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Open 

To Policy and Regulatory Subcommittee 
Report title Objection to Disqualification from Dog 

Ownership – Marcus Shepherd 

Date: 21 April 2023 

Report Author: Tracey Oakes, Animal Control Team Leader 

Authorised by: Sue O’Gorman, General Manager Customer Support 

1. Purpose of the report
Te Take moo te puurongo

To provide information to the Policy and Regulatory Subcommittee to enable that 
committee to hear the objection to a disqualification from dog ownership by Marcus 
Shepherd, and to make a decision on the objection.  

2. Executive summary
Whakaraapopototanga matua

Section 25 (1)(b) of the Dog Control Act 1996 (the Act) states that the Territorial Authority 
must disqualify a person from being an owner of a dog if the person is convicted of an 
offence (not being an infringement offence) against the Act.  

In accordance with Section 25 (1A) of the Act  the requirement in Section 25(1)(b) of the 
Act to disqualify a person from being an owner of a dog where they have been convicted 
of an offence, does not apply if the Territorial Authority is satisfied that the circumstances 
of the offences are such that disqualification is not warranted, or a probationary owner 
status should be applied instead.   

Section 25(3) of the Act provides that a disqualification under section 25(1) continues in 
force for a period specified by the territorial authority not exceeding 5 years.  

On 21 September 2021 Mr Marcus Shepherd (Mr Shepherd) was convicted of an offence 
under section 57 of the Act, relating to an incident where his dog attacked a person 
causing injury requiring the victim of the attack to be hospitalised. This section of the “Act” 
is not an infringement offence.  

The Animal Control Team Leader subsequently exercised their delegation and disqualified 
Mr Shepherd from being a dog owner as required by the Act and served written notice on 
Mr Shepherd. In exercising their discretion, the Animal Control Team Leader considered 
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Section 25(1A) and did not consider that the circumstance of the offence determined that 
disqualification was not warranted, nor that probationary status should be substituted 
for disqualification. Section 25 annexed as Appendix 1. 

On 4 October 2022 Mr Shepherd objected in writing to the disqualification in accordance 
with Section 26 of the Act.  Section 26 annexed as Appendix 2. 

3. Staff recommendations  
Tuutohu-aa-kaimahi 

a. THAT the Regulatory Sub-committee receives the report of the General Manager 
Customer Support – (Objection to Disqualification from Dog Ownership – Marcus 
Shepherd). 
 

b. THAT the Regulatory Sub-committee upholds the Disqualification from Dog 
Ownership of Marcus Shepherd under section 25 (1)(b) of the Dog Control Act 
1996 for the full term of 5 years. 

4. Background  
Koorero whaimaarama 

On 11 January 2021 Council received a complaint from Mr Terry Williams (Mr Williams). 
Mr Williams had been attacked by a dog on his own property on 31 December 2020. Terry 
had subsequently spent 3 days in hospital. Service Request annexed as Appendix 3. 

Officer Amanda Davis (Officer Davis) was allocated the service request and investigated 
the complaint. Officers Statement annexed as Appendix 4. 

The dog involved is a Tan and White large American Bulldog desexed male, owned by 
Marcus Shepherd. NDD record annexed as Appendix 5. 

Officer Davis spoke with Mr Shepherd on several occasions to discuss making Buddy 
available for seizure. Mr Shepherd refused to do this on each occasion.  

On 19 February 2021 Mr Shepherd was infringed under Section 18 of the Act - Wilful 
Obstruction of a Dog Control Officer. Infringement annexed as Appendix 6. 

As Mr Shepherd lives in the Waipa District, Officer Davis requested Waipa District Council’s 
assistance to seize Buddy on our behalf. Waipa were unable to locate Buddy at Mr 
Shepherd’s property in Kihikihi.  

On 15 February 2021, the victim Mr Williams advised Officer Davis that Buddy was in 
Thames with Mr Shepherd’s sister. Officer Davis called Thames Coromandel District 
Council and spoke with Officer Ward.  Officer Ward advised that Buddy had been involved 
in an attack on a Police Officer in Thames and had been seized and subsequently released 
Classified Dangerous. No objection to the Dangerous Classification was received. Officer 
Ward advised that Buddy was back at Mr Shepherd’s property in Kihikihi.  

On 26 February 2021 Waipa District Council seized Buddy from Mr Shepherd’s address in 
Kihikihi and was subsequently held in the Ngaruawahia Dog Pound facility.  
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Council lodged charging documents with the Morrinsville Court relating to the attack on 
Mr Williams. Admission by Agreement annexed as Appendix 7. 

During the investigation of this matter, the victim died from an unrelated chronic illness 
so was unable to give evidence during the hearing. His witness statement given to Council 
Animal Control Officers was admitted to evidence. Mr Williams’ statement recorded that 
he moved the dog along with his foot when it leaned against the house and the wet paint.  

Also admitted to evidence at the District Court hearing was a written document from Mr 
Shepherd’s brother (who was also unable to attend the hearing) that alleged Mr Williams 
kicked Buddy. Annexed as Appendix 13.  

On 21 September 2021 the District Court in Morrinsville heard the matter in a Judge alone 
trial.  Mr Shepherd was found guilty under section 57 of the Act.  

On 28 September 2022 a discussion was held between Officer Davis and Animal Control 
Team Leader Tracey Oakes (Ms Oakes) to consider the matter of disqualification. The 
Animal Control Team Leader holds the delegation to disqualify an owner in accordance 
with Section 25 of the Act. The Animal Control Team Leader exercised their discretion to 
disqualify Mr Shepherd for the maximum period of 5 years considering the following 
factors; 

1. the dog attacking people (Mr Williams and then the police officer); 
2. the dog being classified as dangerous; 
3. the seriousness of the injuries suffered by Mr Williams requiring hospitalisation; 

and 
4. the complete absence of responsibility or remorse from Mr Shepherd – including; 

a. moving the dog to evade and obstruct Officers carrying out duties under 
the Act; and 

b. blaming the (now deceased) victim Mr Williams for the attack (based on 
allegations that the dog was kicked, which was unable to be proven in 
Court),  

Ms Oakes signed the Notice of Disqualification which was served to Mr Shepherd by email 
and registered post. Notice of Disqualification annexed as Appendix 8. 

