Mr Barber undertook extensive remedial actions following the 
attack, however, despite these actions Council considers that Rollo poses an ongoing 
threat to stock, poultry, domestic animals or protected wildlife given the severity of the 
attack and reported behaviour.  

Council submits that for public safety reasons Rollo  should remain classified as menacing, 
requiring Rollo to be muzzled when in public.  

3. Staff recommendations  
Tuutohu-aa-kaimahi 

That the Policy and Regulatory Subcommittee: 

a. confirms the Classification of Rollo under section 33(A)(2) of the Dog Control Act 
1996 be upheld. 

4. Background  
Koorero whaimaarama 

On 13 June 2023 at 11:39am, Council’s call centre received a complaint from a member of 
the public, Mrs Wilton. Mrs Wilton advised the call centre that a dog had attacked and 
killed her six chickens that were confined to the Property. 

ACO Twiss contacted Mrs Wilton for a statement after receiving the service request. Mrs 
Wilton states she did not witness the attack though she explains she received a call from 
her husband on 13 June 2023 at 10.30am.  

Mrs Wilton was informed by her husband Mr Wilton that the neighbours at the Brljevich 
Road Property called him advising their dog, Rollo, killed six of Mrs Wilton’s chickens. 

Mrs Wilton expressed herself as extremely upset. Mrs Wiltons concern for her daughter 
seeing the dead chickens, prompted her to pull to the side of the road as she was not far 
from her home and contact her neighbour Imogen Johnston (“Mrs Johnston”) for 
assistance in clearing the area. Mrs Johnston was not available to assist so she called 
Sheryll Foot (“Mrs Foot”), another neighbour to ask for assistance on behalf of Mrs Wilton.  

Mrs Wilton waited for Mrs Foot near her driveway and checked her letter box where she 
found a handwritten apology left by Mr Barber (Correspondence received from the 
complainant is annexed as Appendix 6). On returning home to the Property Mrs Wilton 
states when she quickly looked at what had happened, she had seen blood and feathers.    
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When Mrs Wilton got to the Property, she saw blood and feathers and as she got to her 
front door there were large dog muddy paw prints. On entering her house on the 
Property, she noticed that her dog was agitated, panting, and stressed. It was then that 
she called Council Animal Control. (Complainant statement annexed as Appendix 7). 

During her phone call with ACO Twiss, Mrs Wilton advised she no longer had the dead 
chickens as her neighbour, Mrs Foot, had collected them.   

Correspondence received by Council on 13 June 2023  from Mrs Foot relays her interaction 
with Mrs Wilton and Lynn Barber, Mr Barbers mother (“Ms Barber”). (Correspondence 
Sheryll Foot annexed as Appendix 8). 

At 3:16pm ACO Twiss and Animal Control Officer Phil Greeves (“ACO Greeves”) attended 
the Brljevich Road Property and spoke with Mr Barber. ACO Twiss noted that Mr Barber 
was very upset and that he had no idea Rollo had got out. ACO Twiss noted details relating 
to Rollo’s registration in that Rollo was currently registered with Auckland Council and Mr 
Barber informed her that he will re-register Rollo with Council.  

Mr Barber continued to advise that he didn’t realise the rain had partially eroded the bank 
where the boundary fence of the Brljevich Road Property is shared with the Property. ACO 
Twiss notes that she explained to Mr Barber the Menacing classification and infringement. 
(Pocket book notes annexed as Appendix 9 and Animal Control Officer Statement 
annexed as Appendix 15) 

Correspondence received by Council on 14 June 2023 from Mrs Johnston relays her 
interaction with Mrs Wilton, observed behaviour of the dog, Rollo, and images of the 
chicken coop. (Correspondence and images - Imogen Johnston annexed as Appendix 10). 

On 16 June 2023 at 9.27am ACO Twiss emailed  Mr Barber requesting a detailed account 
for his statement. At 11.07am Mr Barber replied via email with attachments of statements 
from himself identified as the owner, and Ms Barber identified as the witness. 
(Correspondence Dog Owner _Re _Statement annexed as Appendix 11) 

Mr Barber states on 13 June 2023 at around 9.31am that he received a text from his 
mother, Ms Barber, advising him that Rollo was missing. Mr Barber then called Ms Barber. 
During this phone call Ms Barber states, she had located Rollo in the Wilton’s chicken run, 
lying among the dead chickens. When Mr Barber was made aware of this, he left work and 
drove home.  

