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Agenda for a meeting of the Regulatory Subcommittee to be held in Committee Rooms 1 
& 2, District Office, 15 Galileo Street, Ngaaruawaahia  on FRIDAY, 20 NOVEMBER 2026 
commencing at 10:00 AM.

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

considered by the Committee.

The meeting will be opened with a karakia.

1. PRESENT

2. DISCLOSURES OF INTEREST 

The register of interests is no longer included on agendas, however 
members still have a duty to disclose any interests under this item.

3. REPORTS

3.1 Objection to Dangerous Classification - Krishan Mudaliar  

Appendix 1 -Section 31 Dog Control Act 1996 

Appendix 2 - P&R - Ratu 

Appendix 3 - P&R - Krishan Mudaliar 

Appendix 4 - CRM - DOGS4656_26 

Appendix 5 - Notice of Seizure - Ratu 

Appendix 6 - Served Notice of Classification of dangerous Dog - Ratu 

Appendix 7 - Objection to Dangerous Classification - Ratu 

Appendix 8 - ACO Statement 

Appendix 9 - Complainant Statement - C1 

Appendix 10 - Photos of Injury 

Appendix 11 - Medical Release Form - C1 

Appendix 12 - Medical Report - C1 
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Appendix 13 - NDD Report - Ratu and Krishan Mudaliar 

Appendix 14 - Email Communications between ACO 40 and Dog 
Owner 

Appendix 15 - PIP Statement _Redacted 

Appendix 16- Text messages between PIP and Complainant 

Appendix 17 - Dog Owner Statement - Krishan Mudaliar 

Appendix 18 - Property Inspection - Ratu 

Appendix 19 - S71 - Notice of Retention - Ratu 

Appendix 20 - S71 Application of release - Ratu 

Appendix 21 - Impound sheet and Photo - Ratu 

Appendix 22 - Decision Making Criteria - Ratu 

Appendix 23 - Photos of Permanent Fence Repairs 

Appendix 24 - Email from ACO40 to Dog Owner regarding Seizure of 
Ratu 

4. CLOSE OF MEETING

S Law
ACTING CHIEF EXECUTIVE
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TERMS OF REFERENCE 
 

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. To recommend 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;
e. matters under the Gambling Act 2003, Health Act 1956 and Litter Act 1979;
f. matters regarding residential pools under the Building Act 2004.

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:
 Conduct statutory hearings on regulatory matters and undertake and make 

decisions on those hearings that fall within the committee’s Terms of Reference.
 Appoint additional members, including external members, for hearings where 

expert advice is required.
 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.

 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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A neighbour performed first aid on the bite area and advised the complainant that they 
should seek proper medical help. The complainant then went to Pukekohe A&E and was 
then taken to Middlemore Hospital where they were kept overnight. The complainant was 
prescribed Amoxicillin antibiotics, Ibuprofen anti-inflammatories and Paracetamol 
painkillers. 
 
The complainant was admitted to the Plastic Surgery Department of Middlemore Hospital 
where the wound was surgically debrided and then treated with skin graft taken from their 
right thigh. The complainant was discharged with advice to see their regular doctor for 
check-ups of the injury site (Complainant Statement – C1: Appendix 9; Photos of Injury: 
Appendix 10). 
 
The complainant signed a medical release form for the Middlemore Hospital medical 
records to be sent to Waikato District Council (Medical Release Form: Appendix 11; Medical 
Report C1: Appendix 12). 
 

On 29 June 2026, ACO 40 sent a follow-up email to the PIP requesting their statement and 
the details of the dog and its owner, as these had not yet been provided. The PIP responded 
advising that they would return to New Zealand on 24 July 2026; however, they did not 
provide the requested information at that time. 

 
As no contact details had been provided by 16 July 2026, ACO 40 conducted a search of the 
National Dog Database (NDD) using the dog's name and known surname of the dog owner. 
This search identified Ratu and confirmed the registered owner as Mr Krishan Mudaliar and 
provided contact information. (NDD Report – Ratu and Krishan Mudaliar: Appendix 13). 
 
ACO 40 subsequently contacted Mr Krishan Mudaliar by email, advising that his dog had 
been involved in an attack while in the care of his and requesting an opportunity to 
discuss the incident. ACO 40 also advised that previous attempts to obtain information 
from the PIP had been unsuccessful. 
 