On 4 October 2022, Council received a written objection from Mr Shepherd to the 
disqualification by email. Objection annexed as Appendix 9. 

5. Discussion and analysis  
Taataritanga me ngaa tohutohu 

Section 28 of the Act (annexed as appendix 10) details the effect of the disqualification. A 
disqualified dog owner cannot be in possession of a dog at any time, except for: 

• Preventing a dog from causing injury, damage, or distress 
• Returning, within 72 hours, a lost dog to the territorial authority for the purpose of 

restoring the dog to its owner 

In effect a disqualified person is not allowed to own a dog, or have a dog under their 
control. 
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Section 26 of the Act [Appendix 2] provides that in determining this objection the 
Committee shall have regard to: 

a. the circumstances and nature of the offence or offences in respect of which the 
person was disqualified; and 

b. the competency of the person objecting in terms of responsible dog ownership; 
and 

c. any steps taken by the owner to prevent further offences; and 
d. the matters advanced in support of the objection; and 
e. any other relevant matters. 

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

A. uphold the disqualification for the prescribed period, or 
B. uphold the disqualification but bring the termination date forward, or 
C. terminate the disqualification immediately.  

The Committee must give written notice of its decision, the reasons for it, and the right of 
appeal under Section 27 of the Act to the objector. Section 27 annexed as Appendix 11. 

The right of appeal is to the District Court and must be made within 14 days of the date 
on which the notice of the decision is given.   

The option preferred by staff is option A (that the disqualification be upheld for the 5 year 
period), 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 disqualify a person from being 
an owner of a dog if the person is convicted of an offence (not being an 
infringement offence) against the Act (unless the exceptions in Section 25(1A 
apply).  Parliament clearly intended that owners of dogs that have been convicted 
of offences should, as a starting point, be temporarily prevented from owning 
dogs.  

• Mr Shepherd was convicted of an offence under the Act, namely being the owner 
of a dog that attacked a person. Mr Shepherd did not witness the attack, 
admitting that at the time Buddy bit Mr Williams he was at another area of the 
property. He also admitted that his dog bit Mr Williams, and that Mr Williams 
required hospital admission and medical treatment as a result of the bite.  

• Mr Shepherd continues to maintain that Mr Williams kicked Buddy and that was 
the reason Buddy bit Mr Williams. Mr Shepherd’s claim was not found to be 
proven by the Court at the hearing.  

• The Court, in considering whether it should order destruction of the dog following 
its finding that Mr Shepherd was guilty of the section 57 charge, considered that 
it could not determine whether the alleged kick took place or not, and on that 
basis assessed that exceptional circumstances existed that meant the Court 
would not order destruction of the dog.  

• The Court’s analysis in relation to the alleged kick was in relation to the 
destruction of the dog issue, and consideration of whether in terms of Section 57 
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of the Act the circumstances of the offence were exceptional and did not warrant 
destruction of the dog.   

• It is not correct to assert that the Court found that Mr Williams kicked the dog. 
Council staff maintain that Mr Shepherd’s position, effectively that it was Mr 
Williams’ fault that he was bitten and significantly injured, is indicative of Mr 
Shepherd’s failure to show remorse or take responsibility for the actions of a dog 
he owns, that elevates the risk to the public if he were to continue to be eligible 
for dog ownership.  

• Staff consider the disqualification as issued is warranted, and the exceptions 
under section 25(1A) of the Act do not apply, because: 

o The attack that Buddy was involved with was of a serious nature and Mr 
Shepherd has continued to deny responsibility and to minimise the impact 
it had on the victim’s life; 

o Mr Shepherd hid Buddy when Council made contact with him to discuss 
the attack and seize the dog for the attack; 

o While hidden Buddy subsequently attacked a Police Officer and was 
classified Dangerous by the Thames Coromandel District Council; 

o Mr Shepherd continued to refuse to work with Council in regard to the 
attack. Buddy was subsequently sighted at Mr Shepherd’s property by 
Waipa District Council and seized on Councils behalf; 

o Mr Shepherd has continued to state that it was the victim’s fault (alleging 
Mr Williams kicked the dog) and because it was Buddy’s first offence he 
should just get a warning, despite causing substantial damage to the 
victim requiring hospital treatment 
 

The Animal Control Team Leader considered the option of imposing probationary owner 
status on Mr Shepherd, however concluded that the imposition of probationary owner on 
Mr Shepherd would not adequately mitigate the risk of Mr Shepherd continuing to own 
dogs against the background of the factors set out above. The use of the probationary 
classification is often used by Council for dog owners that have committed three 
infringement offences of a lesser nature. This allows the dog owner to keep the dogs they 
have, however they cannot get any further dogs while classified probationary. Given the 
circumstances of this case, classifying Mr Shepherd probationary was not consistent with 
previous decisions or appropriate in this situation. Section 21 to Section 24 of the Act 
annexed as appendix 12. 

Mr Shepherd in his objection notes that he will ensure that Buddy is fenced in his own 
section of yard with his own kennel, be muzzled when in public and kept on lead if walked 
during busy times at the park. Buddy is subject to a dangerous classification, and those 
actions are required as a consequence of the classification irrespective of who owns 
Buddy.  

Mr Shepherd also noted in his objection that he would take Buddy to ‘dog education 
training classes’ to help him reintegrate into life outside the pound. Council has no 
evidence that Mr Shepherd has taken Buddy to training once released from the pound.  

Mr Shepherd seeks in his objection that either the Committee terminate the 
disqualification or substitute probationary owner status in the place of disqualification.  
The Committee is bound by the provisions of the Act, that only provides for upholding the 
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disqualification, changing the period of disqualification, or terminating the 
disqualification. Accordingly the Committee is unable to substitute probationary owner 
status.  

