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Invercargill

CITY COUNCIL

NOTICE OF MEETING

Notice is hereby given that a Meeting
of the Hearings Panel
will be held in the Council Chambers
First Floor, Civic Administration Building,
101 Esk Street, Invercargill
On Wednesday 7 March 2018 at 10.30 am

Cr DJ Ludlow (Chairman)
Cr R R Amundsen
Cr T M Biddle

EIRWEN HARRIS-MITCHELL
MANAGER, SECRETARIAL SERVICES

Finance and Corporate Services Directorate
Civic Administration Building e 101 Esk Street e Private Bag 90104 Invercargill ¢ 9840 e New Zealand
DX No. YA90023 e Telephone: (03) 211 1777  Fax: (03) 211 1433
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Council’s Values:

Responsibility

Respect

Positivity

Above and Beyond

Take ownership of decisions and outcomes, both collectively

and individually.

o We willingly share our knowledge.

. We acknowledge our mistakes, work to resolve them and learn
from them.

o We give and receive feedback in a constructive manner to
resolve issues.

. We do our job with total commitment.

Everyone is important, as are their views.

. We support and care for each other.

. We stop to listen, learn and understand.

. We communicate in an honest, up-front and considerate
manner.

o We maintain confidences and avoid hurtful gossip.

Always look on the bright side of life.

. We are approachable, interested and friendly.

° We are open and receptive to change.

. We acknowledge and praise the efforts of others.
3 We work together as a team to get the job done.

Take opportunities to go the extra mile.

. We take the initiative to improve our work practices to get the
best results.

. We challenge ourselves and each other to make it better.

. We take pride in providing the best possible outcomes.

. We are ambassadors for our Council at all times.

Council’s Vision for the City:

Enhance our City and preserve its character, while embracing innovation and

change.

Council’s Vision:

We are an energised, fun and innovative team that makes it better for each other and

our community.

Council’s Mission:

Making it better by making it happen.
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BEFORE THE HEARINGS COMMITTEE

IN THE MATTER of the Dog Control Act 1996
BETWEEN ANGEL NGU
Appellant
AND INVERCARGILL CITY COUNCIL
Respondent

IN RESPECT OF AN OBJECTION TO A DOG BEING
CLASSIFIED AS MENACING




Hearing Agenda - REPORT TO THE HEARINGS PANEL



Hearing Agenda - REPORT TO THE HEARINGS PANEL

SUMMARY

Appellant Angel Ngu

Dog Jess, a female tan coloured Labrador cross breed
Objection received 25 October 2017

On 4 October 2017 the dog Jess was classified as menacing after an attack on a person. The
owner, Ms Ngu, has objected to the classification and requests a Hearing.

The Hearing Process

The Territorial Authority may uphold or rescind the classification and in making its determination
must have regard to:

° The evidence which formed the basis of the classification; and

o Any steps taken by the owner to prevent any threat to the safety of persons or animals; and
° The matters relied on in support of the objection; and

e Any other relevant matters.

The Territorial Authority must, as soon as is practicable, give written notice of:
° Its determination of the objection; and
° The reasons for its determination.

The Law

33A Territorial authority may classify dog as menacing

(1) This section applies to a dog that—
(...
(b) a territorial authority considers may pose a threat to any person, stock, poultry,
domestic animal, or protected wildlife because of—
(i)  any observed or reported behaviour of the dog; or (...)

33B Objection to classification of dog under section 33A

(1) If a dog is classified under section 33A as a menacing dog, the owner—
(@) may, within 14 days of receiving notice of the classification, object in writing to the
territorial authority in regard to the classification; and
(b) has the right to be heard in support of the objection. (...)

The effects of the classification include:

e The use of a muzzle if the dog is not confined in a vehicle or cage, or is at large in any place
or private way.
° The dog is to be desexed as required by the Dog Control Bylaw 2015/1.

RFS: 247699 Ref: 02272034
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OFFICER'S REPORT

Timeline of Events

11 July 2017 at approximately 10.30 am a complaint was received regarding a person being bitten
by a golden labrador cross breed outside 300 Barrow Street, Bluff. The complainant alleged that
the dog had caused a small wound/bruise to her right lower leg.

