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Regulatory Subcommittee

Reports to: Policy & Regulatory Committee
Chairperson: Cr Peter Thomson

Deputy Chairperson: Cr David Whyte (Deputy Chair)
Membership: Cr Crystal Beavis
Cr Carolyn Eyre
Cr Fabio Rodrigues
(The composition of any Regulatory Subcommittee for quorum
purposes to be determined by the Chairperson)

Meeting frequency: As and when required
Quorum: A panel of three to be appointed in the first instance allowing for a
quorum of two once the hearing has commenced.

Purpose

1. To conduct fair and effective hearings and make determinations on the Council’s
regulatory functions under legislation and other matters as referred to the Committee.

2. Torecommend to the Council or relevant Council committee any matters that it
considers necessary to enable the effective management of the Council's regulatory
functions.

Terms of Reference:

1. Hear and determine any statutory or regulatory hearings under relevant legislation
unless otherwise delegated or retained by the Council, including (but without

limitation):

a. objections under the Dog Control Act 1996;

b. matters under the Resource Management Act 1991 and related legislation;
c. matters under the Impounding Act 1955;

d. matters regarding drainage and works on private land under the Local

Government Act 1974 and Local Government Act 2002;
matters under the Gambling Act 2003, Health Act 1956 and Litter Act 1979;
matters regarding residential pools under the Building Act 2004.

sl (']

2. Hear and determine other matters that require hearings or submissions, as referred by
Council or other Committees.

3. To convene working groups and carry out the Terms of Reference approved and
referred by Council or other Committees.
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The Subcommittee is delegated the following powers to act:

e Conduct statutory hearings on regulatory matters and undertake and make decisions
on those hearings that fall within the committee’s Terms of Reference.

e Appoint additional members, including external members, for hearings where expert
advice is required.

e Establish and amend hearings protocols relating to the general conduct of hearings and
hearings- related matters in accordance with the applicable legislation and the
principles of administrative law and natural justice.

e Approval of activities and expenses relating to working groups consistent with the
terms of reference and approved working group budget.

Explanatory Note:

1. The Committee may request expert advice through the Chief Executive when
necessary.

2. The General Manager Customer Support, in consultation with the Chairperson of the
Regulatory Subcommittee, are delegated the power to determine:

a. the composition of any hearings panel to be convened under the committee’s
terms of reference; and
b. the appointment of any independent hearings commissioner within the panel

of commissioners approved by the Council, to hear and determine any matter
under the Resource Management Act 1991 (and related legislation). An
independent commissioner can be appointed to act in his/her sole capacity, or
together with appointed councillors who hold the appropriate accreditation.

3. Decisions of a hearing panel shall be made by consensus although if necessary the
majority view prevails
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To Regulatory Subcommittee

Report title | Objection to Dangerous Classification

Date: 3 July 2026
Report Author: | Phil Greeves, Animal Control Specialist

Authorised by: | oy Kaipara, General Manager Customer Services

1.  Purpose of the report
Te Take moo te puurongo

The purpose of this report is to present the Regulatory Subcommittee (the Committee)
with the information necessary to consider and decide on the objections lodged by the
owners of the dogs, Gracie and Floyd, regarding their Dangerous Dog Classifications.

This report is intended to support the Committee in deciding to either uphold or rescind
the classifications in accordance with the requirements of the Dog Control Act 1996.

2. Executive summary
Whakaraapopototanga matua

Section 31(1)(b) of the Dog Control Act 1996 (“the Act”) requires a territorial authority to
classify a dog as dangerous if the dog is considered to pose a threat to any person or
animal due to observed or reported behaviour (Section 31 annexed as Appendix 1).

Gracie, a blue and white female American Staffordshire Terrier cross aged 1 year and 4

months (P&R record: Appendix 2), and Floyd, a brown male Doberman-Dalmatian cross

aged 10 years and 7 months (P&R record: Appendix 3), are jointly owned by -
(P&R record: Appendix 4) and _ (P&R record Appendix 5).

Both dogs were classified as Dangerous Dogs on 27 March 2026 following an attack on a
cow that resulted in injuries severe enough to require the cow's euthanasia on 5 March
2026. The classification decision was made under delegated authority by the Team Leader
Animal Control due to the seriousness of the attack and as an alternative to prosecution.




Prior to this incident there have been no previous complaints recorded with Waikato
District Council regarding either dog. The dog owners have maintained a good registration
history on both dogs.

Under Section 32 of the Act, an owner of a dog classified as dangerous must comply with
several statutory requirements, including:

a. ensuring the dog is kept within a securely fenced portion of the property within
one month of receiving the notice;

b. ensuring the dog is not at large or in any public place unless muzzled and
controlled on a leash (with limited exceptions);

c. providing veterinary certification confirming the dog has been neutered or is
temporarily unfit to be neutered;

d. paying annual registration fees at 150% of the standard rate; and

e. obtaining written consent from the territorial authority before transferring
ownership of the dog.

Under Section 31(3), an owner may object in writing to the classification within 14 days of
receiving notice and may be heard in support of their objection.

On 2 April 2026, _ submitted an objection to the Dangerous Dog

classifications for both dogs (Appendix 19). In her objection, she accepted full
responsibility for the incident and outlined significant improvements made to ensure
containment, including reinforced boundary fencing and the construction of a
high-security enclosure with restricted public access.

The objection also noted that Floyd suffers from a chronic autoimmune skin condition,
and that wearing a muzzle for a long period of time could cause significant irritation. This
was supported by a letter from their veterinarian, _ of Anexa Veterinary
Services (Appendix 20).

While these post-incident actions are acknowledged and commended, Council maintains
that the classifications should be upheld for the following reasons:

a. The severity of the attack warrants strong enforcement.

b.  The classification ensures that the property remains securely fenced to contain
the dogs.

c. The classification applies nationally, ensuring the dogs must be securely
contained regardless of where they reside.

d. The requirement for muzzling in public reduces the risk of further incidents in
unpredictable situations.

e. Gracie will be required to be de-sexed, which may reduce the likelihood of
similar aggressive behaviour.

f. A dangerous classification enables Animal Control to take stronger
enforcement action should further incidents occur.




Council recognises Floyd's medical condition and the potential irritation caused by the
requirement of wearing a muzzle in public. However, Council has no authority to waive
individual statutory requirements of the classification. Floyd may continue to be housed
and exercised on the property or transported in a vehicle without wearing a muzzle.

3. Staff recommendations
Tuutohu-aa-kaimahi

THAT the Policy and Regulatory Subcommittee:

a. receives the report from the Animal Control Specialist (Objection to Dangerous
Dog Classification); and

b. upholds the classification of the dogs Gracie and Floyd under Section 31 of the
Dog Control Act 1996.

4. Background
Koorero whaimaarama

On Thursday 5 March 2026 at 11:20am, Waikato District Council received a report
regarding two dogs that had attacked at least one cow at the property of_

, causing injuries severe enough that the animal would likely require
euthanasia (Service Request DOGS3593/26 is annexed as Appendix 6).

The complainant, reported the dogs were known to be owned by
a neighbour .

advised that the dogs remained at the scene and that his son

, the stock owner, was positioned between the dogs and the injured

cow to prevent further harm and to keep the dogs separated from the remainder of the
herd.

He further stated that a person with a firearms licence was present and he wished for the
dogs to be shot; however, he was advised by the call centre operator not to do so.

Animal Control Officer (AC)) ("ACO _”) was assigned
to investigate (ACO Statement - annexed as Appendix 7).
At 11:26am, ACO , accompanied by Senior Animal Control Officer (SACO)

, arrived at . They spoke with the stock owner,
, and a witness to the attack,

The injured animal was identified as a calf club pet yearling heifer, which was later
euthanised due to the extent of its injuries (photographs annexed as Appendix 8).




identified the dog owners as _ and _

of

At 11:45am, ACO visited _ and spoke to .

- and , owners of the dogs Gracie and Floyd. Both expressed shock
at the incident and stated that such behaviour was uncharacteristic of their dogs.

_ acknowledged that he had been aware of the need to install an additional wire
on the boundary fence but had not yet done so. He showed ACO _the kennel
and run where the dogs were normally confined.