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, where an individual dog owner has a conviction.  

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 disqualification and proceed with the staff 
recommendation, the Objector is entitled to appeal the decision to the District Court. 

Should the Committee uphold but shorten the length of time of the disqualification, the 
Objector is still entitled to appeal the decision to the District Court, and will be able to own 
and be responsible for dogs in public and private spaces after the disqualification period 
ends.   

Should the Committee terminate the disqualification, the Objector will be free to own (and 
therefore be responsible for) dogs after having committed an offence under the Act, and 
despite failing to take responsibility for prior attacks, increasing the risk of further serious 
safety incidents.   
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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 disqualification, if upheld.   

7. Next steps  
Ahu whakamua 

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

Council’s role will be to update the relevant records and inform the Waipa District Council 
of the outcome as the disqualification will need to be enforced.   

There is a right of appeal of the Committee’s decision to the District Court.  

8. Confirmation of statutory compliance  
Te Whakatuuturutanga aa-ture 

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

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

Confirmed  

 

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

Confirmed  

 

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

Low 

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

Confirmed  

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

Confirmed 

 

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

Confirmed 

 

 

9. Attachments  
Ngaa taapirihanga 

Attachment 1 – Section 27 of the Act 

Attachment 2 – Section 26 of the Act 

Attachment 3 – Service Request 

Attachment 4 – Officer Statement 

Attachment 5 - NDD Record 

Attachment 6 - Infringement 

Attachment 7 - Admission by agreement 

Attachment 8 - Notice of Disqualification 

Attachment 9 - Objection 

Attachment 10 - Section 28 of the Act 

Attachment 11- Section 27 of the Act 

Attachment 12- Section 21 to Section 24 of the Act 
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25
(1)

(a)

(b)

(c)

(1A)

(a)

(b)

(2)

(a)

(b)

(3)

(4)

New Zealand Legislation
Dog Control Act 1996

If you need more information about this Act, please contact the administering agency: Department of Internal Affairs

Disqualification of owners

Disqualification of owners
A territorial authority must disqualify a person from being an owner of a dog if—

the person commits 3 or more infringement offences (not relating to a single incident or occasion) within a continuous period
of 24 months; or

the person is convicted of an offence (not being an infringement offence) against this Act; or

the person is convicted of an offence against Part 1 or Part 2 of the Animal Welfare Act 1999, section 26ZZP of the
Conservation Act 1987, or section 56I of the National Parks Act 1980.

Subsection (1) does not apply if the territorial authority is satisfied that the circumstances of the offence or offences are such that—

disqualification is not warranted; or

the territorial authority will instead classify the person as a probationary owner under section 21.

For the purposes of subsection (1)﻿(a), a person must be treated as having committed an infringement offence if—

that person has been ordered to pay a fine and costs under section 375 of the Criminal Procedure Act 2011, or is deemed to
have been so ordered under section 21(5) of the Summary Proceedings Act 1957; or

the infringement fee specified on the infringement notice in respect of the offence issued to the person under section 66 has
been paid.

A disqualification under subsection (1) continues in force for a period specified by the territorial authority not exceeding 5 years from
the date of the third infringement offence or offences (as the case may be) in respect of which the person is disqualified.

If a person is disqualified under subsection (1), the territorial authority must, as soon as practicable, give written notice in the
prescribed form to the person of that decision.
Section 25: substituted, on 1 December 2003, by section 14 of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2003 (2003 No 119).
Section 25(1): amended, on 7 July 2004, by section 7(1) of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2004 (2004 No 61).
Section 25(1A): inserted, on 7 July 2004, by section 7(2) of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2004 (2004 No 61).
Section 25(2)﻿(a): replaced, on 1 July 2013, by section 413 of the Criminal Procedure Act 2011 (2011 No 81).
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26
(1)

(a)

(b)

(2)

(3)

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(4)

New Zealand Legislation
Dog Control Act 1996

If you need more information about this Act, please contact the administering agency: Department of Internal Affairs

Objection to disqualification
Every person disqualified under section 25—

may object to the disqualification by lodging with the territorial authority a written objection to the disqualification; and

shall be entitled to be heard in support of the objection.

An objection under this section may be lodged at any time but no objection shall be lodged within 12 months of the hearing of any
previous objection to the disqualification.

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

the circumstances and nature of the offence or offences in respect of which the person was disqualified; and

the competency of the person objecting in terms of responsible dog ownership; and

any steps taken by the owner to prevent further offences; and

the matters advanced in support of the objection; and

any other relevant matters.

In determining any objection, the territorial authority may uphold, bring forward the date of termination, or immediately terminate the
disqualification of any person and shall give written notice of its decision, the reasons for it, and the right of appeal under section 27
to the objector.
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11/01/2021

Phone

P

DOGSCRM

DogAggHist

Medium

24/03/2021

Dogs

DHERE001

AFORB001

Yes

Request Number: DOGS1907/21

Date Received:

Source:

Status:

Group:

Category: Call Back?:

Resp User:

Raised By:

Resp Workgroup:

Completed On:

Priority:

Related Property & Customer

Seifert Road

Home 
Telephone:

Property Address:

Caller Name: Terry Dean Williams

Mobile Telephone: Work 
Telephone:

027-4518458

Caller Address:

Caller Email: terrydw@outlook.co.nz

517 Seifert Road~RD 5~Morrinsville   3375

Request Details

Description:

Resolution Description:

Resolution Details:

Dog attacked Terry at this property on 31/12/2020. Dog belonged to the painter who was 
working on the house at the time. Big dog, over 50kgs. Put Terry in hospital for 3 days. Brown 
and white dog. Some sort of mastiff/bull dog but not entirely sure.