11 July 2017 - An Animal Control Officer was dispatched shortly after the call was received. He
spoke to a young child at the dwellinghouse who informed him that the dog owner was working.
When he asked for the whereabouts of the dog she replied she could not find the dog.

11 July 2017 - The dog owner was contacted via mobile phone by the Animal Control Officer and it
was explained to her what was going on. The Animal Control Officer then proceeded to patrol the
surrounding area in search of the dog in question.

11 July 2017 at 2.20 pm a statement was taken from the complainant and it was decided a Section
52A infringement for failure to keep control of the dog as well as a menacing classification would
go ahead.

14 July 2017 - The dog owner was contacted by Animal Control and was informed of the outcome
from the complaint. The dog owner informed us she would keep the dog at her mother in-laws until
her fencing is up to standard.

13 September 2017 - An Animal Control Officer attempted to contact the complainant with an
update. No response was heard.

4 October 2017 - Menacing classification documents were hand delivered to the dog owner and
she was spoken to by two Animal Control Officers at the time. The dog owner made it clear she
would write in and object to the classification.

Dog History
o 6 September 2013 - Wandering Complaint. Dog has been seen out wandering 2-3 times a
day.

o 17 July 2014 - Wandering complaint. Dog wandering in Barrow Street. Chased home to 300
Barrow Street and owner spoken to.

o 18 April 2016 - Wandering complaint. Dog chased from Main Street Bluff to 300 Barrow
Street. Owner spoken to and will tie dog up.

° 15 April 2017 - Dog attack complaint. Dog was out wandering and bit a person, who did not
wish to take the matter further other than having the owner spoken to.

e 11 July 2017 - Dog attack complaint. Dog ran out of 300 Barrow Street and bit the postie
going past on a motorbike. Menacing classification issued on 4 October 2017.

° 3 October 2017 - Wandering complaint. Dog from 300 Barrow Street out wandering.

RFS: 247699 Ref: 02272034
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ANALYSIS

The complainant was delivering mail to 300 Barrow Street when the dog bit her on the leg. A
statement was taken from the complainant (annexed as Exhibit 5). This is evidence under
Section 33A that the dog attacked a person and is therefore part of the classification.

We believe there is an ongoing risk to people as in this case the dog bit the complainant. This was
an unprovoked attack as all the complainant was doing was delivering the mail to the letterbox.

There is also history of this dog acting in a similar manner. Previously it has bitten a person. This
shows that the actions taken by the owner to control her dog are inadequate and there is an
ongoing risk to the public because of the aggressive actions of the dog.

RECOMMENDATION

| recommend that the Panel uphold the classification because of the aggressive manner of the dog
with more than one attack that this dog has been involved in. This shows a high level of risk that
the dog will attack again as it has already done so twice and the owner has repeatedly failed to
keep control of the dog.

Should the Panel elect to rescind the classification, there are no provisions for the Panel to make
specific recommendations or direction in regard to the ongoing control of the dog.

NAE Todd
ANIMAL CONTROL OFFICER

23 February 2018

ANNEXURE

Exhibit 1 Objection letter

Exhibit 2 Menacing classification

Exhibit 3 Dog attack/menacing complaint 11 July 2017
Exhibit 4 Photographs

Exhibit 5 Complainant statement

Exhibit 6 Investigation check sheet

Exhibit 7 Complaint history

RFS: 247699 Ref: 02272034
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EXHIBIT 1

Nicole Todd

From: Angel Ngu <angel.12008@live.com.au>

Sent: Wednesday, 25 October 2017 1:37 p.m.

To: Animal Control

Subject: ATTENTION: ELLE DICKSON.RE:Infringement notice and classification of dog.
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Complaint number 253926

Hello Elle

I am replying to the letter dated 4th October 2017, and your visit, which states that a "person" told you that
there may be a problem with lack of control with my dog Jess.