_ outlined the potential outcomes of the investigation and invited them
to provide a statement. After being cautioned, _ agreed (Dog Owner Statement

- I ppendix 9)
In his statement, _said he had been working in _When he had received

a phone call from his neighbour . After confirming he was the owner
of two dogs, had informed him his dogs had injured a cow, and they
were at risk of being shot. requested that not shoot the
dogs and immediately left work, also sending a text message reiterating this request.

Upon arriving at the property, he observed his dogs sitting under a hedge. After speaking
with , he whistled for the dogs and secured them in his vehicle. He
noted that he did not observe significant blood on the dogs.

Following the statement, ACO _ seized the dog Gracie under section 57 of the
Act (Notice of Seizure - Gracie annexed as Appendix 10). The dog Floyd was not seized
due to his advanced age and on learning the dog had an autoimmune condition, with
concerns that impoundment stress could worsen his health.

At 2:44pm, ACO _ recorded a statement from _ in which
he stated that he had been working in when he received a call from a neighbour
of the farm where the stock was kept advising that two dogs were

attacking his stock.

Upon arriving at the paddock, he observed two dogs present, one of which—a small

staffy—was latched onto a yearling cow's leg, while a larger dog stood behind it. He

contacted the dogs’ owners, who subsequently collected them (Witness Statement - -
, Appendix 11).
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On Friday, 6 March 2026 at 10:45am, ACO attended _
- and recorded the witness statement of (Appendix 12).

- stated that she initially heard her own dog barking and, upon looking outside,
saw a cow in her driveway. When she later went outside to hang washing, she observed
two black dogs chasing the cow along the paddock fenceline while barking. She contacted

and then ran to the paddock. By the time she arrived, the cow had

become stuck by its neck between the gate and the strainer post. _

arrived shortly thereafter, and the dogs retreated, growling, before sitting under a tree.

- stated that both dogs were involved in the attack and were acting as a team. She
also expressed concern that, if the dogs returned and attacked another animal, they could
redirect aggression toward small children on the property.

Later that day, _ called SACO - advising that he wished to speak

to his family about whether he would be willing to go to court if a decision was made to
prosecute the dog owners for the attack and would provide an update after the weekend.

On Sunday, 8 March 2026, _ emailed ACO _ confirming that

he had repaired the boundary fencing and reinforced it with netting wire. He also advised
that he had relocated the dogs' kennels to a new, fully enclosed confinement area under
a roof, secured with chain-link fencing (photographs annexed as Appendix 13).

_ further stated that other neighbouring stock owners had expressed no
concerns about his dogs and reiterated his commitment to ensuring Gracie's
rehabilitation and safe management (Appendix 14).

On Monday, 9 March 2026, _ informed ACO _ that

although he initially wished to proceed to court, his family did not want to risk conflict
with neighbours.

As a result of this information Animal Control Team Leader _ in
consultation with ACO _ completed the Classification Decision-Making
Criteria, where it was decided that both dogs Gracie and Floyd should be classified as
dangerous dogs as alternative enforcement action to prosecution (Appendix 15). The dog
owners also received a fine for failure to keep dog under control for each dog (Section
53(1) of the Dog Control Act). Subsequently the dog Gracie was released from the pound.

On Monday 9 March 2026 ACO _ visited _ property, _

, to inspect the completed enclosure and fencing repairs (Appendix 16).

On 27 March 2026 at 2:00pm, ACO _ revisited _ to

serve the Dangerous Classifications.
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The process and objection rights were explained to _ who confirmed service
(Appendices 17 and 18).

On 2 April 2026, _ emailed an official objection to the Dangerous

Classifications for both dogs (Appendix 19).

The objection stated they acknowledged full responsibility for the incident and advised
that significant improvements had been made to the property to ensure complete
containment. These measures include the installation of reinforced boundary fencing and
the construction of a new high security enclosure with restricted public access.

The objection also advised that the dog Floyd suffered from a chronic autoimmune skin
condition where the requirement for the dog to wear a muzzle would cause significant
skin irritation. This condition was verified with a letter from their veterinarian -
- of Anexa Veterinary Services.

The objection was forwarded to the Council's Democracy Team.

On 7 April 2026, Animal Control Principal Specialist _ emailed _

acknowledging receipt of the objection and that the Democracy Team would contact her
to confirm a hearing date (Appendix 21).

On the same day, _ emailed _to advise that the dog owners

had objected to the classification and that a hearing before the Regulatory
Sub-Committee would be scheduled.

_ was informed that he was welcome, but not required, to attend

(Appendix 22).

5. Discussion and analysis
Taataritanga me ngaa tohutohu

Section 31(4) of the Act 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 since taken by the owner to prevent any threat to the safety of person or
animals: and

(c) the matters advanced in support of the objection; and

(d) any other relevant matters.
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In considering the objection to the classifications the Committee must decide to either
uphold or rescind the classifications.

Section 31(5) of the Act provides the Committee shall give written notice of its decision on
any objection, and the reasons for its decision, to the owner as soon as practicable.

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

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

The severity of the attack warrants strong enforcement.

c. The owners were absent at the time of the incident and therefore unable to
physically or verbally prevent this situation occurring.

d. The owners have only brought forward the planned secure enclosure for the dogs
because of the incident involving both dogs.

e. Asthe classification extends nationally the dogs will have an ongoing
requirement to be housed securely in a containment area irrespective of where
they reside.

f.  The dogs will be required to be muzzled in public which will prevent any further
risk to public safety

g. The dog Gracie will be required to be de-sexed which may reduce aggression of
a similar nature.

h. A dangerous classification allows Animal Control to take stronger measures of
enforcement if further incidents occur.

i. While Council acknowledges and sympathises with the medical condition of the
dog Floyd, and that the wearing of a muzzle for long periods of time may cause
irritation, Council has no jurisdiction to eliminate any one of the effects of the
classification. The dog can continue to be housed and exercised on its own
property and be contained in a vehicle without wearing a muzzle.

5.1 Options
Ngaa koowhiringa

The only option available to the committee is to either uphold or rescind the
classifications in full for each dog.

Council staff recommend that the Committee uphold the classifications for the reasons
expressed in the Discussion and Analysis section above.
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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.

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 rescind the classifications, there is a risk that further breaches of
the Act will occur, and stock could be further threatened or even harmed.
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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.

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 Subcommittee’s Confirmed
Terms of Reference and Delegations.

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

Staff assessment of the level of significance of the issuesin  Low
the report after consideration of the Council's Significance
and Engagement Policy (Section 6.1).

The report contains adequate consideration of the views Confirmed
and preferences of affected and interested persons taking

account of any proposed or previous community

engagement and assessed level of significance (Section 6.2).

The report considers impact on Maaori (Section 5.5) Not applicable
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The report and recommendations are consistent with Confirmed
Council's plans and policies (Section 5.4).
The report and recommendations comply with Council’s Confirmed

legal duties and responsibilities (Section 5.3).

9. Attachments
Ngaa taapirihanga

Appendix 1 - Section 31 of the Act

Appendix 2 -P&R Record - Gracie

Appendix 3 -P&R Record - Floyd

Appendix 4 - P&R Record - Natalie Parkinson
Appendix 5 - P&R Record - Clayton Bennett

Appendix 6 - CRM - DOGS3593/26

Appendix 7 - ACO Statement - ACO26

Appendix 8 - Photograph Declarations of Calf Injuries
Appendix 9 - Dog Owner Statement - Clayton Bennett
Appendix 10 - Notice of Seizure - Gracie

Appendix 11 - Witness Statement - Scott Kempthorne
Appendix 12 - Witness Statement - Gretchen Binns
Appendix 13 - Photos of Enclosure being built
Appendix 14 - Update Email from Clayton Bennett
Appendix 15 - Decision Making Criteria

Appendix 16 - Photographs of completed containment area

Appendix 17 - Served Dangerous Classification - Floyd
Appendix 18 - Served Dangerous Classification - Gracie
Appendix 19 - Objection to dangerous Classifications
Appendix 20 - Veterinary Report - Floyd

Appendix 21 - Confirmation email receipt of Objection

Appendix 22 - Email advising stock owner of Objection
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Section 31 Dog Control Act 1996

Territorial authority to classify dangerous dogs

A territorial authority must classify a dog as a dangerous dog if—

(a) the owner of the dog has been convicted of an offence in relation to the dog under section 57A(2); or

(b) the territorial authority has, on the basis of swormn evidence attesting to aggressive behaviour by the dog on 1 or
more occasions, reasonable grounds to believe that the dog constitutes a threat to the safety of any person, stock,
poultry, domestic animal, or protected wildlife; or

(¢) the owner of the dog admits in writing that the dog constitutes a threat to the safety of any person, stock, poultry,
domestic animal, or protected wildlife.