Terry was not comfortable speaking with me about the attack and would prefer to speak with 
the animal control officer. Please call at your soonest convenience to discuss in further detail - 
027-4518458

Completed

prosecution pending

Memo Details

There are no memos for this request

510894Process Counter:

Event Details

Event Ctr Related 
Table Table No Sequence Event Code Description Date 

Commenced
Date

Finalised Status

7227824 ramAP 510894 100 CRMCreate CRM Created 11/01/2021 11/01/2021 P

7227825 ramAP 510894 200 DogSeized Dog Seized? 11/01/2021 24/03/2021 P

7227826 ramAP 510894 300 DogClass Current Dog 
Classification? 24/03/2021 C

7227827 ramAP 510894 2000 CRMComplet CRM Completed 24/03/2021 24/03/2021 P

4/29/2021 4:03:49 PM
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2125662 / 705729

IN THE DISTRICT COURT
MORRINSVILLE REGISTRY

CRN No: 21039500035

BETWEEN WAIKATO DISTRICT COUNCIL

Prosecutor

AND MARCUS WAYNE SHEPHERD

Defendant

WITNESS STATEMENT OF AMANDA DAVIS

DATED THE                  DAY OF MAY 2022

BROOKFIELDS
LAWYERS
S J Corlett
Telephone No. 09 379 9350
Fax No. 09 379 3224
P O Box 240
DX CP24134
AUCKLAND
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1. My full name is Amanda Davis.  I have been an Animal Control Officer 

for the Waikato District Council (“Council’) for over 9 years.  I am 

warranted by Council to monitor compliance with the requirements of 

the Dog Control Act 1996 (“Act”).  My warrant for appointment under 

the Act covers the Waikato District. 

 

2. On 11 January 2021, a service request (request number 

DOGS1907/21) was logged with Council’s Call Centre.  The caller was 

Terry Dean Williams, who advised that he had been attacked by a dog 

that belonged to a painter working at his property and wanted to speak 

with an Animal Control Officer (“ACO”).  The request was assigned to 

me as ACO number 7.  [EXHIBIT]. 

 

3. On 12 January 2021 at approximately 11.00am, I called Mr Williams, 

introduced myself and advised that I was an Animal Control Officer 

investigating his dog attack complaint. 

 
4. During our phone call, Mr Williams told me that he had been attacked 

by a dog belonging to a person that had been doing painting work at 

his property at 517 Seifert Road, Tauhei, and the attack had occurred 

on 30 December 2020 at around 1.00pm-1.30pm at the same 

property.  He also said that as a result of his injuries he had been 

transferred from A&E to the Plastics Team at Waikato Hospital and he 

had been in Hospital from 30 December until he was released on 1 

January.  He also said the dog that attacked him was named “Buddy” 

and that it belonged to Marcus Shepherd who lived at 10 Sheehan 

Street, Kihikihi.  Mr Williams also advised that Buddy was meant to be 

muzzled but was not at the time of the attack.  

 

5. On 13 January 2021 at approximately 12.10pm, I visited Mr Williams 

at 517 Seifert Road and took a written witness statement from him. 

Prior to taking Mr Williams’ statement, I specifically cautioned him 

regarding the importance of giving an accurate and truthful written 

statement and also told him that his statement could be used in Court 

action.  Mr Williams acknowledged this by nodding and saying yes, 

indicating to me he fully understood matters. 
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6. I then asked Mr Williams to tell me his full recollection of what occurred 

in his own words.  He proceeded to detail his version of events and I 

wrote down everything he said.   

 
7. Once I had drafted his written statement, I read the full statement back 

to Mr Williams.  This included the acknowledgement at the end of the 

statement which confirmed the truth and accuracy of the statement, 

that such may be used in court proceedings, and that he is aware that 

it is an offence to make a statement that is known to be false. After 

doing so, Mr Williams told me that he was happy with the statement 

and that he understood the requirements of the Acknowledgment. 

[EXHIBIT]. 

 

8. During my visit with Mr Williams that day, I noticed that his injured foot 

was heavily bandaged.  Later that day Mr Williams sent me photos via 

text message of his injuries which I understand were taken by him in 

Hospital straight after the attack.  [EXHIBITS]  
 

9. At the time of my visit with Mr Williams, I also photographed him on 

site at the Seifert Road property to get an understanding where he 

was situated at the time leading up to the attack and where he was 

when attacked.  [EXHIBITS] 
 

10. On 14 January 2021 at about 11.30am, I received a call from Mr 

Shepherd enquiring about what was going to happen.  I advised him 

of Council’s process and of our intention to prosecute given the 

circumstances.  I asked him to surrender the dog and he refused.  I 

said that we would seize the dog and he stated several times he would 

move the dog to prevent this happening.  I advised Mr Shepherd 

several times how serious the attack was and that our main concern 

was public safety. I explained the process of holding the dog in 

Council’s pound once seized, pending prosecution and the outcome 

of that. He was told that only a Judge could order destruction of the 

dog.  I asked Mr Shepherd several more times to surrender the dog 

and make it available for seizure. 
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11. During our conversation, Mr Shepherd stated that Mr Williams had 

kicked his dog, so he deserved the bite. He also said that it was the 

dog’s first offence so why would we prosecute him.  I explained to him 

that at the time of the attack Mr Williams was not interacting with the 

dog at all.  I explained to Mr Shepherd several times that dogs are not 

allowed to bite people.  I told him that once we put our file together, 

he would be advised of court dates, but it was recommended that he 

get a lawyer. 

 

12. Mr Shepherd told me he had imported the dog from Australia, that it 

was his dog, he was named “Buddy” and that he was a desexed 

American Bull Dog. Mr Shepherd said that he had brought a muzzle 

for the dog.  I asked him why and Mr Shepherd said it was because of 

other dogs.  I asked him if that was enforced by a Council, and he said 

no it was of his own accord. Mr Shepherd was advised again to let 

Council seize the dog, he again refused and stated he does not want 

the dog put down. I explained again that once the dog was seized it 

would be held pending the outcome of the prosecution. He did not 

want to do that and stated he would give the dog to someone else.  

He refused to tell me who. I then ended the conversation and advised 

Mr Shepherd to be in touch if he had any more questions.  