On the day and time in which the allegation was made and the supposed wandering of my dog, I and my
daughter were home with Jess who resides inside the house in the conservatory when we are at home. This
is why I do not believe the allegation is true and I object to having this menacing dog classification put on
Jess or paying the $200 Infringement fine.

My dog has been in this neighbourhood for almost 5 years and I have followed the rules by having her

fixed and making sure she is registered since coming to me at 4months old. She is not of any breed stated in
shedual 4 of the Dog Control Act 1996.she is a Labrador cross as stated on her registration forms. She has a
kennel with a chain which we use when we are away from the property or she is inside as previously stated.
When we travel away she is taken to family where the property is completely fenced. We have young
children in our neighbourhood that come to play with our children and to date none have ever been attacked,
bitten and scared by Jess, this includes our neighbours on both sides and across the road from us,who also
treat her as there own.

Jess is a family dog and has never threatend any postie in the past, other than barking which is normal for all
dogs as we know. I did however recently, this Year, witness one of the posties try to kick Jess as she lay on
the grass inside my property. This person did not see me as I was in the garage looking out the window.As I
came out of the garage the person was very surprised to see me. I asked what the problem was and was
answered with "oh nothing, she's fine" and carried on, which, of course my dog was fine she was still laying
on the grass.I did not bother to follow up on this matter with NZ post but perhaps I should have. Also, Jess
wouldn't follow a motorbike because she doesn't like the loud noise.

It seems my dog is the one getting picked on possibly because of this incidence. For as | am writing this
email, I am looking out my window at 3 dogs roaming down my street, as they do most days, 1 white, 1
tan, 1 black, all unaccompanied by their owners.

I use to walk Jess through various tracks in bluff reagulaly if not daily and never had an issue with her
attacking other dogs or people. Now she is made to stay home because if people see her in a horrible muzzle
they automatically assume she is a vicious dog which is just not true at all, she is the complete opposite. I
understand that there is a need for certain dogs to have a muzzel but Jess is not one if them.

We have installed a wire run for Jess as you directed, so she can at least walk up and down our property for
exercise.

I thank you for taking the time to consider my objection and am sorry for any inconvenience that has been
caused.

I look forward to your correspondence.

Sincerely

Angel Ngu

12
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Sent from my Samsung Galaxy smartphone.
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Nicole Todd

From: Angel Ngu <angel.12008@live.com.au>
Sent: Friday, 12 January 2018 12:31 p.m.

To: Animal Control

Subject: Infringement 4828

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Hello Elle

Happy New Year.

I have received your letter dated 20 December 2017 referring to the infringement notice for Failure to
control dog.

Thankyou for your reply and assistance with this matter.

As you have decided for the infringement not to be waived, I am writing to advise that I am only able to
pay this infringement in fortnightly payments.

Can you please forward me the account information and reference needed to pay this infringement so I may
get it started asap.

Thankyou again for your time with this and I look forward to the outcome of the hearing regarding Jess's
Menacing classification.

Regards
Angel Ngu

Sent from my Samsung Galaxy smartphone.
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CITY COUNCIL

Licence No: MEN/2017/58
Ref No: 02207956
Dog Ref; 27728

NOTICE OF CLASSIFICATION OF A DOG AS A MENACING

DOG
(Section 33A, Dog Control Act 1996)

Name: Angel Ngu
Address: 300 Barrow Street
BLUFF 9814

This is to notify you™ that this dog has been classified as a menacing dog under Section 33A (1)
of the Dog Control Act 1996. This is because of the observed or reported behaviour of the dog
being it attacked a person.

33A Territorial authority may classify dog as menacing (1) This section applies to a dog that- (a) has
not been classified as a dangerous dog under section 31; but (b) a territorial authority considers may
pose a threat to any person, stock, poultry, domestic animal, or protected wildlife because of- (i} any
observed or reported behaviour of the dog

Dog: Jess, a spayed tan coloured Labrador cross breed

A summary of the effect of the classification and your right to object is provided below.

Director of onmental and Planning Services

* For the purposes of the Dog Control Act 1996, you are 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.