Mr Krishan Mudaliar replied advising that the PIP, remained overseas but had informed 
him that Council may make contact regarding the incident. Mr Krishan Mudaliar advised 
that he was willing to discuss the matter with ACO 40. 
 
ACO 40 subsequently outlined the details of the reported attack and advised that she was 
awaiting a statement from the PIP. ACO 40 also explained the Animal Control investigation 
process, including the relevance of statements from both the dog owner and the person in 
possession of the dog at the time of the incident. Mr Krishan Mudaliar requested that a 
statement form be provided to him and advised that the PIP may remain overseas until 
August 2026. 
 
Mr Krishan Mudaliar later advised ACO 40 by email that he had spoken with the PIP, and 
expected his Person in Possession (PIP) statement to be provided by the end of that week 
(Email Communications between ACO 40 and Dog Owner: Appendix 14). 
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On 27 July 2026, ACO 40 received the PIP statement from the PIP. In his statement, the PIP 
advised that on the morning of 14 June 2026, the complainant had visited their property 
and invited them to attend a street gathering being held at their residence.  The PIP stated 
that they declined the invitation due to caring for the dog, Ratu. 
 
The PIP stated that at approximately 4.00 pm the complainant observed the PIP walking 
Ratu on a lead around the PIP's property and approached them again. They advised that 
the complainant entered the property to renew the invitation and meet Ratu. The PIP stated 
that they informed the complainant that they were unsure how Ratu would react without 
the dog owner being present.  
 
According to the PIP, the complainant responded that they were experienced with dogs. 
The PIP further stated that the complainant was holding a wine glass and indicated they 
would avoid making eye contact with Ratu. The PIP advised that the complainant then 
walked past the dog while extending their hand in front of Ratu’s face. 
 
The PIP stated that Ratu bit the complainant once and immediately released. They advised 
that the complainant appeared to realise they had been bitten several seconds later before 
returning to their own property and subsequently attending A&E for treatment.  
 
The PIP stated that they were concerned about the incident and had exchanged text 
messages with the complainant later that day (PIP Statement: Appendix 15; Text Messages 
between PIP and Complainant: Appendix 16). 
 
On 30 July 2026, ACO 40 emailed Mr Krishan Mudaliar advising that, following consultation 
with the Principal Animal Control Specialist, a decision had been made to seize Ratu as part 
of the investigation. ACO 40 explained that this decision was based on the seriousness of 
the injuries sustained by the complainant and the level of medical treatment required.  
 
Arrangements were subsequently made for the seizure of Ratu and for Mr Mudaliar to 
provide a Dog Owner Statement (Email from ACO40 to Dog Owner regarding Seizure of 
Ratu : Appendix 24) 
 
At 11.00am on 31 July 2026, ACO 40, accompanied by Senior Animal Control Officer, 
Amanda Twiss (SACO 11) and two Animal Management Officers from Auckland Council, 
attended Mr Mudaliar’s property at , Drury. Ratu was seized pursuant 
to section 57 of the Dog Control Act 1996.  
 
ACO 40 then recorded Mr Mudaliar’s Dog Owner Statement. After being cautioned, Mr 
Mudaliar stated that he considered Ratu to be dangerous when the dog felt the need to 
protect property (Dog Owner Statement – Krishan Mudaliar: Appendix 17; Notice of Seizure 
– Ratu: Appendix 5). 
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While ACO 40 obtained the Dog Owner Statement, SACO 11 and the Auckland Council 
Animal Management Officers conducted an inspection of the property to assess its 
suitability should Ratu be released. The inspection identified two sections of fencing that 
required height extensions to meet containment requirements (Property Inspection – Ratu: 
Appendix 18). 
 
Ratu was subsequently impounded and Mr Mudaliar was served with a Notice of Retention 
under section 71 of the Dog Control Act 1996. At that time, Mr Mudaliar also completed an 
application for the release of the dog, noting that Ratu was a well-loved family pet and 
suffered from skin-related health issues (S71 Notice of Retention – Ratu: Appendix 19; S71 
Application for Release – Ratu: Appendix 20). 
 