 

13. Subsequently, and after some difficulty in trying to locate Buddy, I 

collected him from Waipa Animal Control in Cambridge on 1 March 

2021. The dog was photographed in the kennel there and poled from 

his kennel into a Council Animal Control vehicle.  [EXHIBIT]  

 

14. On Monday, 1 March 2021, I sent Mr Shepherd a Council Seizure 

Notice.  The dog remains at Council’s pound pending the outcome of 

the current prosecution.  [EXHIBIT]. 

 

15. On 23 March 2021, I was advised that Mr Williams had unfortunately 

passed away the previous day (22 March 2021).  I gave my 

condolences. 
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DATED this               day of May 2022  

 

 

  

A Davis 
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INFRINGEMENT NOTICE
(ISSUED UNDER AUTHORITY OF SECTION 66 OF THE DOG CONTROL ACT 1996)

  Forenames Surname

Name of Owner: Marcus Wayne Shepherd Person ID:

Date of Birth:  23/11/1983 Animal ID:

Territorial Authority
Waikato District Council
15 Galileo Street, Ngaruawahia
Ph:  (07) 824 8633
Fax: (07) 824 8091

Additional Details of Offence (if any): Infringement Fee payable

$750.00

Reg No or Description of Dog:

The infringement fee is payable within 28 days after: 19/02/2021 ACO:

(earliest date notice delivered personally or posted) 07        

Please note that if you have been served with this 
Infringement Notice for failing to register a dog, payment of 
the infringement does not include the dog registration fee.  
You will still need to register your dog without delay and 
failing to do so may result in the issue of further 
infringement notices.

Infringement fee may be paid to:
WAIKATO DISTRICT COUNCIL
15 Galileo Street, Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia
Or to the any of the following Waikato District Council Area Offices
Huntly              154 Main Street
Tuakau              2 Dominion Road
Raglan 7 Bow Street
Cheques or money orders should be “NOT TRANSFERRABLE”.

IMPORTANT: PLEASE READ THE  SUMMARY OF RIGHTS PRINTED OVERLEAF

NUMBER:

ALLEGED INFRINGEMENT OFFENCE DETAILS
Date:   14/01/2021 Time:   11:30:00 AM   Day of Week: Thursday

PAYMENT OF INFRINGEMENT FEE

WHITIKAHU  Seifert Road  Locality:Road/Street:

Licence: Breed: Bulldog American

TanSex: Primary Colour:

OFFENCE COMMITTED Infringement Fee ($) Offence Code

Wilful Obstruction of Dog Control Officer/Dog Ranger $750.00 S18

Male

154428

181031

10 Sheehan Street

Marcus Wayne Shepherd

Kihikihi 3800

D25427

SR No. : DOGS1907/21
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1.      This notice sets out an alleged infringement offence. In terms 
of section 2 of the Dog Control Act 1996, you are liable as the 
owner of a dog if—
.    you own the dog; or
.    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

.    you are the parent or guardian of a person under 16 who is the 
owner of the dog and who is a member of your household 
living with and dependent on you.

Payments
2.      If you pay the infringement fee within 28 days of the issue of 

this notice, no further action will be taken. Payment may be 
made at places indicated on the front of this notice.

Defences
3.      You have a complete defence against proceedings if the 

infringement fee was paid to Waikato District Council at any of 
the places for payment shown on the front page of this notice 
before or within 28 days after you were served with a 
reminder notice. Note that late payment or payment at any 
other place will not be a defence.

Further action
4.      If you wish to—
(a)    raise any matter relating to the alleged offence for 

consideration by the Waikato District Council; or
(b)    deny liability for the offence and request a court hearing (refer 

to paragraphs 5 and 9 below); or
(c)    admit liability for the offence, but wish to have a court 

consider written submissions as to penalty or otherwise (refer 
to paragraphs 6 and 9 below),—
you should write to Waikato District Council at the address 
shown on the front page of this notice. Any such letter should 
be personally signed.

5.      You have a right to a court hearing. If you deny liability for the 
offence and request a hearing, Waikato District Council will 
serve you with a notice of hearing setting out the place and 
time at which the matter will be heard by the court (unless it 
decides not to start court proceedings).
Note that if the court finds you guilty of the offence, costs will 
be imposed in addition to any penalty.

6.      If you admit the offence but want the court to consider your 
submissions as to penalty or otherwise, you should in your 
letter—

       (a)    ask for a hearing; and
       (b)    admit the offence; and
       (c)    set out the written submissions you wish to be considered 

by the court.
Waikato District Council will then file your letter with the court 
(unless it decides not to commence court proceedings). There is 
no provision for an oral hearing before the court if you follow this 
course of action.
Note that costs will be imposed in addition to any penalty.

Non-payment of fee
7      If you do not pay the infringement fee and do not request a 

hearing within 28 days after the issue of this notice, you will 
be served with a reminder notice (unless Waikato District 
Council decides otherwise).

8.     If you do not pay the infringement fee and do not                      
       request a hearing within 28 days after being served                   
    with the reminder notice, Waikato District Council may                  
   file the reminder notice, or provide particulars

of the reminder notice for filing, in the court and you will become 
liable to pay costs in addition to the infringement fee, under 
section 21(5) of the Summary Proceedings Act 1957.

Queries/correspondence
9      When writing or making payment please include—
        (a)    the date of the infringement; and                                     

(b)    the infringement notice number; and
        (c)    the identifying number of the alleged offence and the 

course of action you are taking in respect of it; and
        (d)    your address for replies.

Notice of liability for classification as a probationary owner or 
a disqualified owner
If you commit 3 or more infringement offences (not relating to a 
single incident or occasion) over a period of 24 months, Waikato 
District Council may classify you as—
.      a probationary owner; or
.      a disqualified owner.
You will be treated as having committed an infringement offence if 
you—
.       have been ordered to pay a fine and costs under section 375

(1)(b) of the Criminal Procedure Act 2011, or are treated as 
having so been ordered under section 25(5) of the Summary 
Proceedings Act 1957; 

        or
.       pay the infringement fee specified in the infringement notice.