Where any dog is classified as a dangerous dog under subsection (1), the territorial authority shall immediately give

notice in the prescribed form of that classification to the owner.

Where any dog is classified as a dangerous dog under subsection (1)(b), the owner may, within 14 days of the receipt of
notice of that classification under subsection (2), object to the classification in writing to the territorial authority, and shall
be entitled to be heard in support of his or her objection.

In considering any objection under this section, the territorial authority shall have regard to—

(@ the evidence which formed the basis for the original classification; and

(b)  any steps taken by the owner to prevent any threat to the safety of persons and animals; and
(¢) the matters advanced in support of the objection; and

(d) any other relevant matters—

and may uphold or rescind the classification.

The territorial authority shall give notice of its decision on any objection, and the reasons for its decision, to the owner as
soon as practicable.
Section 31(1): substituted, on 7 July 2010, by section 4 of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2010 (2010 No 62).
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P&R Record - Gracie

Animal , B
Animal ID: - = SeePay:)f:(s).

Kept At:
Renewal Date: 01-07-2025, Fee 115.00. Date Paid 03-03-2026, 0.00 outstanding

Status Last Updated: lﬂllfvzuza 3484801
Additional Details
Animal Details
Animal Name: -: o ;7 B - ; ;'
Date Of Birth:* 171 2/2024 E Years: }1;@ Months: ‘.4 g]
Primary Breed:” ‘_§STA v | Terrier American Staffordshire
Secondary Breed: @ Cross
Primary Colour. \BLU v | Blue
Secondary Colour WHE v i
Description: ‘white patch on chest, white on back left paw o
Distinguishing Marks: -

Permanent Identifier.

Genger Detzils
Gender.” Female v

De-sexed O
De-sexed Certified Date:

Licence Details

Licence Number: 3606 ] Permanent Tag
Licence Expity Date: 30/0672026 @ ] Cumently Licenced
Pensioner [}

Date Fist Licenced: 17002025 )|

Last Year's Licence Number: 1

External Licence

Esternal Licencing Council v

Estemal Licence Number:

Microchip Details

Chip Number: $53010007410692 | Non-standard Chip Number

Chip Supplier: AnexaNga v —

Chip Insented Date: 1703205 |

Chip Certified Date: 17:03:2025  T|  Chip Certilied By: —
Training Detatls =

Training Certficate Number:

Training Certified Date: 7| Training Cerified By: Q|
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P&R Record - Floyd

Animal
Arimal ID: - a) FesPaert
mﬂ Date:
General
Animal Type:* PG Iv| Dog
Animal Class™ foproved | ~| Approved Dog Registration
Renewal Code:” fuuT |~ 1 Annual Renewal
Status: Ach; o ] Active
Status Last Updated: 29/09/2017 11:33.36|
Additional Detasls -
Animal Details
Animal Name: | o ——
Date Of Bitth:* m Years: ’lo_j Months: |7 43|
Primary Breed:* DOBE v| Dobermann
Secondary Breed: QA{T 7;31 Dalmatian
Primary Colour:" BT!Q _3 Brown
Secondary Colour: _’:]
Desciiption: >—
Distinguishing Marks: Whte mark 10cmonchest R T
Peimanent |dentifier: [ - o o
Gender Details - B -
Gender:* Male v|
De-sexed
De-sexed Cettified Date: B ~ @| De-seved Cettiied By | Q
Licence Details
Licence Number: W f [ Pemanent Tag
Licence Expiiy Dale: 0062026 [ [ACurenty Licenced
Pensioner O
Date First Licenced: 28/05/ 2012
Last Year's Licence Number: 1 kN ]
External Licence
E xternal Licencing Councik v
Extemal Licence Number:
Microchip Details
Chip Number: Non-standard Chip Number:
Chip Supplier: v 1
Chip Insaited Date: =
Chip Certified Date: 3| Chip Cenfed 8y. Q)
Training Details B
Training Cerlificate Number: )
Training Certified Dale: T Teairing Certilied By: Q
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par record - [

Name -
Name D -
General - -
Name Type:* Person 7; Natural Person Suppression
Status: Eunent v| - (] Suppress Name
Pending O o — [] Suppress Address
Surname:” -
Given Names: !7 - B — - o
Title: ; VVJ
Gender: ‘Femalie - Av‘
Date Of Bitth: B -
Preferred Language: - V]
ABN: - e
Deceased O
Default Postal Address: -
Contact Details
Work Phore: R 7 , Home Phone:
Fax: ] Mobile Phone: _7 _\
Email Address: — \ o=
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Name

Name ID: -¥ K ‘@ _

General

Name Type:* Person :] Naturel Person

Status: Curremr 7 :\ rexy
Pending |

Sumame:™ -

Title: |
Gender.

Date Of Birth:

Preferred Language: ) vﬂ‘
ABN: ' '
Deceased O

Default Postal Address: -

Contact Details

Suppression

[j Suppress Name
[] Suppress Address

Work Phone: _ Home Phone:

Fax: Mobile Phone:

Emai Addres: S Era)
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Waikato District Council
Request

Request Number: DOGS3593/26 Priority: Medium

Date Recelved:  05/03/2026 11:19.59 am Resp Workgroup: Dogs

Source: Phaone Raised By: -
Status: Past User ID:

Group: Animal Control

Category: Dog Straying - Current
Sub Categories:

Related AR:

Property Number:
Property Address:
Property Description: Land Number:

Home Phone:
Work Phone:
Mobile:

Fax:

Caller Name:
Caller Address:

Request Details:

2x dogs straying- 2x black dogs, 1x staffy and another is slightly bigger. From a neighbouring p i
one cow badly and may need to be put down. Owner is -and business
The dogs are still there and he is standing between the dogs and the cow currently to make sure they dont

hurt the cow even more and separated the rest of the herd to avoid more damage to his stock. called job through to Adrienne
and customer wanted to shoot the dogs as theres someone on the property with a gun license but was advised not to.

Resolution: Completed
1145 at the property spoke to the cow owner and others that where at the property sighted the yearling
( calf club calf) because of the severity of the injuries it was shot.( pictures taken )
Went round to the dog owners house spoke to him he stated that yes it was his dogs that did the
attack and he was sorry. He explained that Floyd is 11yrs old and has an auto immune disease and is
very sick and has a vet appointment on friday.
Because of this information we only seized Gracie the other dog involved
Took statement from dog owner
1445 took statement from vearing owner and Pics to the attack
06/03/2026_104 took statement from witness
09/03/202¢ flog owners property to look at containment area and to sign statement.
Containmentarea Is secure pictures taken
Also owner has put mesh all round his fenced property including wires along his post and rail fencing
Owner came and picked up his dog fees payed

d. They

Comments:

Date Type Feedback \ Comments

27/03/2026 04:53.24pm CRMAnimals 27/03/2026 1400 at property dangerous papers signed and infringments given.
Papers explained in detail and how to object to classification.

Event History:
Description Commenced Target Date Role Name
Status Decision Finalised User
Notes
Wednesday, 22 April, 2026 11:58 am Page 10f 3
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Waikato District Council

Request

Description Commenced Target Date Role Name
Status Decision Finalised User

Nofes

CRM Created 05/03/2026 11:20.00 am
Past Yes 05/03/2026 11:20.00 am

DogLocated? 05032026 11:2001am
Past Yes 27/03/2026 05:01.12 pm

C RM CQmpIated? .................................... 05/03/2026 11 4512am ......................................................
Past Yes 27/03/2026 05:01.17 pm

Wednesday, 22 April, 2026 11:58 am Page 2 of 3
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Waikato District Council

Request
ustom Date Fields: Custom Text Fields:
Data Recelved 05/03/2026 11:20:00AM Dog aggressive?* Yes
Stray Location?*

Nearest Landmark?* &bove
LoosaConfinad 7™ Loosa

Respon/Onsite Target 05/03/2026 3:20:00PM Description of dog*  in details

Owner Known?*
Owner Name
Where dog from?* unsure but close by

Anl Control Area® South

OnSite Time 05/03/2026 11:45:00AM

Completion Targst  05/03/2028 7:20:00PM
Work Completed 27/03/2026 5:01:177PM Substantiated? YES