DCMENCL - Deed 01692394 /July15
Civie Administration Buildina — 101 Fsk Straat — Privata Ban Q0104 —~ Inverraraill QR4N — DX N YAQNN23 - Tal 103 211 1777
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EFFECT OF CLASSIFICATION AS MENACING DOG
(Sections 33E, 33F and 36A, Dog Control Act 1996)

You:

(a) must not allow the dog to be at large (Please Note: “At Large” inciudes your own property) or in
any public place or in any private way (other than when confined completely within a 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; and

(b)  must, if required by the Invercargill City Council, produce to the Invercargill City Council, within
one month after receipt of this notice, a certificate issued by a registered veterinary surgeon
certifying:

() that the dog is or has been neutered; or
(1)  that for reasons that are specified in the certificate, the dog will not be in a fit condition to
be neutered before a date specified in the certificate; and

(c) where a certificate under paragraph (b)(ii) is produced to the Invercargili City Council, produce
to the Invercargill City Council, within one month after the date specified in that certificate, a
further certificate under paragraph (b)(i).

You must in accordance with Section 33E(1)(b) neuter your dog. The certificate must be provided to
the Invercargill City Council within one month of the date of this notice.

You will commit an offence and be liable on conviction to a fine not exceeding $3,000 if you fail to
comply with all of the matters in paragraphs (a) to (c) above.

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 (a) to (c) above. The officer or ranger may keep the dog until you
demonstrate that you are willing to comply with paragraphs (a) to (c).

As from 1 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 the Invercargill City Council in accordance with the
reasonable instructions of the invercargill City Council for verification that 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 two months from 1 July 2006 if your dog is classified as menacing on or after
1 December 2003 but before 1 July 2006; or

° within two months after the dog is classified as menacing if your dog is classified as menacing
after 1 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 a 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 to a fine not exceeding $500 if
you fail to comply with this requirement.

Full details of the effect of the classification of a dog as menacing are provided in the Dog Control Act
1996.
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Invercargill

CITY COUNCIL

Licence No: MEN/2017/58
Ref No: 02207956
Dog Ref: 27728

22 August 2017

Angel Ngu
300 Barrow Street
BLUFF 9814

Dear Angel
NOTICE OF CLASSIFICATION OF DOG AS A MENACING DOG

Please find enclosed a notice classifying your dog Jess as menacing. This is due to
observed and reported behaviour on 11 July 2017.

The classification is due to the following behaviour:

1. Roaming at large.
2.  Attacked a person.

These events were witnessed by a person who has provided a statement to Council. On this
evidence Council has determined your dog Jess as menacing.

There are a number of responsibilities with having a dog classified as menacing, and these
are explained in the enclosed notice, and outlined as below:

° Your dog must be muzzled when it is “at large”, and this includes a public place or in a
private way.
A clear property inspection must take place within 30 days of receiving this notice.
Your dog must be microchipped.

An Animal Control Officer will contact you (if they have not already) to arrange for a property
inspection to take place.

If you have any further questions about this matter please do not hesitate to contact Animal
Services at the Invercargill City Council on (03) 211 1777, and quote MEN/2017/58.

Yours sincerely

AR

John Youngson
MANAGER - ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH AND COMPLIANCE

Encl.

DCMENCL — Deed 01692394 /July15

Civie Ariminictratinng Risildinn — 101 Folr Qtraat .. Drivata Ran ON1N4 _ Invarcaeaill QRAN . NY Na VAGAND2 _ Tal (A7) 244 1777
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RIGHT OF OBJECTION TO CLASSIFICATION UNDER SECTION 33C
(Section 33D, Dog Control Act 1996)

You may object to the classification of your dog as menacing by lodging with the Invercargill City

Council a written objection within 14 days of receipt of this notice setting out the grounds on which you
object.

You have the right to be heard in support of your objection and will be notified of the time and place at
which your objection will be heard.

You must provide evidence to the Invercargill City Council that the dog is not of a breed or type listed
in Schedule 4 of the Dog Control Act 1996.