Probationary ownership starts from the date of the third 
infringement offence in the 24 month period. Unless 
terminated earlier by Waikato District Council, probationary 
ownership runs for a period of 24 months.
Disqualification as a dog owner starts from the date of the 
third infringement offence in the 24 month period. The length 
of disqualification is determined by Waikato District Council 
but may be no longer than 5 years.

Consequences of classification as a probationary owner or 
disqualified owner
During the period a dog owner is classified as a probationary 
owner, the person—
.        must not be or become the registered owner of any dog         

except a dog that the person was the registered owner of     at 
the time of the third infringement offence; and

.        must dispose of every unregistered dog the person owns.
During the period that a person is classified as a disqualified 
owner, the person—
.        must not own or become the owner of any dog; and
.        must dispose of all dogs the person owns; and
.        may have possession of a dog only for certain purposes       

(eg, returning a lost dog to the territorial authority).
 A person may object to being classified as a probationary or  
disqualified owner by lodging a written objection with             
Waikato District Council.  There is a further right of appeal to  
a District Court, if a disqualified person is dissatisfied with      
the decision of Waikato District Council
 Full details of classification as a probationary owner or a       
disqualified owner, and the effects of those classifications,   
are provided in the Dog Control Act 1996.
 Note:
 Full details of your rights and obligations are in section 66 of  
the Dog Control Act 1996 and section 21(10) of the                 
Summary Proceedings Act 1957.
 All queries and all correspondence regarding this                    
infringement notice must be directed to Waikato District           
Council at the address shown.

SUMMARY OF RIGHTS
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From:      "Tracey Oakes" <Tracey.Oakes@waidc.govt.nz>
Sent:       Tue, 4 Oct 2022 10:44:23 +1300
To:                        "t1connect prod" <t1connect.prod@waidc.govt.nz>
Subject:                FW: Buddy

#ECMALL 
#SILENT 

From: Tracey Oakes 
Sent: Tuesday, 4 October 2022 10:30 am
To: Democracy <Democracy@waidc.govt.nz>
Cc: Gaylene Kanawa <Gaylene.Kanawa@waidc.govt.nz>
Subject: FW: Buddy 

Good morning Gaylene and Team, 

Please see below a written objection to a Disqualification as a dog owner by Marcus Shepherd. This will 
need to be heard by the new Regulatory subcommittee. See also below the acknowledgement of 
receipt. Can Mr Shepherd please be contacted with an approximate date and the hearings explanation 
document for the objector.  

Please let me know as soon as possible the dates to ensure I meet out deadlines.  

Cheers, 

Tracey  

From: Sarah Bourke <Sarah.Bourke@waidc.govt.nz> 
Sent: Tuesday, 4 October 2022 10:19 am
To: mar_k_843@hotmail.com
Cc: Tracey Oakes <Tracey.Oakes@waidc.govt.nz>; Amanda Davis <amanda.davis@waidc.govt.nz>
Subject: Buddy 

Good Morning Marcus 

Thank you for your written notice of objection to the disqualification letter.  I acknowledge receipt. 

The process from here is that a hearing will be arranged for you to discuss your position with the 
Committee.  Council staff are not the decision makers in relation to this objection, but your reasons 
below will be provided to the Committee.  Because the Local Body Elections are currently taking place, 
the make up of that committee is currently unknown, but once arranged a hearing date will be set and 
our Democracy Team will be in touch with you regarding dates and times for that hearing. 

In the meantime, you are welcome to collect Buddy.   

Version: 1, Version Date: 04/10/2022
Document Set ID: 3716694
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In order to do so, you must attend at Council offices and pay the outstanding fees.  The discounted and 
final fees are as previously explained:  
 

1. Impound fee $80; 
2. Seizure fee $70; 
3. Dangerous dog registration $193.50; and 
4. Sustenance Fees of $10,868 for 494 days (a reduction of 78 days). 

 
I also remind you that the deadline to collect Buddy is 4pm on October 5th 2022, otherwise the Council 
may dispose of the dog in the manner authorised by section 69(3) of the Dog Control Act 1996. 
 
For further information and to arrange collection please contact our Animal Control Team via 0800 492 
452.  
 
Regards,
Sarah 
 

Sarah Bourke 

Community Safety Manager 

Waikato District Council 

Te Kaunihera aa Takiwaa o Waikato 
■ P 07 824 8633 ■ F 07 824 8091 ■ Call Free 0800 492 452
Private Bag 544, Ngaaruawaahia 3742
15 Galileo Street, Ngaaruawaahia 
 

 
 

 
 

 

From: marcus shepherd <mar_k_843@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, 4 October 2022 12:20 am
To: Sarah Bourke <Sarah.Bourke@waidc.govt.nz>
Subject: Buddy 
 
My Name is Marcus Wayne Shepherd 23/11/1983of 10 Sheehan street KihiKihi, Te Awamutu. I 
am formally objecting to disqualification notice underer section 25 of the dog control act you 
have sent me. I would like to elaborate wit the following reasons. I would like to quote from 
section 26 objection to disqualification. Sub section 3 (a) The circumstances and nature of the 
offences in respect of which the person was disqualified. Terry kicked Buddy that is  the reason 