Custom Value Flelds:

EOC Open? 0.00
EOC GIS Map? 0.00
EOC Impact

EOC Urgency

EOC Injury Count

EQC Fatallty Count

Antenno/SSS Ref

Outcome Impounded

Wednesday, 22 April, 2026 11:58 am

24
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Wiikato
D)

ANIMAL CONTROL OFFICER (ACO) Rinccounct

DOCUMENTS
(Tick all that apply)
X ACO Statement and Declaration
[J Scene - photos and key
[(] Scene — aerial image / map and key
[] Scene - sketch diagram and key
[1 Case notes (ifany)
[J Correspondence and other
X] Photo album (if applicable)
[] History
(Tick all that apply)

[0 P &R printouts
]  Infringement notices

[0 Other:

r i
25



ACO DETAILS
ACO Number 26 Date of Birth
Full Name
Email
Phone

On the 5 March 2026 | received a call i ' ing a cow.
At 11.26am myself and ACO11 visited here the attack happened. There were
several people waiting for us. They told us that the owners had collected the dogs before we got

there. We sighted a young cow in the paddock, we could see that its head, front legs and one back
leg was covered in blood. We took photos. It was decided that the cow was in a bad way and
needed to be euthanised. A family friend who was there, shot the cow. We then inspected the cow
closer. It was then that we realised how bad the wounds were. Close up photos were taken.
who owned the cow said that he had called the dog owner who had then come and collected

his dogs. He gave us directions on how to get the dog owners property.
At 11.45am We visited | N || I \Ve spoke with I th o

dog owners. They were horrified by what had happened and said this was very unlike their dogs.
ﬁfelt terrible as he was aware that he needed to put another wire on the fence but hadn't got
round to it. He took us around to see the dogs. They were in a large Kennel and run. We explained

possible outcomes and asked if they would | give an owner's statement, which they did. We
then seizephe staffy cross. We le at the property as he was elderly and had an
autoimmune disease, we were concerned that the stress of the pound may make it worse.

At 2.44pm We visited the stock owner at his place of work and got a statement; at the time he wasn’t

sure if he wanted to go to court.
R 2026 at 10.45am | got a statement fromm
as e who alerte to the fact that his cow was being attacked.

Later that day alled and spoke to ACO1, he wanted to speak to his family about weather or
not he should go to court. He will be back in contact after the weekend.
On the 9 Marc called back and said he wanted to go to court, but his family doesn’
hthey don't want to fall out with the neighbours. | also visited the dog owners propert

to sight the enclosure he had erected and to sight the fences he had repaired. 27/03/2026 W
1400 at prope o deliver dangerous papers that where signed and infringements
given. All papers were explained in detail and also how to object to the classification. The owners
were very apologetic and were very receptive of my visit and had begun fixing up his property and
started to build the enclosure before the decision was made to dangerous the dogs.

v

Signature: N ‘

L oFS
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ACO DECLARATION
This statement is true to the best of my knowledge and belief. | have made the statement knowing that it may

be used in court proceedings and that | could be prosecuted for perjury for making a statement known by me to
be false and intended by me to misiead.

ACO Full Name

ACO Signature

ACO Number K- Date G --76 |time |/7 SO

To0-%

27



I

Photograph taken by Animal Control Officer #"Zé of Waikato
District Council on S AL

e 1 i / -— -~
INALRLS T LSg =t [RON7 LES

Photographs shows

3. Photograph taken

This photograph has not been altered in any way

Signature ......§

28



Photograph taken by Animal Control Officer # Jé of Waikato
District Council on f‘j’jéat L1352

K 7O

TAES

Photographs shows VY
3. Photograph taken

This photograph has not been altered in any way

Signature .5

l
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RO 34 . PR o -

4,

Photograph taken by Animal Control Officer # .va .. of Waikato
District Council on w..:‘wlk.& at \\ A

Photographs shows JAAALZE Y. 710

—

MO A2onsT LE

3. Photograph taken

This photograph has not been altered in any way

Signature .....

fans
(AN

el
>4
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Photograph taken by Animal Control Officer # 'Qé of Waikato

District Council on $= ~at L[ 508m

Photographs shows &7 wJIgipd s TN ¢ A

Photograph taken a
This photograph has not been altered in any way

4/S”

SIENALUNE ... e e T
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Photograph taken by Animal no::m_ Officer # K@ of Waikato
District Council on S={.6at /52

Photographs msoim\sﬁr\xnw%\h§\(hvnﬂ ~ES

3. Photograph taken

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

|i
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1. Photograph taken by Animal Control Officer #.2;5 of Waikato
District Council on 5-4‘% at L1252

> LML
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Photograph taken by Animal Control Officer # ‘9‘4’ of Waikato
District Council on 5.3 %at Lo

Photographs shows /N‘/ (R 70

3. Photograph taken

Signature ......

rl
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1. Photograph taken by Animal Control Officer # ié of Waikato
District Council on S.n.2 at L0

2. Photographs shows NN 5 T 1O 7SS
3. Photograph taken at ...

4, This photograph has not been altered in any way

SIBNATUIE weoverecersmeeraearenenr s e
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Photograph taken by Animal Control Officer # -?é of Waikato
District Council on S A6 (132

SRS 70 JRONT [ 227 L= ]

Photographs shows

3. Photograph taken a

This photograph has not been altered in any way

/

Signature ....Semmm e

L
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Waikato

~
DOG OWNER D)

R osT Is I/ 7L
Animalip /¢ 22/
Offender D /L 767 )
Property ID .2/ D S¥<Y

DOCUMENTS
(Tick all that apply)

[] Caution, statement & declaration

[] Current registration form

[1 System printouts of dog owner information

[0 System printouts of dog information _

[] Photos of dog(s) o) \’:J
] Classifications
N

Notices and applications (Tick all that apply)

Impound Record

Seizure notice

Section 71 notice

Application for release
Property inspection and photos

Conditions of release

OO000a0a034ad

[] Correspondence and other:

Date of Incudin "(Q,Z

' Page ___of ___
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DOG OWNER DETAILS

Title

Name

Address

Home phone

Mobile phone

Place of work

Work phone

DOG DETA DO
Name Dog ID
Breed SHgr5o=r" X A{oxcs( 2
Colour Lose < csoris _ons Coists 3 Mo
Gender /( De-sexed
Age v years month | Microchip No 1
Registered ] No Yes Year Council
Notes
DO b O DO
Name Dog ID
Breed J,ch‘w,wﬁ Pl 972 O
Colour %4 /< A[ZOW R,
Gender | Dé-sexed
Age / 'K | years month | Microchip No
Registered ONo O Yes Year Council
Notes
DOG DETAILS: DOG 3
Name Dog ID
Breed
Colour
Gender De-sexed
Age year;- month | Microchip No
' Registered CINoe [ Yes Year Council
Notes i -
Uy #
, / Page __ of
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CAUTION
(Pursuant to the Chief Justice Practice Note dated 16 July 2007 and section 30 of the Evidence Act 2006)

| have been advised of the following:

« | have the right to refrain from making a statement and to remain silent; and

« | have the right to consult and instruct a lawyer without delay and in private before deciding
whether to answer questions; and

« anything | say will be recorded and may be used as evidence.