Ratu was temporarily held at the Waikato District Council Tuakau Office. This decision was 
made because officers were aware that containment improvements at the property had 
already commenced and were expected to be completed promptly (Impound Sheet and 
Photo – Ratu: Appendix 21). 
 
ACO 40 completed the Dog Classification Decision-Making Criteria and provided all 
investigation material to Animal Control Team Leader Mr Craig Nicholson for review. 
Following consideration of the available evidence, including the circumstances of the attack 
and the severity of the injuries sustained, a decision was made to classify Ratu as a 
Dangerous Dog (Decision-Making Criteria – Ratu: Appendix 22). 
 
Later that day, Mr Mudaliar provided photographs of the completed fencing improvements 
to Mr Nicholson. These photographs were added to the property inspection record and 
reviewed. Following assessment of the updated containment measures, Mr Nicholson 
approved the release of Ratu.  
 
It was noted that additional containment work would be required to fully comply with the 
requirements of the Dangerous Dog classification and that a reinspection would be 
undertaken within one month. 
 
Mr Mudaliar subsequently attended the Tuakau Office, where Ratu was released into his 
care. At that time, ACO 40 served him with the Dangerous Dog classification Notice (Served 
Notice of Classification of Dog as Dangerous – Ratu: Appendix 6). 
 
On 6 August 2026, Mr Mudaliar lodged a written objection to the Dangerous Dog 
classification within the timeframe prescribed by section 31(3) of the Dog Control Act 1996. 
In his objection, he requested that the Dangerous Dog Classification be rescinded and 
replaced with a Menacing Dog Classification (Section 31 of the Act: Appendix 1; Emailed 
Objection to Dangerous Classification – Ratu: Appendix 7). 
 
On 23 August 2026, Mr Mudaliar provided photographs showing permanent containment 
improvements completed at the property. These works comprised timber height 
extensions installed on both sides of the dwelling, creating a fully enclosed rear yard. The 
improvements were assessed as meeting the containment requirements applicable to a 
Dangerous Dog classification (Photos of Permanent Repairs: Appendix 23). 
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5.  Discussion 
Matapaki 

  

Section 31(4) of the Act provides that in determining this objection the committee shall 
consider the objection and may uphold or rescind the classification. 
 
As a result of this analysis, the Committee will have the following options: 
Option A: Uphold the classification of Ratu as dangerous  
Option B: Rescind the classification of Ratu 
 
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 recommended 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 must classify a dog as dangerous if the 
territorial authority has, on the basis of sworn 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. 

• The Person in Possession of Ratu was unable to prevent Ratu from biting despite 
the dog being restrained on a lead. 

• The dog owner has admitted in his statement that the dog 'Ratu is dangerous when 
he feels the need to protect his property. 

• A dangerous classification will ensure that: 

1. Ratu will be required to remain in a secured contained portion on the dog 
owner's property and, 

2. Will be required to be controlled on a leash and muzzled at all times when in 
a public place. 

3. A dangerous classification also allows Animal Control to take stronger 
measures of enforcement if further incidents occur. 
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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. The Dangerous Dog classification and the right to object to the classification 
are documented in section 31 of the Dog Control Act 1996. 

 
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 known impacts on Maaori or other material cultural issues associated with 
this report. 

 
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 
Dog Control Act 1996 may occur giving an increased risk to public safety. 
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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 Council’s Significance and Engagement Policy. 

 

6.2 Engagement 
Te Whakatuutakitaki 

Highest 
level of 

engagement 

Inform 

  

Consult 

  

Involve 
 

Collaborate 

  

Empower 

  

The hearing and outcome of the hearing is public 

 

 

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 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  
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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 

  