Ms Barber states the front gate of the Property was standing ajar and entered. Ms Barber 
continues to state that she entered the chicken run by the closed access door and leashed 
Rollo to exit. Ms Barber noticed a flimsy timber piece framed netting propped against the 
back and assumes that is how Rollo entered the chicken run.  

Ms Barber attempted to contact the Wilton’s by knocking on the door of the house at the 
Property several times and after no response took a photo of the contact details for Mr 
Wilton’s business from the trailer in their yard and sent a text message to Mr Wilton. Ms 
Barber messaged that Rollo had pushed through the fence into the chicken run and killed 
all six chickens. Ms Barber had also offered to pay damages and apologised. Ms Barber 
returned home with Rollo and locked him in the garage. 
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Mr Barber states he returned home to the Brljevich Road Property at around 10am to 
Rollo locked in the garage and had Ms Barber explain what she found. Mr Barber and Ms 
Barber then returned to the Property with a black rubbish bag to clear the dead chickens, 
so the Wilton’s did not have to, and placed the bag in a shady corner of the chicken run 
before attempting to knock on the door again.  

Ms Barber in her statement explains she was unsure what the Wilton’s would have wanted 
to do with the chickens and was concerned that removing the chickens would have 
resulted in theft. Ms Barber also states they left a handwritten note in the Wilton’s mailbox 
(Appendix 7). 

Mr Barber returned to work with Rollo and Mr Barber received a call from Mr Wilton at 
1:56pm. Mr Barber states that he apologised to Mr Willton and offered to pay for all 
damages.  Mr Barber states that they had a discussion around how Rollo entered the 
Property.  He also states that Mr Wilton raised concerns about Rollo potentially harming 
or hurting their daughter or their dog and that he assured Mr Wilton that there was 
nothing to be concerned about. Mr Wilton was grateful they picked up the chickens.  

An hour after the call with Mr Wilton, Ms Barber was visited by Ms Foot who placed the 
dead chickens in the bag at the Brljevich Road Property. Ms Barber then attempted to call 
Mr Wilton with no response, so she sent a text apologising and requesting a return call. 

Mr Barber returned home from work at 12pm and waited for Mr Wilton to respond to his 
text. Mr Barber states during this time he and Ms Barber ordered a dog run for Rollo and 
discussed how they would repair the fence and contain Rollo until the delivery of the dog 
run.  

Mr Barber states he received a call from Mr Wilton at 1.56pm with Mr Wilton expressing 
Mrs Wilton’s concern for their daughter and dog. Mr Barber explains and offers 
reassurance about Rollo’s exposure to children and other animals. Mr Barber after 
apologising and explaining how Rollo accessed the Wilton’s property, also offered to 
repair the fence bordering the Property.  

At 3:16pm  ACO Twiss and ACO Greeves visit Mr Barber and Ms Barber at the Brljevich 
Road Property and inform them of the investigation underway. (Statement of Lynne 
Barber annexed as Appendix 13) (Annexed Appendix 3). 

On 18 July 2023  after ACO Twiss’ consultation with the Animal Control Team Leader Tracey 
Oakes presenting all findings relating to the investigation and completion of the decision-
making process, Rollo was classified as Menacing. (Decision Making Criteria annexed 
Appendix 14). 

On 20 July 2023 and infringement notice was sent to Mr Barber in respect of the incident. 
(Infringement Notice annexed as Appendix 12). 

On 4 August 2023 the Menacing Classification was hand delivered to Mr Barber (Annexed 
as Appendix 4). 
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A formal objection was received by Council on 5 August 2023 which is within the 
prescribed 14-day objection period under the Act (annexed as Appendix 1). 

Having received Mr Barber’s written objection to the menacing classification, the objection 
now needs to be determined in accordance with section 33B of the Act (sections 33A and 
33B of the Act annexed as Appendix 1). 