/.—' 0 —~—
| understand thié caution and my rights and'| AM /JAM NOT (delete one) prepared to make a
statement

Signature: @ /)<\

DOG OWNER STATEMENT

et CBsns ( TO  rfOF T2,
FO. S e onOEK

70 ___C>49<97 SIAS ,yo::r 4 4
2 {éf 7O  ZzxL /%/g/{,/ Az 5 2 KA){"J

R ezl Coon.r ¢ = AASIOCE, A
(DI Sat P RONE _enve T AP orrdfgeug
ST CAADES TN, C et KNG

%/C F @/dﬂ o= //W’A./M‘?:f / W"ﬂ“‘ -
o xXE bcs A, T Aoy (e e

A “7]1')/ Al s fortsr Gt /ﬁ'—f'r(:au?){hg 7O
SAE SO v TR s fede

AT Arsy st (M O g T AJE,
f/!?// /'éw/ -C7<:'v:>m 20 PAsL ATy 1_‘7,0‘904 orA
TIREM LT T TIRE  T207E

{:m/f/ Mg T TIAGAr s TIAS szze/é orf A2 7
C// -~

// 77 2l

Signature: ,




DOG OWNER STATEMENT (continued

5»0 /_'/ @3@4 c«//wy 04—/,< Xy 0o
/(///'r o5 Al CE EAy) AT s Lok

»Aﬁj" 2 Aetor ver ety czf Sovec AL
/é; AAsns FAsg SO /ma

)

i~

2 pf e
7—%41 ( AN /mMcfA/g/\f/ep:erE
SO e Lecre,

= AGT i TT ;(cj’d@wg/ S <
FO-C ToAC  lle, & A //“VWM/ Aoz //L//¢
77 e, CA Qe S 2/ .5 7 Cnr S /“cv'\-/o\
A 5 SO ANy GTAS A[O)WM.{; cAD/ZA=

-
-~

s L spConefl g cAdtripacd 2O ‘tos

A7 SO 7 Jof fleool A sk
s pvéz//&/ Aon s, -

Ly LX) Oz o! T35 [ e g
W /’&"< M ’/'?Z/")

L pnvebgrT O ool mfec  Lo==

e
\

| Signature: » //%%7 \

Page  of
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DOG OWNER STATEMENT (continued)




INTERPRETER DECLARATION (i applicable)

/ her (delete ane) fromM (language) ..........ovvveivenvnmrienenn e NGeeeeraenes into English and vice versa to
the best of my skill and ability.

e The officer recorded the information | supplied in writing.

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

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

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

Name of interpreter \

Signature of Interpreter \

Date

OR

DOG OWNER DECLARATION

(Sefect an option)
| have read this statement and it is true and correct.

L] 1 have had this statement read back to me by and it is true and correct.

Name

Signature

Date

ACO VERIFICATION

Statement recorded at (place)

ACO Full Name

ACO Signature

ACON

ymbor A?KT Date 5"Af ~2 Time ! ,

/ / s \\
// / //’ )

f}\ j/ Page  of
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Notice of Seizure - Gracie

Woaikato

Animal Control
Notice of seizure and removal of a dog

-
OISTRICT COUNGIL
e

ANI no. /é 7_92/0

Tag ngy
Nam-::__ rees Sperey x __ m(

der the

This is to notify you that this dog has been seized and removed from this address un

section of the Dog Control Act 1996 indicated below:
————a=——)

[Section 15 (1) | [ Without access to food. water or shelter
e T FlwewcomiywithBw —\

SecoonBB@) | ~Drquificaion of dogowner | =

Section33E() | V—*—Ei'ﬁ;g' t comply with menacing classification \

] requirements i ool _ U}

’ TN R Failing to register dog_ T ] T

I'Section 52 (3) i T—Fﬁiﬁhﬁ)fcon‘t?al' GOF i L A B e \

FE?:iBn 52 (A)(4)(a)_ _Ti | Failing 0 confine or control dog on owner's \

' property STy

) R R smoval of barking dog causing distress

e EE | N Dog attacking person or animals )
| Sec jon 57A (3) ’ __f_:f Dog rushing at persons, animals or vehicle i ‘

e listed on the reverse of this notice.

The details of these offences ar

e return of the dog and should contac

uakau Office on 0800 492 452, fax
ed to pay any fees incurred in the seizure,

You may. appl

at ruawahia
of the date of this notice. You may be requir
custody, sustenance and transport of the dog.

or otherwise disposed of unless the dog is claimed
days from the date of this notice. Disposal of the
ing or from possible prosecution.

Note: The dog may be sold, destroyed
and all fees owing are paid within seven
dog may not exempt the owner from fees ow

Animal Control Officer '_/%9 '2 é Date Q_Lﬂé

0800 497 45 9 = ifcaling from overseas +6478248633 B wwwwaikatodistrictgovtnz
W publicenquiries@waidc.govt.nz n www!acebookcom!Wai\Gv.oDisu'ictCounci\

Wa' "‘m"'m Huntly Office Ngaruawahia Office Raglan Office Te Kauwhata Office | Tuakau Office
pm,,,,%ag 544 2o ::2 PMain Street 15 Gallleo Streat 7 Bow Street | Man Road | 2Dominion Roac
Nearuawahia 3742 i Ngaruawahia Rzglan Te Kauwhata \ Tuakau
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WITNESS STATEMENT

(Insert this section in the prosecution file only if there is a witness available)

DOCUMENTS
(Tick all that apply)
[0 Statement & Declaration

[0 Photos
[0 Correspondence

DOG IDENTIFICATION

Dog not positively identified

Positive identification of the dog(s) on (date)
Familiar with the dog(s)

Seen it / them confined on property at (address)
Positively identified in Animal Control vehicle

Positively identified at Animal Pound at (address)

OO0 o00o0aooo

Photo album (if applicable)

DOG OWNER IDENTIFICATION

[J Does not know who owns the dog
[ Knows the owner of the dog

Waikato

D)

DISTRICT COUNCIL

Te Karsr =1 10 Tounwen 0 W

CRM# A9{1
Animalqlf# /égéﬁé
Offender ID #

Property ID #

Positively identified from photos provided by Animal Control Officer #:

at (time)

Description of dog owner

(ethnicity, gender, build,

approximate age, clothing,
vehicle, etc.)

Page  of
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PERSONAL D
Title

Name
Address

Home phone
Mobile phone

Email

DOG DETAILS

Number of dogs involved: [] 1 \9 2 (] 3 or more (attach separate sheet)

Dog 1 Dog 2

Gender Gender

Size A7) Size | Lg<css

Ears Ears

Tail Tail

Breed o7 X Breed Sk ey <
Colour J Pl Colour M’

Collar &'7% Collar @(_, <24,

ID features ID features

/ //l/fﬁ:f /4—7 A o<l n/ 7
= 7B L7 ¢ P
ATHAD /,_(' /4 /L/tf)(’

/\—Nd

‘ £,
Mzéﬂ/) N LR GTS  pammz=el  TIFAS A// "L 2JENA)

=4

/Wco OusC 25 "370/ 4@‘4’ CAZins P

D7 Qs @5 Moy (ARE FEriin gy A7 oie 2

/7)L( /R 7?7‘L- U coc Cosrrsr oosf AL 9rerSd oA

/

SO A flocemos's 458 [ ChmED  raEr, Aot

P

rEY CoB@)  ans A fadlocs . S TEED DO ez L
‘OU%“O DAy Aorry 7O TETAES oA, IS

$o¥9F~ /‘/ Soracald f 1/;%4/4// /%/ﬁ '\L/(-/"va/% TR

7S

ATE. “’7%1/\7771 Sy LT a5 condfE< /2

Signature:

Page __ of



WITNESS STATEMENT (continued)

TS

_f? ey Y. "A 7 S A A2 70

/'—/ : A A A / it = 2 % et e Y | )64'-’(
ée,/( KO 27 BT eonSaesg  Asie SSas
£ _Cnd gones  fol = snyg Srxs . .
S Hoazt 7O Mf/ f—f}“’l_-’CZO e 02 G g alls
N7 I V1 (o927 TIPS
Aot/ 7O 2R,
iy SO Lo Yd r 7 L rse T
Sodrino2C 3 44& ) 0"4:( 4)0//\4 ’ F‘O Sxa0-05- TI7

[ Oinrnz. S0 Aol for 7 ngg (Kaonsd
T P ot d Ok Bs it S 2SO

v;’%u:d 276 SR gl [ crtrasd o<

\)

/«/?)5\/ //b [ JONNEC SN NET  nris AL K
K rAtons A < /LALﬂ R E ST ONS a oA Cny
N e DS Ocntl i S ] SO
by T AT hp T ; S /¢rr77~
) Al Copsr A5 Lo oA WLl (Bt oy arAS
//,zo/g‘z;v— PLotn - O ns f LN TP TIAESTT  enylc

g 220 )

= E 2 =
@M'/'Jdoc.

2AS  $oBAF (st T PTAS EALS Z2A77 e
LATeSS) nyd TE 7K /cvgéf_//x.g{’,

SoAc dopriac IbF ot Comegnrr \focr drrones
TAE (oA

DAE Sgtiins BT S5 Lhes 7O TPAS

AN
\
\
e
-
\
\

Signature:

Page __ of __
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WITNESS DECLARATION

This statement is true and | have made. it wi i be used in court
proceedings (pursuant to section 82 0

Name

Signature

Name of parent / g,uardian
(where witness is less than 16 years old)

Signature of parent / guardian
(where witness is less than 16 years old)

Date b-7-26

INTERPRETER DECLARATION (i7 appiicable)

interviewed him / her (delete one) in my presencex

« |interpreted and translated all information and the questions put to and the answers given by him
! her (delete one) from (language) .............ccociiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiioNGrenennns into English and vice versa to
the best of my skill and ability.

e The officer recorded the information | supplied in writing.