Appendix 1 – Section 31 Dog Control Act 1996 

Appendix 2 – P&R - Ratu 

Appendix 3 – P&R - Krishan Mudaliar 

Appendix 4 – CRM - DOGS4656_26 

Appendix 5 – Notice of Seizure - Ratu 

Appendix 6 – Served Notice of Classification of dangerous Dog - Ratu 

Appendix 7 – Objection to Dangerous Classification - Ratu 

Appendix 8 – ACO Statement 

Appendix 9 – Complainant Statement - C1 

Appendix 10 – Photos of Injury 

Appendix 11 – Medical Release Form - C1 

Appendix 12 – Medical Report - C1 

Appendix 13 – NDD Report - Ratu and Krishan Mudaliar 

Appendix 14 – Email Communications between ACO 40 and Dog Owner 

Appendix 15 – PIP Statement  

Appendix 16 – Text messages between PIP and Complainant 

Appendix 17 – Dog Owner Statement - Krishan Mudaliar 

Appendix 18 – Property Inspection - Ratu 

Appendix 19 – S71 - Notice of Retention - Ratu 
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Appendix 20 – S71 Application of release - Ratu 

Appendix 21 – Impound sheet and Photo - Ratu 

Appendix 22 – Decision Making Criteria - Ratu 

Appendix 23 – Photos of Permanent Fence Repairs 

Appendix 24 - Email from ACO40 to Dog Owner regarding Seizure of Ratu 
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Waikato District Council

Request

Event History:

Description Commenced Target Date Role Name

Status Decision Finalised User

Notes

Yes

17/06/2026  10:18.03 am

17/06/2026  10:18.04 am

CRM Created

Past

Dangerous

17/06/2026  10:18.04 am

10/08/2026  02:27.51 pm

Current Dog Classification?

Past

Yes

17/06/2026  04:00.00 pm

10/08/2026  02:28.07 pm

CRM Completed

Past
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Request

 0.00

 0.00

Date Received

Respon/Onsite Target

OnSite Time

Completion Target

Work Completed

Victim Type?*

Dog made contact?*

When Occurred?*

Description of dog?*

Incident Location?*

Where Dog from?*

Owner Details

Victim Details

Ani Control Area*

Severity

Substantiated?

Outcome

EOC Open?

EOC GIS Map?

EOC Impact

EOC Urgency

EOC Injury Count

EOC Fatality Count

Antenno/SSS Ref

17/06/2026  10:18:04AM

24/06/2026  10:18:04AM

17/06/2026  10:40:00AM

24/06/2026  10:18:00AM

17/06/2026   4:00:00PM

Person

Yes

Sunday 14/06/26 @3-3.30pm

Charpei Cross - Brown Tan

Unsure

North

3

YES

Impounded

Custom Text Fields:

Custom Value Fields:

Custom Date Fields:
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Sent: Thursday, August 6, 2026 8:15 PM 
To: Jenn Laamers  
Cc:   
Subject: Re: Dog attack Ratu Mudaliar 

  

Hi Jenn, 

 

Thanks for all your help last week with sorting out Ratu. From our discussions you said the two options 
would be to either classify Ratu as dangerous and end the investigation there or if we didn’t want to do 
that it would go to court, but that if we went with option 1 and Ratu was classified as dangerous there 
was still the ability to object to the classification. Thank you for letting us know about these options.  

 

We are wanting to formally object to Ratu’s classification as a dangerous dog, and would like to ask for 
his dangerous classification to be rescinded and replaced by a menacing classification. Are you able 
to let us know the process going forward and when we should submit our supporting documentation 
for the objection?  

 

I would also like to make a LGOIMA request for the entire case file related to Ratu’s bite investigation 
and subsequent classification, this includes all witness statements and internal decision making 
records. I would like this request to be treated as urgent so that we can have access to these materials 
to assist with our objection.  

 

 

Regards, 

Krishan Mudaliar  
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Re: Dog attack 

Krishan Mudalia

Krishan Mudaliar 

Jenn Laamers 

Hi Jenn, 

 

We saw  on the weekend and got statement. Please find the document attached.  

 

If there’s anything else you need please let me know.  

 

 

 

Regards, 

Krishan Mudaliar  

 
 

On 22 Jul 2026, at 16:50, Krishan Mudaliar wrote: 

Hi Jenn, 

 

Thanks again for the information you’ve provided. I’ll get  to write up  statement and will send it 
to you hopefully by the end of the week.  

 

Regards, 

Krishan Mudaliar  

 
 

On 21 Jul 2026, at 13:43, Jenn Laamers  wrote: 

Hi Krishan,  

In terms of the Council's investigation, once I have collected all of the available evidence, including 
any witness statements, the matter will be presented to Council for a decision. The timeframe can 
vary depending on how quickly all relevant information is received and assessed. 