5. Discussion and analysis  
Taataritanga me ngaa tohutohu 

Section 33B(2) of the Act (Appendix 1) provides that in determining this objection the 
Committee shall have regard to: 

a. the evidence which formed the basis for the classification; and  

b. any steps taken by the owner to prevent any threat to the safety of persons or 
animals; and  

c. the matters relied on in support of the objection; and  

d. any other relevant matters.  

As a result of this analysis, the Committee will have the following options: 

a. Uphold the classification of Rollo as menacing; or  

b. Rescind the classification. 

The Committee must give written notice of its decision and the reasons for it, under 
section 33B(3) of the Act to the objector. 

The option preferred by staff is option A, and the reasons for this recommendation are 
discussed below.  

5.1 Options  
Ngaa koowhiringa 

Staff recommend option A because: 

• The Act states that the Territorial authority may classify a dog as menacing if the 
territorial authority considers Rollo may pose a threat to any person, stock, 
poultry, domestic animal, or protected wildlife because of any observed or 
reported behaviour of Rollo.   

• Rollo was free to leave the Brljevich Road Property and was able to access the 
Property and exhibited behaviour which indicates he may pose a threat to any 
person or domestic pet. As a result of being able to leave the Brljevich Road 
Property, Rollo attacked and killed six chickens.  

• Ms Barber was present at the Brljevich Road Property at the time and was 
unaware that Rollo had left this property. 
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• Since the incident Mr Barber has advised that he has taken the following remedial 
actions: 

• installation of a large fully enclosed dog run at the Brljevich Road Property 
where he states Rollo will be contained when no one is at this property to 
supervise Rollo; 

• Installation of a new fence on the Brljevich Road Property to cut off access 
to any damaged fencing; and 

• A GPS tracking device has been fitted to Rollo’s collar. 

Council’s position is that despite these actions the menacing classification is still 
required due to the ongoing threat to stock, poultry, domestic animals or protected 
wildlife due to the severity of the reported behaviour, being the attack and death of 
six chickens. This is of particular concern given there is a lot of stock and animals in 
and around the area where Rollo resides. 

• A menacing classification ensures that: 

• Rollo is muzzled when in public to help mitigate the threat Rollo poses; 
and 

• If Rollo offends again, a menacing classification allows Council’s Animal 
Control Team to take stronger measures of enforcement such as seizure 
of Rollo until Mr Barber can demonstrate how he is going to prevent 
further offending. 

• A menacing classification will ensure that Mr Barber takes the appropriate steps 
to ensure any threatening behaviour is mitigated.  

5.2 Financial considerations  
Whaiwhakaaro puutea 

There are no material financial considerations associated with the recommendations of 
this report.  

5.3 Legal considerations  
Whaiwhakaaro-aa-ture 

Staff confirm that the staff recommendation complies with the Council’s legal and policy 
requirements. Legal Counsel will be available to assist the Committee with the matters of 
law as required. 

5.4 Strategy and policy considerations  
Whaiwhakaaro whakamaaherehere kaupapa here 

The report and recommendations are consistent with the Council’s policies, plans and 
prior decisions.  

  

7



 

 

5.5 Maaori and cultural considerations  
Whaiwhakaaro Maaori me oona tikanga 

There are no wider Maaori or cultural considerations involved in the exercise of Council’s 
legislative responsibilities under the Act.  

5.6 Climate response and resilience considerations 
Whaiwhakaaro-aa-taiao 

The matters in this report have no known impact on climate change or resilience for the 
Council. 

5.7 Risks  
Tuuraru 

Should the Committee uphold the classification and proceed with the staff 
recommendation, the classification stands with no further recourse for appeal by the 
objector. 

Should the Committee rescind the classification, there is a risk that further breaches of 
the Act will occur, and members of the public could be further threatened or even 
harmed.  

6. Significance and engagement assessment  
Aromatawai paahekoheko 

6.1 Significance  
Te Hiranga 

The decisions and matters of this report are assessed as of low significance, in 
accordance with the Council’s Significance and Engagement Policy. 

6.2 Engagement  
Te Whakatuutakitaki 

This is a regulatory/operational matter concerning an individual and we do not propose 
to inform more broadly than necessary to give effect to the classification, if upheld.  