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

Name of interpreter

Signature of interpreter

Date

ACO VERIFICATION

Statement recorded at (p/ace)
ACO Fuli Name

ACO Signature
ACO Number | _2 £ Date | 56— J— 26 Time |/0 45

Page _ of
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St i T A /
Waikato

¢ < ‘
WITNESS STATEMENT )

(Insert this section in the prosecution file only if there is a witness available)

CRME (5T 521/ Q6
Animal ID# /6772 /0
OffenderID# 2 $7243 ¢

Property ID # 20/1S9U §

DOCUMENTS

(Tick all that apply) EXHIBITNOTE
This fs the annexure marked 2 teferred to within the
[0  Statement & Declaration affidavit/statetery dechration
nd swwom /affimed /declated st SALNSTL S
Photos ! p
- tis 2T auyot AR 202L betore me
[0 Correspondence C
Signature H
'\'o'}?
DOG IDENTIFICATION \\:ﬂ\\“
@ e
] Dog not positively identified R
\\‘-wﬁ
[0 Positive identification of the dog(s) on (date) at (time) 3,ﬁxxce“‘“
[(J Familiar with the dog(s)
[J Seenit/them confined on property at (address)
[] Positively identified in Animal Control vehicle
[0 Positively identified at Animal Pound at (address)
[0 Positively identified from photos provided by Animal Control Officer #:
[C] Photo album (if applicable)

DOG OWNER IDENTIFICATION

[ Does not know who owns the dog

[0 Knows the owner of the dog

Description of dog owner

(ethnicity, gender, build,
approximate age, clothing,
vehicle, etc.)

Page  of
48



“er 370

PERSONAL DETAN <
Title
Name

Address

Home phone Work phone

Moblle phone

DOG DETAILS

Number of dogs involved: [ 1 \@ 2 [] 3 ormore (attach separate sheet)

Dog 1 Dog 2

Gender —_— Gender

Size 25) Size Sy Laeel.
Ears Ears

Tail Tail

Breed | Chipoey S0gs Broed | (2o Kby <. ¥
Colour ] /_( o Colour 4( [ AQe

Collar feg Collar Er

ID features ID features

Date of Incident:
-2

[ enad A5 A > MereSSny, €— £ -L0.2.4
27 OF Sreensy dipiscs I s LBr o)
[ AOEET 015 M enpangonD S AoPers I (Do
S oKl fAMral . A0S ol ¥DAr s ! onOveghr
SETTES, :

[ MNOT7eE) S COof PN TR e AU
;/’77’/7'7"_ ent] Do A /- eaovr T ALt mzﬁMAff
Gt D plorzest (] discc osr foine<  Gay
o1~ 7P Spiw CrAgmad 17 e S Coims TIAS SRILTEC
fonS. (oS et dgecn s S Lol s (e
Gewpsio< . 7 7OLAD rroemgy 2 L caneeEal Cj)m/'/\_/,/
2 S Cono ay TIA I

Signature: N

Page _ of _
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WITNESS STATEMENT (continued)

/ A [Jowns “77&, Sntoc< g L 7IHEA

L —”L 2 Za) i I e — A
7 @‘M 77;(_ f/%-z, > o SO0 ,
AR OIS SO e dp s s A
FTIAENS A[ODV [ WM SN snvns . TIFHE /

k3

- ' p—

wu $o7 TE Do CUi i, Lioasd
S eleons TR SZeNE > (Depacox  Aocs

M ﬂ»efw s RS /47-19;49(/<- pay

2L s

/]

5240 ST e ns A o A SERAOY

yd N
Lorw dBOC comset i f ]

B S TR STl

DOoni S AS A} 7EPns

- A Y/

M) e L1 A oA ors Cae flocs oI,
foe Arrse i) TERS.  fhsrnnsse  rET
e Y se TO [y Cuprd I3Fepnsen/ N

PSS e

™~

\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
=
\
\
a \
Signature: SZ \\/

7

Page _
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)
WITNESS DECLARATION

This statement is true and | have made it with the knowledge that it is to be used in court
proceedings (pursuant to section 82 of the Criminal Procedure Act 2011).

Name of parent / quardian
(where witness is less than 16 years old)

Signature of parent / guardian
(where witness is less than 16 years old)

pate G—7-2C

INTERPRETER DECLARATION (if appiicable)

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

! her (delete one) from (language)
the best of my skill and ability.

Name of interpreter

Signature of interpreter

Date

ACO VERIFICATION
Statement recorded at (place)
ACO Full Name

ACO Signature

ACONumber | Y/  |pate | &~~3~ 2 £ Time | A9

Page  of _
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Enclosure being built

iy

W= _=§,

IESs—=

4/ A

-

f_w_,g.:% N \
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Enclosure being built including kennels

53



Fence Repairs




| am writing to provide an update on the progress made regarding the containment and fencing
improvements for our dogs at home.

| have successfully repaired the existing fencing and reinforced it with netting wire. Additionally, | have
relocated the dog kennels to a new designated confinement area. This area is under a roof and is
currently being fully enclosed with chain-link fencing; | expect this work to be completed this coming
Monday. | have filmed video footage of these improvements to document the progress, which |
am happy to share with you.

| have also been in contact with my neighbours to ensure there are no outstanding concerns. | spoke
wit the owner of the cow involved, and assured him that the dogs will be fully contained.-
expressed that he is happy with these measures and trusts that the dogs will not be on his property
again.

Furthermors, | have spoken with the following pecple who graze stock in ourimmediate area:

W directly on our boundary. He has no

° _grazes his stock directly on my property. He confirmed he has never had any
issues with the dogs and is also happy to speak with you if required. Phon

« My immediate neighbour who
concerns regarding our dogs. Phon

| would like to reiterate my commitment to advocating for elease into my care. | am
dedicated to providing her with every opportunity to be rehabilitated and to prove that she is a dog
worth saving.

Ps video footage will come through various emails as files too big to send

Thank you for your time and for considering this update.

55



Classification Decision Making Criteria
Owner ID: 153476

Dog ID: 143581- 167210

CRM : DOGS 3593/26

The wne was at the poperty after the were ru n by the stock owner. He
contained the dogs in his vehicle. Dogs where free roaming. Dog owner has
visited the stock owner and paid for the yearling and was extremely

ol

Serious contact was made on the yearling and was euthanized because of
the severity of its injuries

This was his children’s calf club yearling, he was very annoyed that this
happened and didn’t want this to happen to another animal or an one of his

children and friends that come to visit.

ness statement provided? Dog identlfied?)

Statements from a Witness, stock owner and dog owner

GISTRATION COMPLIANCE (Was the dog registered at the time? If not, have they registered it

REGISTRATION COMPLIANCE
| since?)
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' In addition to the above Im seeking dispensation for the 2™ dog Floyd who is

Both dogs are registered

The dog owner has made considerable upgrades to hlS Iarge poe to

keep the dogs contained and has made a separate enclosure with locks so
the dogs cannot get out off the property. He has 2 sets of electric gates to
get into his property

Has made multlple changes to his property to keep the dogs contamed Also 7
spoke of getting a dog trainer in

e — e I L VP aiis s <

Having this dangerous classrfcatlon for both dogs means that the stock in
the surrounding areas and are safe from being harmed from these dogs.
According to the classification both dogs will need to be always muzzled
when off the property and be in there containment area when not being
supervised And anytime this isn't adhered to there will be other
enforcement to follow such as infringement’s, seizure dog the dog and
disqualification.