There are a number of possible outcomes. One outcome is that an infringement may be issued in 
relation to the incident, and Council may decide not to classify the dog. 
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Alternatively, Council may decide to classify the dog. If a dog is classified, that classification remains 
in place for the lifetime of the dog. Once Council has made its decision, you have the right to formally 
object to or contest that decision through the relevant process. 

At this stage, we are still waiting on your statement. If you could please provide this as soon as 
possible, it will allow us to progress the investigation and move the matter forward. 

I hope this helps explain the process. If you have any further questions, please don't hesitate to get in 
touch. 

Kind regards 

 

Jenn  
Animal Control Officer 
 
Waikato District Council 
Te Kaunihera aa Takiwaa o Waikato 

Nama waea: 07 824 8633 |  Waea puukoro: 0800 492 452 
Poutaapeta Mahi: Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742 
Waahi Mahi: 15 Galileo Street, Ngaruawahia 
 
 

<image.png> 

  

  

 

From: Krishan Mudaliar  
Sent: Monday, July 20, 2026 2:01 PM 
To: Jenn Laamers  
Subject: Re: Dog attack 

  

Hi Jenn, 

 

I talked to my at the end of last week and said  replied to your emails, just checking you 
received emails? also said that be back at the end of this week and will be able to write  
statement then.  

 

In terms of the council’s investigation what are the steps/timeframes and the possible actions the 
council will take.  
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Regards, 

Krishan Mudaliar  

 
 

On 16 Jul 2026, at 15:00, Krishan Mudaliar  wrote: 

Thank you so much for all the information, really good to know as this is the first time my dog has had 
this behaviour.  

 

I will chase my up, do you have a deadline for his statement? 

 

Also is the classification of the dog around for the entirety of its life or is it around for a certain amount 
of time without an incident?  

 

Regards, 

Krishan Mudaliar  

 
 

On 16 Jul 2026, at 14:25, Jenn Laamers  wrote: 

Hi Krishan, 

Thank you for your email. 

I have attached the statement form for you to complete once you have had an opportunity to speak 
with your . 

However it is important the statement comes from him as he was with your dog when the incident 
happened. 

 

Regarding your questions about a possible Menacing Dog classification: 

What are the implications if my dog is classified as a Menacing Dog? 

Under the Dog Control Act 1996, if a dog is classified as menacing, the owner must ensure the dog 
is muzzled when in a public place or any place that is not private property. The dog must also 
continue to be under effective control at all times. Depending on the circumstances and Council 
requirements, the dog may also be required to be neutered. These requirements remain in place 
unless the classification is successfully overturned.  

If I wish to contest the classification, what evidence would be required? 
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Should a Menacing Dog classification be issued, the notification letter will explain your right to object 
under the Dog Control Act 1996. Any objection should set out the reasons why you believe the 
classification should not apply and include any supporting information you wish Council to consider.  

Examples of supporting evidence may include: 

• A written statement from your father and any witnesses to the incident. 

• Statements from individuals familiar with the dog's behaviour. 

• Veterinary or behavioural assessments. 

• Information about the circumstances surrounding the incident. 

• Evidence of training, management measures, or other steps taken to prevent future incidents. 

• Any other information you believe is relevant to demonstrating that the dog does not pose a 
threat to people or animals.  

If a classification is made, the formal objection process and associated timeframes will be included in 
the notification provided to you. 

For us it's really important to get that statement from your father so we know exactly what happened 
as we only have a one-sided story at the moment.  

 

Please let me know if you have any further questions. 

Kind regards, 

  

Jenn  
Animal Control Officer 
 
Waikato District Council 
Te Kaunihera aa Takiwaa o Waikato 

Nama waea: 07 824 8633 |  Waea puukoro: 0800 492 452 
Poutaapeta Mahi: Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742 
Waahi Mahi: 15 Galileo Street, Ngaruawahia 
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From: Krishan Mudaliar  
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2026 12:43 PM 
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To: Jenn Laamers  
Subject: Re: Dog attack 

  

Thanks for the explanation Jenn.  

 

Would you be able to send me the statement form as well so that I can fill it out after talking to my 
? might not be in the country until next month.  