7. Next steps  
Ahu whakamua 

Should the classification be upheld, it will apply at a national level.  

Council’s role will be to update the relevant records and enforce the requirements of the 
classification.  
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8. Confirmation of statutory compliance  
Te Whakatuuturutanga aa-ture 

As required by the Local Government Act 2002, staff confirm the following: 

The report fits with Council’s role and Committee’s Terms 
of Reference and Delegations. 

Confirmed  

The report contains sufficient information about all 
reasonably practicable options identified and assessed in 
terms of their advantages and disadvantages (Section 5.1). 

Confirmed  

Staff assessment of the level of significance of the issues in 
the report after consideration of the Council’s Significance 
and Engagement Policy (Section 6.1). 

Low 

The report contains adequate consideration of the views 
and preferences of affected and interested persons taking 
account of any proposed or previous community 
engagement and assessed level of significance (Section 6.2). 

Confirmed  

The report considers impact on Maaori (Section 5.5) Not applicable 

The report and recommendations are consistent with 
Council’s plans and policies (Section 5.4). 

Confirmed 

The report and recommendations comply with Council’s 
legal duties and responsibilities (Section 5.3). 

Confirmed 

9. Attachments  
Ngaa taapirihanga 

Attachment 1 – Section 33A and Section 33B of the Act 
Attachment 2 – Service Request 
Attachment 3 – Dog Owner Statement  
Attachment 4 – Notice of Classification of dog as Menacing 
Attachment 5 – Objection to Menacing Classification 
Attachment 6 – Correspondence Complainant 
Attachment 7 – Complainant Statement 
Attachment 8 – Correspondence – Sherryll Foot 
Attachment 9 – Pocket book notes_ Redacted 
Attachment 10 – Correspondence and images - Imogen Johnston 
Attachment 11 – Correspondence Dog Owner _Re _Statement 
Attachment 12 – Infringement Notice 
Attachment 13 – Statement Lynne Barber 
Attachment 14 – Decision making criteria 
Attachment 15 – Animal Control Officer Statement 
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Request details for DOGS3290/23

DOGS3290/23Request Number

Completed On

Priority

Process Counter

Category

Group

Status

Source

Date Received

Caller Name

Home Telephone

Property Address

Related Property & Customer

Call Back?

Resp User

Raised By

Resp Workgroup

DOGS3290/23

Resolution Details

Resolution Description

Description

Mobile Telephone

Caller Email

Caller Address

Request Details

Memo Details

DogAggCurr

DOGSCRM

P

Phone

Hannah Louise Wilton

Pinnacle Hill Road

13/06/2023

602994

8/11/2023 10:18:26 AM
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Work Telephone

Medium

Dogs

LANDE001

ATWIS001

True

16 Pinnacle Hill Road~RD 1~Pokeno   2471

Husky from neighbours at 20 Brljevich Road has attacked and killed 6 chickens within the hour. Owners 
of husky have left an apology note in Hannahs (chicken owner)  letterbox. Another neighbour has 
helped hannah move the dead chickens because they were in path of view for her 3 yr old. Please call 
Hannah if any questions  she is very upset and sad on the phone

Completed

13/6/23  Spoke to Hannah, she didn't witness the attack, she explained that the dog owners had 
called he husband to advise him of what had happened.  She no longer has the chickens on her 
property as he neighbour collected them.  Hannah has emailed through txt conversations with her 
neighbour who helped her remove the chickens and the sorry note from the dog owner.  Statement 
taken from Hannah over phone. 
3.16pm  Visited 20 Brljevich rd.  Spoke to owner Daniel who was very upset about what had 
happened.  He had no idea the dog had gotten out.  He didn't realise the all the rain we have been 
getting at the moment and made part of the bank disappear.  Once he realised the dog was s missing 
he went looking for him.  He found the dog in with the chickens.  He left a note for the owner and 
called to apologise. He is now going to take the dog to work with him and is going to organise a run to 
keep him in as he never wants him to get out again. Refer to meno

13/06/2023

8/11/2023 10:18:26 AM
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8/11/2023 10:18:26 AM
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Memo Ctr Table 
No Memo Type Status Staff ID Date Created