INVERCARGILL CITY COUNCIL BYLAW 2015/1 - DOG CONTROL
(Clause 15.1)

The owner of any dog classified as menacing must follow these additional obligations:

15.1.1  Any dog, classified as menacing by any other territorial authority, that now resides in
Council's area must be neutered as per section 33EB of the Dog Control Act 1996.

15.1.2  Any owner of a dog classified as menacing must follow these additional obligations:
a. Ensure the provision of a secure area where it is possible to gain unrestricted access
to at least one door of the dwelling.
b. Ensure that the dog is muzzled in any public place or when not confined in a vehicle
or cage.
c. Not dispose of the dog to any other person without the written consent of the Council.

19
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Invercargill

CITY COUNCIL
Licence No: MEN/2017/58

Ref No: 02207956
Dog Ref: 27728

REPORT TO THE DIRECTOR OF ENVIRONMENTAL AND PLANNING
SERVICES - P M GARE

CLASSIFICATION OF DOG AS MENACING

BACKGROUND
On 11 July 2017 a report was received concerning a dog that came out of a property and
attacked a woman on a bicycle.

| am recommending that the dog in this case be classified as Menacing in terms of Section
33A of the Dog Control Act 1996.

The Facts

Dog: Jess, a spayed tan coloured Labrador cross breed owned by Angel Ngu of 300 Barrow
Street, Bluff.

On 11 July 2017 at approximately 10.20 am the complainant was delivering mail at
300 Barrow Street in BIuff.

The complainant put the mail in the mail box and as she was getting ready to leave, she felt
pressure on her lower right leg. She moved her leg slightly to see what it was and realised
that it was the dog that had bitten her.

When the complainant turned around the dog was moving away, she yelled at the dog and
moved her bike in front the of property's garage.

When she went to put the bike stand down the dog advanced towards her again, so she
yelled again.

The complainant then tried to phone her husband who turned up at the property. The
complainant's husband chased the dog, yelling at it, to the house where it hid. They did not
see the dog after that. The complainant’s husband phoned Animal Control.

The complainant continued to deliver mail, no-one from the address where the dog came
from came out at the time of the attack.

The complainant advised that the dog has previously tried to bite her but she was fast
enough to move her leg before it did.

The dog lives at the address, the complainant confirmed this as she has previously seen the
dog tied up at the same address.

The file in respect of this matter is available for your reference.

DCMENCL - Deed 01692394 /July15
Civic Administration Building — 101 Esk Street - Private Bag 90104 - Invercargill 9840 ~ DX No. YA90023 — Tel (03) 211 1777
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PREVIOUS DOG HISTORY
6 September 2013 - Dog Wandering. Letter sent to owner.

17 July 2014 - Dog Wandering. Owner will keep a better eye on the dog.
18 April 2016 - Dog wandering. Owner will tie dog up at the back of the house in future.

15 April 2017 - Dog attack/wandering. Bit Postie on leg. Owner spoken to about
responsibilities.

THE LAW AND ANALYSIS
Menacing Classification

in order for a dog to be classified as Menacing the following needs to be established as per
Section 33A Dog Control Act 1996:

1)  The dog is not already classified as Dangerous under the Act.
2)  Athreat may be posed to any person, stock, etc because of;
(a) observed or reported behaviours; or
(b) any characteristics typically associated with the dog’s breed.

Addressing each of these elements:

Not Dangerous Already
| have searched our database and the dog Jess is not classified as Dangerous by Council.

A Threat posed to any person...

On the information available there is a threat to person. The dog showed no signs of
aggression towards the complainant until it attacked. Without restrictions, the dog poses a
threat to people if it is allowed loose again.

Observed or Reported Behaviours
The complainant's statement confirms there was an attack.

Dog Attack

Because there has been an attack on a person consideration must also be given to a
prosecution under Section 57 of the Dog Control Act 1996.

For a Charge under Section 57 to be established we must prove:
1) aperson

2) attacked

3) adog

Addressing each of these elements:

Person
It is clear that the complainant is a person in terms of the Act.

Attacked
For an attack to be proved there must be physical contact between the dog and the person.

In this case

The Statement confirms that there was physical contact between the dog and the
complainant.