Version: 1, Version Date: 04/10/2022
Document Set ID: 3716694
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buddy bit him . Thats the reason he was ordered not to be destroyed. Myself as an owner has 
never trained him to be aggressive or encouraged any such behaviour. Sub section (b)The 
competency in terms of responsible dog ownership. I own my own home which is fully fenced 
to a very high standard.  My dog is always fed and walked daily . She is kept in extremely good 
health and sleeps next to my bed at night. I would be absolutely devastated to have to give her 
up she is like my daughter and is treated as such. Sub section (c) steps I would take to prevent 
further offence. Buddy would be fenced off in his own section of the yard with his own kennel . 
Be muzzled and kept on a lead if walked at times when there are not many people at the park . 
Be taking to dog training education classes to help reintegrate him to life outside the pound.  26 
sub section (4) In determining any objection the territorial authority may uphold, bring forward 
the date of termination or immediately terminate the disqualification. Which I feel is the right 
course of action in these circumstances. The act also says that I did not  have to be disqualified 
in the first place . Which is where you got I was given false information. It is not law you have to 
disqualify section 25 1A sub section 1 does not apply if the territorial authority is satisfied that 
the circumstances of the offence are such that _ this is the sub section that then states council 
does not have to follow sub section 1. that states the council must ' 
a) disqualification is not warranted or  
b) The territory will classify the person as a probationary owner under section 21. I really think 
with the case I have  put forward that either a or b is a fair option in this situation. Could you 
please find some gratitude in your hearts  for me and buddy  now please . I think buddy and I 
have been through enough. The emotional drain knowing he is locked up in there with no 
human contact eats away at me daily. This has gone on for long enough and I really feel keeping 
it out of court again is better for all involved . I am a good person and a very good dog owner . I 
am trusting now that the right decision will be made . Thank you for reading this and I look 
forward to acknowledgment of it being received .  Regards Marcus Shepherd 

Version: 1, Version Date: 04/10/2022
Document Set ID: 3716694
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Dog Control Act 1996 (as at 30 November 2022) 

28 Effect of disqualification 

(1) Subject to this section, if a person is disqualified from owning a dog under section 25 the 

person must,— 

(a) within 14 days of the date on which notice of the decision is given to the person, 
dispose of every dog owned by the person; and 

(b) not subsequently be in possession of a dog at any time, except for the purpose of— 

(i) preventing a dog from causing injury, damage, or distress; or 

(ii) returning, within 72 hours, a lost dog to the territorial authority for the 
purpose of restoring the dog to its owner. 

(2) Every dog disposed of under subsection (1)(a)— 

(a) shall be disposed of in a manner that does not constitute an offence against this or 
any other Act; and 

(b) shall not be disposed of to any person who resides at the same address as the person 
disqualified. 

(3) Where any person has, within 14 days after the date on which the notice of 

disqualification under section 25(4) is given to that person, lodged an objection under section 
26, subsection (1) of this section shall apply in relation to that person as if the reference in 

that subsection to section 25(4) were a reference to section 26(4). 

(4) Where any person has, within 14 days after the date on which the notice under section 
26(4) is given to that person in respect of an objection to which subsection (3) of this section 

refers, lodged an appeal under section 27, subsection (1) of this section shall apply in relation 
to that person as if the reference in that subsection to the date on which the notice under 

section 25(4) was given to that person were a reference to the date of the decision of the 
District Court on that appeal. 

(5) Every person commits an offence and is liable on conviction to a fine not exceeding 

$3,000 who— 

(a) fails to comply with subsection (1); or 

(b) fails, in disposing of a dog under subsection (1), to comply with subsection (2); or 

(c) at any time while disqualified under section 25, becomes the owner of any dog in 
terms of this Act; or 

(d) disposes or gives custody or possession of any dog to any person, knowing that 
person to be disqualified under section 25. 

(6) Where any person is convicted of an offence against paragraph (a) or paragraph (c) of 
subsection (5), the territorial authority may extend the period of disqualification of that 
person until a date not later than 5 years after the date on which the offence occurred. 

(7) Where any person fails to comply with subsection (1), any dog control officer may seize 
any dog owned by that person and, for that purpose, may, at any reasonable time, with all 
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persons he or she calls to his or her assistance, enter onto the land or premises, including any 
dwellinghouse, of the owner of the dog. 

Section 28(1): substituted, on 1 December 2003, by section 15(1) of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2003 (2003 

No 119). 

Section 28(2): amended, on 1 December 2003, by section 15(2) of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2003 (2003 

No 119). 

Section 28(3): amended, on 1 December 2003, by section 15(3) of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2003 (2003 

No 119). 

Section 28(4): amended, on 1 March 2017, by section 261 of the District Court Act 2016 (2016 No 49). 

Section 28(4): amended, on 1 December 2003, by section 15(4) of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2003 (2003 

No 119). 

Section 28(5): amended, on 1 July 2013, by section 413 of the Criminal Procedure Act 2011 (2011 No 81). 

Section 28(5): amended, on 1 December 2003, by section 15(5) of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2003 (2003 

No 119). 
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(1)

(2)

New Zealand Legislation
Dog Control Act 1996

If you need more information about this Act, please contact the administering agency: Department of Internal Affairs

Appeal to District Court
Any person who has lodged an objection under section 26 and is dissatisfied with the decision of the territorial authority may, within
14 days of the date on which notice of that decision is, under section 26(4), given to that person, appeal to the District Court against
that decision.

The District Court, in hearing the appeal, shall consider the matters specified in section 26(3) and any submission by the territorial
authority in support of its decision, and may uphold the determination, bring forward the date of termination, or immediately
terminate the disqualification.
Section 27(1): amended, on 1 March 2017, by section 261 of the District Court Act 2016 (2016 No 49).
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Dog Control Act 1996 (as at 30 November 2022) 

Probationary owners 

21 Classification of probationary owners 

(1) Where any person is convicted of any offence (not being an infringement offence) against 
this Act or any offence against Part 1 or Part 2 of the Animal Welfare Act 1999 in respect of 

a dog or any offence against section 26ZZP of the Conservation Act 1987 or section 56I of 
the National Parks Act 1980 or section 85 of the Te Urewera Act 2014, the territorial 

authority may classify that person as a probationary owner. 

(2) Where any person commits 3 or more infringement offences (not relating to a single 
incident or occasion) within a continuous period of 24 months, the territorial authority may 

classify that person as a probationary owner. 

(3) For the purposes of subsection (2), a person shall be deemed to have committed an 

infringement offence if— 

(a) that person has been ordered to pay a fine and costs under section 375 of the 
Criminal Procedure Act 2011, or is deemed to have been so ordered under section 

21(5) of the Summary Proceedings Act 1957; or 

(b) the infringement fee specified on an infringement notice in respect of that offence 

and issued to that person under section 66 has been paid. 