886306 602994 CRMAnimals C 16/06/2023

8/11/2023 10:18:26 AM
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Notes

He is now going to take the dog to work with him and is going to organise a run to 
keep him in as he never wants him to get out again. He was really scared he was 
going to lose his dog
Neighbours sent emails to be included in file re: what they saw and did after 
incident. There are no photos of the dead chickens as the neighbour dropped the 
chickens back on the owners driveway before photos were taken
Menacing Classification and infringement to be sent
Dog is currently registered with Auckland Council 623481 Daniel will re register 
with Waikato
16/6/23 Received statements from Dog Owner and his mother. Compound has 
been purchased to keep dog contained when owner not at home
Infringement sent. 

8/11/2023 10:18:26 AM
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From:      "Tracey Oakes"
Sent:       Thu, 10 Aug 2023 11:54:09 +1200
To:            
Subject:                Fw: Objection letter to classification

Good morning Daniel, 

This is an acknowledgement of your objection to the menacing classification for Rollo Barber 
that was issued to you on 4 August 2023. You have objected in writing within the 14 day appeal 
period. The democracy team will be in contact with you regarding the objection and what it 
entails. There will be a hearing where you put your case forward as to why Rollo Barber should 
not be classified with a panel of Elected Councillors. 

Kind regards, 

Tracey Oakes 
Animal Control Team Leader 

Waikato District Council 

Te Kaunihera aa Takiwaa o Waikato 
Nama waea: 0800 492 452 
Pouaka Poutaapeta: Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742 
Waahi Mahi: 15 Galileo Street, Ngaruawahia

From: Dan Barber 
Sent: Saturday, August 5, 2023 12:19 PM
To: Animal Control <Animal.Control@waidc.govt.nz>
Subject: Objection letter to classification

Objection Letter to Waikato district council

CRM:DOGS3290/23
Person ID:198420
Dog ID: 161894

Version: 1, Version Date: 10/08/2023
Document Set ID: 4244097
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The following objection letter is written Without Prejudice.
 
On 4 August 2023 I received a hand delivered notice that my dog has been classified as a menacing dog 
and I wish to make an objection of this classification as the sole legal owner.
 
The incident that occurred which prompted this classification took place on  Tuesday 13 June and I 
received a visit from Animal Control Officers Amanda and Phil that same day. I was instructed to write a 
statement detailing my experience and email that to Amanda. In my statement I wrote what I observed 
and what I assumed had transpired during my absence from home without any evidence to back up my 
assumption.
 
I heard nothing further until 25 July when I received an Infringement Notice, dated 20 July, and a fine of 
$200.  This notice states the offence is an Alleged infringement . A week and a half later I then received a 
phone call from Amanda telling me she had hand delivered a Menacing Dog notice on 4 August (the 
letter is actually dated 18 July). This delay has caused significant stress as i want to resolve this 
classification before the due date of the infringement notice. She also stated that their was not 
sufficient evidence for a court case. I will pay the fine, as I acknowledge he left our property without 
supervision. However I do not accept the menacing dog classification is justified because of the 
following. 
 
Being that I or no one else was witness to what the council alleges he did to earn that classification, I 
object the councils decision, how can he be classed as menacing when their is no proof that he is a 
threat, the basis of this classification is derived from an assumption. For him to be classed as menacing 
when their is no evidence of him committing what is alleged, is speculation and hearsay.
 
My dog is well socialised with both people and other dogs.  He lives with an elderly cat who he respects 
and defers to.  He mixes regularly with other dogs and shows no aggression towards them.  He has 
mixed with small children, some with special needs, at a friends home day care and has never shown 
any aggression towards them.  He even greets the postie in a friendly manner. He does not bark, charge, 
growl or lunge at anyone whom he comes in proximity with. Their have been no prior incidents of 
aggression of any kind with any other animal or person. 
 
In regards to the Alleged infringement I have taken a large number of precautions to ensure that he 
cannot leave the property again, i have purchased a large fully enclosed dog run for when he has to be 
left at home unsupervised, i have also installed a brand new fence half way down through our bush 
section that completely cuts off access to any fences that are continually sinking from land erosion. I 
have fitted a gps tracking device to his collar also. See attached photos
 
I would invite whomever is concerned to come and meet with him and see for yourself that he is not a 
menacing dog, as how can he be classified like this when no representative of the council has met him or 
seen any evidence other than hearsay.
 