DCMENCL - Deed 01692394 /July15
Civic Administration Building — 101 Esk Street — Private Bag 90104 — Invercargill 9840 — DX No. YA90023 - Tel (03) 211 1777
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A Dog
The animal involved is a dog. Evidence has identified Jess.

RECOMMENDATIONS

I am recommending that the dog be classified as a Menacing Dog.

The test set out in Section 33A has been met as there is evidence that the dog poses an
ongoing threat to persons. This is evidenced by the observed and reported behaviour of the
dog.

I am not recommending a prosecution under Section 57. While the elements are made out |
do not believe that there is public interest in prosecution.

A classification under Section 33A will send a strong message to the owner that she needs
to take care and be vigilant at all times with her dog Jess.

I request that the dog Jess be classified as Menacing.

EJR Dickson
ANIMAL CONTROL OFFICER

DCMENCL — Deed 01692394 /July15
Civic Administration Building ~ 101 Esk Street — Private Bag 80104 — Invercargill 9840 —~ DX No. YAS0023 — Tel (03) 211 1777
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Licence No: MEN/2017/58
Ref No: 02207956
Dog Ref: 27728

ANIMAL CONTROL
STATEMENT OF SERVICE
NAME OF CONTRACTOR: Invercargill City Council
Animal Control
ADDRESS: 101 Esk Street
Private Bag 90104
Invercargill
TELEPHONE: (03) 211 1777
FAX: (03) 211 1430
DATE: b- wno 7
DOCUMENT NAME: Menacing Dog Classification
REFERENCE NUMBER(S): 27723
PERSON SERVED: A—~ael N g
DID PERSON IDENTIFY > ~
HIM/HERSELF? =N
TIME SERVED: /O 235 o
LOCATION: 200 Barow  Street
SERVER’S NAME: Ni.cole Tadd
COMMENTS: Ho—ch  de\yered

A s NS

SIGNED: W

DCMENCL - Deed 01692394 /July15
Civic Administration Building — 101 Esk Street — Private Bag 80104 - Invercargill 8840 — DX No. YA90023 - Tel (03) 211 1777
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EXHIBIT 3

DOG ATTACKI/IMENACING
Request No:247699
Name of Complainant:
Address of Complainant:
Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile:

Date Received: 11 July 2017

Dog Owner Details

Time Received: 10:30:55

Complaint Details:

Type of Incident Attack
Category People
Owner name (if Known) and
Complainants Address
Dog Breed Lab X
Dog Colour golden
Dog Sex Unknown
Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog Unknown

What was the date and time of incident?

about 10.30am

Any further relevant information

Dog Registration Current
Dog Microchipped Undecided
Dog History Rushing/Agressive
Is complaint substantiated Undecided

Attack Location

Public Place - Immediately outside

24
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dogs property

Owner Present at time of Incident Undecided
Victim Person - No relationship
Victim Age Group Adult
Victim Gender Female
Assisting Officer
Responded within 30 minutes? No

Request Notes

11-Jul-2017
10:34:16

- advised that

his partner
was on her
motorbike going past
300 Barrow St Bluff,
when a golden Lab
X with collar ran out
and bite her on the
right lower leg, there
is no punture wound,
but more of a scrape
on her leg and
bruising is now
coming up, they will
be taking pictures.
said he was

driving past in the

- “van and
yelled at the dog and
it is now hiding in the
house. Advised
Janice11-Jul-2017
10:40:13
ACO53
dispatched11-Jul-
2017 12:48:44
11/07/2017 @ 11:15
300 Barrow street
Talked to young girl
whom was in the
house with two other
children, | asked if
mum was home and
she said no shes
away painting.

LEEANNEM

rung to reports adog attack this morning about 5-10 minutes ago.