11yrs old and has severe health issues and will be unable to where a muzzle
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OUTCOME Discussion between ACO and Team Leader
./ Dog Seized/Impounded Yes
// Menacing Classification No
Dangerous Classification Yes
Infringement Yes
Prosecution No
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Completed Containment Area 1
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Completed Containment Area 2
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Completed Containment Area 3
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OFFICE USE ONLY

o District Office
Wa| kato Private Bag 544 IS Gallleo Streer W 076248633  CRM: DOGS3593/26/26
Ngarvawahia 3742 Facsimile A 07824 8091 Person ID:153476
\ Hunty Area Office (42 Main Street & 07 828 7551
[~ -J Ragian Area Office 7 Bow Street ® 07 825 8129 Dog ID: (43581
DISTRICT COUNCIL Tualau Area Office 2 Dominlon Road % 0800 492 452

Te Kaunitero cc Tokrwoo o ‘Makaro

of Classification of Dog as a Dangerous Do

(description of dog)

HAS BEEN CLASSIFIED AS A DANGEROUS DOG UNDER SECTION 31(1) OF THE DOG
CONTROL ACT 1996.

THIS IS BECAUSE

] You have been convicted of an offence under section 57A(2) of the Dog Control Act.

X The Waikato District Council has, on the basis of sworn evidence attesting to aggressive
behaviour by the dog on one or more occasions, reasonable grounds to believe it constitutes a

threat to the safety of any person, stack, poultry, domestic animal. or protected wildlife.

] You have admitted in writing that the dog constitutes a threat to the safety of any person,
stock. poultry, domestic animal, or protected wildlife.

f effect of the classification and your right to object is contained overleaf.

*For the purposes of the Dog Cantrol Act 1996, you are the owner of a dog if-
e you own the dog
se than for a period not exceeding 72 hours for the purpose of

« you have the dog in your possession {otherwi
or distress. or for the sole purpose of restoring a lost dog to its

preventing the dog causing injury, or damage,
owner): or

e you are the parent or guardian of 2 person under 16 who is the owner of the dog and who is a member of your

household living with and dependant on you
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Effect of classification as dangerous dog
Sections 32 and 36A, Dog Controf Act 1996
You are required—
(a) within | month after receipt of this notice, to ensure that the dag is kepe within a securely fenced portion of your
property that it is not necessary to enter to obtain access to at least | door of any dwelling on the property; and
(b) not to allow the dog to be at large or in any public place or in any private way (other than when canfined
completely within a vehicle or cage) without—
(i) the dog being muzzled in such a manner as to prevent the dog from biting but to allow it to breathe and drink
without obstruction; and
(ii) the dog being controlled on a leash {except in a designated dog exercise area); and
{c) o produce to Waikato District Council, within | month after receipt of this notice, a certificate issued by a
veterinarian certifying—
li) that the dog s or has been neutered; or
(i) that for reasons that are specified in the certificate, the dog will not be in a fic condltian to be neutered before a
date specified in the certificate; and
(d} - where a centificate under paragraph (c)(ii} is produced to Waikato District Council, within | month after the date
specified in that certificate, a further certificate under paragraph (c)(i): and

(e) in respect of every reglstration year commencing after receipe of this notice, to pay dog control fees for that dog
at | 50% of the level that would apply if the dog were not classified as a dangerous dog: and
0] not to dispose of the dog to any other persan without the written consent of the territorial authority in whosa

district the dog is to be kept.

You will commit an offence and be liable on conviction to 2 fine not exceading $3,000 if you fail to comply with all of the mateers in
paragraphs (a) to (f) above. In addition, on conviction the court must order the destruction of the dog unless satisfied that the
circumstances of the offence were exceptional and do not justify the destruction of the dog.
A dog control officer or dog ranger may seize and remove the dog from you if you fail to comply with all of the marters in
paragraphs (a) to (f) above. The ranger or officer may keep the dog until you demonstrate that you are willing to comply with
paragraphs (a) to (f).
You will also commit an offence and be liable on conviction to a fine not exceeding $3,000 if you sell or otherwise transfer the dog,
or offer to do so, to any other person without disclosing that the dog is classified as a dangerous dog.
As from | July 2006, you are aiso required, for the purpose of providing permanent identification of the dog, to arrange for the dog
to be implanted with a functioning microchip transponder. This must be confirmed by making the dog available to Waikaro District
Council in accordance with the reasonable instructions of Waikato District Council for verification thac the dog has been implanted
with a functioning microchip transponder of the prescribed type and in the prescribed location.
You will commit an offence and be liable on conviction to a fine not exceeding $3,000 if you fail to comply with this requirement—

®  within 2 months from [ July 2006 if your dog is classified as menacing on or after | December 2003 but before | July

2006; or

®  within 2 months after the dog is classifled as menacing i your dog is classified as menacing after | July 2006,
If the dog is in the possession of another person for a period not exceeding 72 hours, you must advise that person of the
requirement to not allow the dog to be at large or in any public place or in any private way (other than when confined completely
within 2 vehicle or cage) without the dog being muzzled in such a manner as to prevent the dog from biting but to allow it to
breathe and drink without obstruction, You will commit an offence and be liable on conviction o a fine not exceeding $500 if you
fail to comply with this requiremenc.
Full details of the effect of classificacion as 2 dangerous dog are provided in the Dog Control Act 1996,

Right of objection to classification
Section 31(3), Dog Control Act {996
You may object to the classification by lodging with the Waikato District Council 2 writcen objection within !4 days of receipt of
this notice setting out the grounds on which you object. You are entitled o be heard in support of the objection and will be
notified of the time and place at which your objection will be heard.
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OFFICE USE ONLY
District Office

Wal katO Private Bag 544 |5 Gallieo Streec W 078248633 CRM: DOGS3593/26/26
Ngaruawahia 3742 Facsimile & 07 824 809! Person ID:153476
\ ‘ Huntly Area Office 142 Main Street % 07 828 755|
= Raglan Area Office 7 Bow Street &£ 078258129 Dog ID: 167210
DISTRICT COUNCIL Yuakau Area Office 2 Dominion Road & 0800 492 452

Te Kuynikero co Takewoo ¢ Weikoto

Notice of Classification of Dog as a Dangerous Dog

To:

Addres

THIS IS TO NOTIFY YOU THAT THE DOG DESCRIBED HEREIN,

(description of dog)

HAS BEEN CLASSIFIED AS A DANGEROUS DOG UNDER SECTION 31(1) OF THE DOG
CONTROL ACT 1996.

THIS IS BECAUSE

] You have been convicted of an offence under section 57A(2) of the Dog Control Act

X The Waikato District Council has, on the basis of sworn evidence attesting to aggressive
behaviour by the dog on one or more occasions. reasonable grounds to believe it constitutes a

threat to the safety of any person, stock, poultry, domestic animal, or protected wildlife.

O You have admitted in writing that the dog constitutes a threat to the safety of any person,
stock, poultry, domestic animal, or protected wildlife.

A summary of the effect of the classification and your right to object is contained overleaf.

27 March 2026 . .
Date

*For the purposes of the Dog Control Act 1996, you are the owner of a dog if-
« you own the dog
e you have the dog in your possession (otherwise than for a period not exceeding 72 hours for the purpose of
preventing the dog causing injury, or damage, or distress, or for the sole purpose of restoring a lost dog to its
owner): or
e you are the parent or guardian of a person under 16 who is the owner of the dog and who is 2 member of your
household living with and dependant on you



Effect of classification as dangerous dog
Sections 32 and 36A, Dog Control Act 1996
You are required,—
(a) within | month after receipt of this notice, to ensure that the dog is kept within a securely fenced portion of your
property that it is not necessary to enter to obtain access o at Jeast | door of any dwelling on the property; and
(b) not to allow the dog to be at large or in any public place or in any private way (other than when confined
completely within a vehicle or cage) without—
(i) the dog being muzzled in such a manner as to prevent the dog from biting but to allow it to breathe and drink
without obstruction; and
(i) the dog being controlled on a leash (except in a designated dog exercise area); and
(c) to produce to Waikato District Council, within | month after receipt of this notice, a certificate issued by a
veterinarian certifying—
(i) chat the dog is or has been neutered; or
(i) that for reasons that are specified in the certificate, the dog will not be in a fit condition to be neutered before a
dare specified in the certificate; and
(d) where a certificate under paragraph (c)(ii) is produced to Waikato District Council, within | month afeer the date
specified in that certificate, a further certificate under paragraph (c)(l); and