Thank you.
 

Version: 1, Version Date: 10/08/2023
Document Set ID: 4244097
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Please confirm receipt of my email or let me know if i need to send this to a different address.

Version: 1, Version Date: 10/08/2023
Document Set ID: 4244097
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Daniel Barber
 

On 16/06/2023, at 11:07 AM, Dan Barber wrote:

Hi Amanda, here is mine (owner) and my mothers statement (witness) for the events. 
Please keep me up to date with what will be happening. I have not been contacted by the 
Wiltons in regards to what reparations they deem reasonable yet. I have also updated my 
dogs registration details. 
Thank you.

Version: 1, Version Date: 10/08/2023
Document Set ID: 4244097
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<Statement Daniel Barber.pdf>
<Statement Lynne Barber.pdf>
 

Regards,
Daniel 

On 16/06/2023, at 9:21 AM, Animal Control <Animal.Control@waidc.govt.nz> 
wrote:

 
Hi Daniel,
 
Could you please email me a detailed account of what happened on the 
13/6/23 I need this for an owners statement
 
Kind Regards
 
 

Amanda 
Animal Control Officer 

Ngā mihi

Te Kaunihera aa Takiwaa o Waikato
Nama waea: 0800 492 452 
Pouaka Poutaapeta: Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742 
Waahi Mahi: 15 Galileo Street, Ngaruawahia
<image001.jpg>

 Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 
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From:                    "Dan Barber" 
Sent:       Fri, 16 Jun 2023 11:07:31 +1200
To:                        "Animal Control" <Animal.Control@waidc.govt.nz>
Subject:                Re: Statement
Attachments:                   Statement Daniel Barber.pdf, Statement Lynne Barber.pdf

Hi Amanda, here is mine (owner) and my mothers statement (witness) for the events. Please 
keep me up to date with what will be happening. I have not been contacted by the Wiltons in 
regards to what reparations they deem reasonable yet. I have also updated my dogs registration 
details.  
Thank you.

Regards, 
Daniel 

On 16/06/2023, at 9:21 AM, Animal Control <Animal.Control@waidc.govt.nz> 
wrote:

Hi Daniel,

Could you please email me a detailed account of what happened on the 13/6/23 I need 
this for an owners statement

Kind Regards

Amanda 
Animal Control Officer 

Ngā mihi

Te Kaunihera aa Takiwaa o Waikato
Nama waea: 0800 492 452 
Pouaka Poutaapeta: Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742 
Waahi Mahi: 15 Galileo Street, Ngaruawahia

<image001.jpg>

 Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail

Version: 1, Version Date: 20/09/2023
Document Set ID: 4287940

52



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Scanned by Trustwave SEG - Trustwave's comprehensive email content security solution. 
Download a free evaluation of Trustwave SEG at www.trustwave.com

Version: 1, Version Date: 20/09/2023
Document Set ID: 4287940

53



54



55



56



57



58



59



60



61



62



63


	0 REGSUB OP 231013 Daniel Barber
	3 Objection to Menacing Classification - Daniel Barber
	Appendix 1 Section 33A and 33B of the Dog Control Act 1996
	Appendix 2 - Service Request_Redacted
	Appendix 3 - Dog Owner Statement
	Appendix 4 - Notice of Classification of dog as Menacing
	Appendix 5 - Objection letter to Menacing Classification_Redacted
	Appendix 6 - Correspondence complainant_Redacted
	Appendix 7 - Complainant Statement_Redacted
	Appendix 8 - Correspondence - Sherryll Foot_Redacted
	Appendix 9 - Pocket book notes_Redacted
	Appendix 10 - Correspondence and images - Imogen Johnston_Redacted
	Appendix 11 - Correspondence Dog Owner _ Re_ Statement_Redacted
	Appendix 12 - Infringement Notice
	Appendix 13 - Statement Lynne Barber
	Appendix 14 - Decision making criteria
	Appendix 15 - Animal Control Officer Statement_Redacted