 

If my dog is classified as a “Menacing Dog”, what are the implications of this going forward? 

 

If I were to contest this, once you let me know the final decision, what sort of evidence would be 
required?  

 

Regards, 

Krishan Mudaliar  

 
 

On 16 Jul 2026, at 12:27, Jenn Laamers wrote: 

Hi Krishan,  

I am writing regarding the ongoing investigation into the incident involving your dog and the attack on a 
neighbor while the dog was in the care of your , which resulted in a serious injury. 

As part of our investigation, I have sent  a statement form. It would be beneficial for your  to 
provide a statement so that we can fully understand the circumstances of the incident from side. 
We want to ensure that all relevant information is considered before any decisions are made. 

Based on the evidence collected so far, it is likely that your dog will meet the criteria for a Menacing 
Dog Classification. However, this classification can be challenged. If you wish to contest the 
classification, we will need evidence demonstrating why your dog should not be considered 
menacing. 

Please be aware that under the Dog Control Act 1996, dogs are expected to be kept under control at 
all times, and a dog should not bite or attack a person regardless of the circumstances. The severity of 
the injury sustained by the victim is a significant factor in our assessment of this matter. 

To ensure your perspective is taken into account, I encourage you and your to complete and 
return your statements as soon as possible. Any information or evidence you wish us to consider 
should be included with your response. 

If you have any questions regarding the investigation or the statement process, please do not hesitate 
to contact me. 
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Kind regards, 

  

Jenn  
Animal Control Officer 
 
Waikato District Council 
Te Kaunihera aa Takiwaa o Waikato 

Nama waea: 07 824 8633 |  Waea puukoro: 0800 492 452 
Poutaapeta Mahi: Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742 
Waahi Mahi: 15 Galileo Street, Ngaruawahia 
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From: Krishan Mudaliar  
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2026 10:16 AM 
To: Jenn Laamers  
Subject: Re: Dog attack 

 

Hi Jenn, 

 

That would be because not in the country.  

 

Happy to chat, did tell me someone would be in touch.  

 

Regards, 

Krishan Mudaliar  

 

On 16 Jul 2026, at 09:03, Jenn Laamers wrote: 
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Hi Krishan,  

On Sunday the 14th of June you dog has been involved in a attack while being in the care of your .  

We would like to speak with you about the incident that has happened.  

 

Your  is not replying to me email so please contact us as soon as possible.  

 

 Kind regards,  

  

Jenn  
Animal Control Officer 
 
Waikato District Council 
Te Kaunihera aa Takiwaa o Waikato 

Nama waea: 07 824 8633 |  Waea puukoro: 0800 492 452 
Poutaapeta Mahi: Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742 
Waahi Mahi: 15 Galileo Street, Ngaruawahia 
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<Person In Possession Statement - Typing.docx> 
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Photos of Permanent Fence Repairs 
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On 30 Jul 2026, at 13:49, Jenn Laamers <Jenn.Laamers@waidc.govt.nz> wrote: 
 
 
Hi Krishan, 
Following a meeting with our Animal Control Principal Specialist, it has been 
determined that your dog must be seized in relation to the recent dog attack 
investigation. 
This decision has been made due to the seriousness of the incident, with the victim 
requiring hospital treatment and plastic surgery as a result of the injuries sustained 
from the bite. 
Arrangements will now need to be made for the dog to be taken into our custody. We 
can collect the dog from your property, or alternatively, you may bring the dog to our 
animal shelter/facility by arrangement. 
Please contact me as soon as possible to discuss the surrender of the dog and to 
arrange a suitable time for collection or delivery. 
Once the dog has been seized, further assessment and consideration of the case will 
take place. A decision will then be made as to whether the dog will be classified as 
dangerous under the relevant legislation or whether the matter will proceed through the 
Court. 
If you have any questions regarding this process, please contact me directly. 
Kind regards, 
 
  

Jenn  
Animal Control Officer 

 

Waikato District Council 
Te Kaunihera aa Takiwaa o Waikato 
Nama waea: 07 824 8633 |  Waea puukoro: 0800 492 452 
Poutaapeta Mahi: Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742 
Waahi Mahi: 15 Galileo Street, Ngaruawahia 
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