(4) Where any person is classified as a probationary owner under subsection (1), the 
territorial authority shall as soon as practicable give written notice in the prescribed form to 

that person of that decision. 

(5) This section applies only if section 25(1A) applies. 

Section 21(1): amended, on 28 July 2014, by section 138 of the Te Urewera Act 2014 (2014 No 51). 

Section 21(1): amended, on 1 January 2000, by section 194 of the Animal Welfare Act 1999 (1999 No 142). 

Section 21(2): amended, on 1 December 2003, by section 11 of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2003 (2003 

No 119). 

Section 21(3)(a): replaced, on 1 July 2013, by section 413 of the Criminal Procedure Act 2011 (2011 No 81). 

Section 21(5): added, on 7 July 2004, by section 4 of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2004 (2004 No 61). 

Dog Control Act 1996 (as at 30 November 2022) 

22 Objection to classification as probationary owner 

(1) Every person classified as a probationary owner under section 21— 
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(a) may object to the classification by lodging, with the territorial authority, a written 
objection to the classification; and 

(b) shall be entitled to be heard in support of the objection. 

(2) An objection under this section may be lodged at any time during the period of the 

classification, but no objection shall be lodged within 12 months of the hearing of any 
previous objection to the classification. 

(3) In considering any objection under this section, the territorial authority shall have regard 

to— 

(a) the circumstances and nature of the offence or offences in respect of which the 

classification was made; and 

(b) the competency of the person objecting in terms of responsible dog ownership; and 

(c) any steps taken by the owner to prevent further offences including, but not limited 

to, the disposal of any dog or dogs or the fencing of the property on which the dog is 
kept; and 

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

(e) any other relevant matters. 

(4) In determining any objection, the territorial authority may uphold or terminate the 

classification of any person as a probationary owner, and shall give written notice of its 
decision and the reasons for it to the objector. 

Dog Control Act 1996 (as at 30 November 2022) 

23 Probationary owners 

(1) Classification as a probationary owner shall, unless earlier terminated by the territorial 
authority, continue until 24 months after the date of the offence or, as the case may be, the 

date of the third infringement offence, in respect of which the classification was made. 

(2) No person who is for the time being classified as a probationary owner shall be capable of 
being the registered owner of any dog unless that person was the registered owner of that dog 

on the date of the offence or, as the case may be, the date of the third infringement offence, in 
respect of which the classification was made. 

(3) [Repealed] 

(4) [Repealed] 

(5) [Repealed] 

(6) [Repealed] 

(7) [Repealed] 

Section 23(3): repealed, on 1 December 2003, by section 12 of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2003 (2003 No 119). 

Section 23(4): repealed, on 1 December 2003, by section 12 of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2003 (2003 No 119). 

Section 23(5): repealed, on 1 December 2003, by section 12 of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2003 (2003 No 119). 
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Section 23(6): repealed, on 1 December 2003, by section 12 of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2003 (2003 No 119). 

Section 23(7): repealed, on 1 December 2003, by section 12 of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2003 (2003 No 119). 

Dog Control Act 1996 (as at 30 November 2022) 

23A Territorial authority may require probationary owner to undertake 

training 

(1) If a person is classified as a probationary owner under section 21, the territorial authority 

may require the person to undertake, at his or her own expense, a dog owner education 
programme or a dog obedience course (or both) approved by the territorial authority. 

(2) Every person commits an offence and is liable on conviction to a fine not exceeding 
$3,000 who, without reasonable excuse, fails to comply with a requirement under subsection 
(1). 

Section 23A: inserted, on 1 December 2003, by section 13 of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2003 (2003 No 119). 

Section 23A(1): amended, on 7 July 2004, by section 5(1) of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2004 (2004 No 61). 

Section 23A(2): added, on 7 July 2004, by section 5(2) of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2004 (2004 No 61). 

Section 23A(2): amended, on 1 July 2013, by section 413 of the Criminal Procedure Act 2011 (2011 No 81). 

Dog Control Act 1996 (as at 30 November 2022) 

24 Obligation of probationary owners to dispose of unregistered dogs  

(1) Where any person is classified as a probationary owner, that person shall, within 14 days 

after the date on which the notice of classification is, under section 21(4), given to that 
person, dispose of every unregistered dog owned by that person. 

(2) Every dog disposed of under this Act shall be disposed of in a manner that does not 
constitute an offence against this or any other Act. 

(3) Where any person lodges, within 14 days after the date on which the notice under section 

21(4) is given to that person, an objection under section 22, subsection (1) applies in relation 
to that person as if the period within which that person is required by that subsection to 

dispose of every unregistered dog owned by that person ends on the 14th day after the date on 
which the notice under section 22(4) is given to that person. 

(4) Where any person is given a notice under section 21(4) at a time at which that person is 

keeping an unregistered dog in contravention of section 42(1),— 

(a) it shall not be an offence against section 42(1) for that person to keep that 

unregistered dog until the expiration of any period allowed by this section for the 
disposal by that person of that unregistered dog; and 
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(b) nothing in section 42(2) authorises the seizure and impounding of that unregistered 
dog at any time while that dog is still being kept by that person and any period allowed 

by this section for the disposal by that person of that unregistered dog has not expired. 

(5) Every person commits an offence and is liable on conviction to a fine not exceeding 

$3,000 who— 

(a) fails to comply with subsection (1); or 

(b) fails, in disposing of a dog under subsection (1), to comply with subsection (2); or 

(c) at any time while classified as a probationary owner becomes the registered owner 
of a dog (unless the person was the registered owner of the dog on the date of the 

offence or the date of the third infringement offence in respect of which the 
classification was made under section 21); or 

(d) disposes or gives custody or possession of any dog to any person, knowing that the 

person is disqualified under section 25. 

Section 24(5): added, on 7 July 2004, by section 6 of the Dog Control Amendment Act 2004 (2004 No 61). 

Section 24(5): amended, on 1 July 2013, by section 413 of the Criminal Procedure Act 2011 (2011 No 81). 
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