(e) in respect of every registration year commencing after receipe of this notice, to pay dog control fees for that dog
at 150% of the level that would apply if the dog were not classified as a dangerous dog; and
{f not to dispose of the dog to any other person without the written consent of the rerritorial authority in whose

district the dog is to be kept,

You will commic an offence and be liable on conviction to a fine not exceeding $3,000 if you fail ta comply with all of the matters in
paragraphs (a) to (f) abave. In addition, on conviction the court must order the destruction of the dog unless satisfied that the
circumstances of the offence were exceptional and do not justify the destruction of the dog.
A dog control officer or dog ranger may seize and remove the dog from you if you fail to comply with all of the matters in
paragraphs (2) to (f) above The ranger or officer may keep the dog until you demonstrate that you are willing 1o comply with
paragraphs (a) to (f).
You will also commit an offence and be liable on conviction to a fine not exceeding $3.000 if you sell or otherwise transfer the dog,
ar offer to do so, to any other person without disclosing that the dog is classified as a dangerous dog.
As from | july 2006, you are also required. for the purpose of providing permanent identification of the dog, to arrange for the dog
to be implanted with a functioning microchip transponder. This must be confirmed by making the dog available to Waikare District
Council in accardance with the reasonable instructions of Waikato Districc Council for verification that the dog has been implanted
with a functioning microchip transponder of the prescribed type and in 'hf prescribed location.
You will commit an offence and be liable on conviction  a fine not exceeding $3.000 if you fail to comply with this requirement—

® within 2 months from | July 2006 if your dog Is classified as menacing on or after | December 2003 but before | july

2006; or

®  within 2 months after the dog is classified as menacing if your dog is classified as menacing after | july 2006.
If the dog is in the possession of another person for 2 period not exceeding 72 hours, you must advise that person of the
requirement to not allow the dog to be ac large or in any public place or in any private way (other than when confined completely
within a vehicle or cage) without the dog belng muzzled in such a manner as to prevent the dog from biting but to allow it to
breathe and drink without abstruction. You will commit an offence and be fiable on conviction to a fine not exceeding $500 if you
fail to comply with this requirement.
Full details of the effect of classification as a dangerous dog are provided in the Dog Control Act 1996.

Right of objection to classification
Section 31(3), Dog Control Act 1996
You may object to the classification by lodging with the Waikato District Council a writtan objecton within |4 days of receipt of
this notice setting out the grounds on which you object. You are entitled to be heard in support of the objection and will be

noufied of the time and place ac which your objection will be heard,



FWAIKATG DISTRICI COUNCIL

7 APR 7026
Time.:g.'..‘.‘QA .. Initials \%/

To: The Animal Control Principal Specialist NGARUAW ,’:\ij_-\ |
Waikato District Council T

Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742

Date: 2 April 2026

RE: FORMAL OBJECTION TO DANGEROUS DOG CLASSIFICATIONS
Dog 1

Dog 2_

Owners

Dear Waikato District Council and the Regulatory Subcommittee, or to whom it may concern

We are writing to formally object to the classification of our dogs,_ as
"Dangerous Dogs" under Section 31(1)(b) of the Dog Control Act 1866. While we
acknowledge the incident on 30 March 2028, for which we have promptly paid the $400.00
total in infringement fees (Notices U95177 and U95178), we believe the "Dangerous"
classification for both dogs is excessive given the immediate and permanent corrective
measures we have implemented.

1. Acceptance of Responsibility
We wish to state clearly that as the owners o_ we accept total
responsibility for the incident that occurred. We acknowledge that our property's
boundary fencing was not secured to the necessary standard at that time. We
recognize that had we properly addressed these fencing issues earlier, this situation
would never have accurred. Our priority now is ensuring that such a breach can
never happen again.

2. Background and Character o_

is a one-year-old Staffordshire Bull Terrier with a difficult start in life. She was
found abandoned on the side of the road as a puppy, and we took her in to giv;
second chance. Since then, she has successfully integrated into our home witﬁ
and our two cat

has a remarkably sweet nature; she is a beloved family member and is "loved
0 bits' by our nieces and nephews. Because of her age and rescue background, she
has not yet had the opportunity to receive the formal training necessary to reach her
full potential. We are fully committed to providing her with professional training and
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NGARLAWAHIA

rehabilitation. We believe that reducing her classification would greatly assist in this
process, allowing her the chance to prove she is a well-behaved dog worth saving.

3. Medical Hardship & Welfare Concerns

suffers from Pemphigus Foliaceus i j kin disease, as
detailed in the attached letter fro
This condition causes painful, ulcerative lesions on his face. Enforced muzzling, as
required by a Dangerous Dog classification, would cause significant skin irritation and
exacerbate this painful condition. We argue that a mandatory muzzle in this specific
case constitutes an animal welfare issue and request a medical exemption or a
reduction in classification for|

4. Immediate Physical Containment Upgrades
Following the recent incident, we have made substantial investments in our property to
ensure 100% containment:
o Relnforced Boundary Fencing: All existing fencing has been repaired and
reinforced with netting wire.

« New High-Security Enclosure: We have constructed a professional-grade,
secondary containment area with a concrete base and heavy-duty chain-link mesh.

« Separatlon from Public Access: This enclosure is positioned so that visitors can
access our front door without any contact with the dogs.

5. Victim Reconciliation & Community Support
We have proactively engaged with our neighbours:

« Affected Part We have shared photos with - of our new containment
measures with _ﬁe has expressed that he is satisfied and trusts that the dogs
will not return to his property again. We have also fully reimbursed for his loss
of stock.

confirmed they have no concerns regarding our dogs' behaviour.

6. Request for Hearing

Pursuant to Section 31(3) of the Dog Control Act 1996, we wish to be heard in support of
this objection before the Council's Regulatory Subcommittee. We believe our admission of
responsibility, our investment in infrastructure, and the specific needs of our dogs
demonstrate that we are committed to being exemplary owners.
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\ a " E X a Anexa Veterinary Services Tax Invoice
: 25 Moorhouse Street, PO Box 21, Morrinsville 3340
e —— P: 0800 284 3838 GST Reg No. 10-852-005

veterinary Services E: anexa.accounts@anexa.conz Www.anexa.co.nz Bank Acct No. 02 0368 0024553 00
Gordonton Matamata Ngaruawahia Paeroa Te Aroha Thames
P: 07 824 2103 P: 07 888 8068 P: 07 824 8630 P: 07 862 8815 P: 07 884 8014 P: 07 868 7005
Maramarua Morrinsville Ngatea Raglan Te Kauwhata 0800 284 3838
P: 09 2325891 P: 07 889 5159 P: 07 867 7256 P. 07 8258390 P: 07 826 3581 anexa.co.nz
March 30, 2026

To whom it may concern,

“Floyd”, an 11 year old male neutered Doberman mix, has been treated here at Anexa
Ngaruawahia for many years for a chronic autoimmune condition called pemphigus
foliaceous. This disease is characterized by crusting or ulcerative skin lesions, which
Floyd often has on his face and head as well as other areas of the body. Wearing a muzzle
for long periods of time could cause further skin irritation and exacerbate his condition.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any other questions.

Thank you,

Veterinarian
Anexa Ngaruawahia
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| am writing to you to confirm receipt of your objection to the Dangerous Dog
Classifications issued on your dogs,

| also confirm that | have received your objection within the required 14 days of service.

Waikato District Council’s Democracy Team will be in touch with you to confirm the date
of the hearing.

Ngaa mihi,

Animal Control Principal Specialist
Matanga Matua whakahaere kararehe
Waikato District Council

Te Kaunihera aa Takiwaa o Waikato

Poutaapeta Mahi: Private Bag 544, Ngaaruawaahia 3742

Waahi Mahi: 15 Galileo Street, Ngaaruawaahia

Waikato
D)

District Council

T Cagmemats 33 Fakewad o dueato

www.waikatodistrict.govt.nz
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Good mornin.

| am writing to you to advise you that the owner of the dogs that were involved in the
attack on your stock have objected to the Dangerous Dog Classifications that were
placed on the dogs.

Waikato District Council will now convene a hearing with the Regulatory Sub-
Committee to hear their objection within the next 6 to 8 weeks.

If you wish, you are welcome to attend this hearing but there is no obligation on your
part to attend.

If you have any questions regarding this process, please feel free to contact me.

Regards

Ngaa mihi,

Animal Control Principal Specialist
Matanga Matua whakahaere kararehe
Waikato District Council

Te Kaunihera aa Takiwaa o Waikato

Poutaapeta Mahi: Private Bag 544, Ngaaruawaahia 3742

Waahl Mahi: 15 Galileo Street, Ngaaruawaahia

Waikato

—ND)

Dnstrlct Counc;l

www.waikatodistrict.govt.nz
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