JANICEP

MICHEALM

MICHEALM

25
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Asked if the dog was
there She went and
had a look and came
back and said it was
not It is always
wandering said i
need to get your
mums MBL please
as the dog has bitten
someone She went
and got it for me. |
called angel told her
as much as i knew
And needed to know
were the dog was.
She said she had no
idea. | patrolled the
area Called the
complainant
husband he fold me
his wife was still

on
Lagan street. Meet
with her She was
busy but will call into
the office this
afternoonto do a
staement. | patrolled
for a while longer
passing 300 Barrow
street three times
still no dog.11-Jul-
2017 15:00:13
11/07/2017 @ 14:20 MICHEALM
Statement from the
complainant taken
by Elle. Menacing
classification and
fines for failure to
control.14-Jul-2017
10:12:21
14/07/2017 @ 08:40 ELLED
Talked tot he dog
owner at her
property Told her
that her dog will
have a menacing
classification and
she will receive a
$200 fine for failure
to control. They will
put the dog at her
mother in laws as
there is very good
fencing there until
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they can sort there

own fencing.17-Aug-

2017 10:30:31

Does the dog just ELLED
need to be classified
now?21-Aug-2017

14:51:24

Classification has ELLED
been typed up, to be

seen by WPOs the

JY to be signed04-

Sep-2017 11:18:19

ACO to phone MICHEALM
complainant

021403463 and give
update13-Sep-2017

12:16:32

13/09/2017 @ 12:17 Called the complainant no reply.

Inspection Notes

Inspection Notes
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EXHIBIT 4
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: EXHIBIT 5

RFS number:_ 2047699
Complainant's address: .

Offender's address (if known): _ 0 @qwc:w W t%{b%@i-.

COMPLAINANT STATEMENT TEMPLATE

Issue being dealt with: HGCE E}H_& CQ

Start ime and location of complainant's statement:

L10 w1 esl Sheek  Inveviaeg)

Statement

_ - states:
That is my full narme. | live at )
My home phone is . ... __,myemailis __
 am currently employed at
My date of birth is _ )
I am being spoken to by F, / C@ ZQ/ C/’(g‘?’ “ from the trivercargill City
Council about an incident e // /f/:/% Zc‘f 7 Cin @O; yirClias S//VLQ@L
In /3/}4 Ff

(Statement below is written as if the complainant is talking in the first person)

PROBLEM SUMMARISED

It s apgrox 192000 Jodoy N V{}Lz/w 20/7
| was  dplivering f/\é mail / at _L0¢ //:/{LH/{/%/
b BWEL Whitn  ta don ek Lves theye,
| Bpgw thie a8 | haw gen fe dee fed
Up at fe  addves prdvio biS\&j- -
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Mo 1 pat the  wadin the nailbex
T w Hw N&dw b Lo ,avi d
Lold 01 QSS\&N ’ on \w \wiev  vight .
| ol mg L;za i @Lf@rq and  Havead e
St dhnal l i Yues

| walised ik wos Ha dyg dhed had
5";‘&‘?’}{%”\ e ‘ U\?\f\f’i&/\ \ R&W\Mi\ - QO Av"zév{ ’”ﬁ&g
Dgﬁi‘% WS W\O‘\J?.VOI QWC{M | wdl.@ti C‘é%’
e dos aud wouel wy “hike e
nhont F o pie pexteeS 3:({&3 .

hwon 1 wendt e pui} e bileo
Gend  dowwin, e oy odvanced ogain
Youwods  wo o L gelled ageu. 1
o dvved  vinaing " wmu WRomd, who
fned up o M mo pe \!er}

ne  then  (hoSedd  fle dog uelling of
i, de dhe \mm%eg Y nide b 21

\.”‘\DwSQ Ll nhevie. My W\Oﬂ( Y CQ?@XV\%’
o Ve deg O

M%‘ \f\U%;ﬁC{V\CX) o {bmﬁ OiCj Ot .

LG GV\L’{ raoedh &Q,\ WY W\ﬁ ;j\_;w\ w@u\ O«:@r@\f
ook tevv  wmang. \f\u o) @\Q Liow Tg
g@ fo X/u (Ol WAL ,
s s ek The  fysk e | lnege
ol oo it Thae Savee d g

2
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K heS D(ONJ oRy drsed de bire
g o | U\j@;é e o V\Cb@\/\ te
MOV WAL W oy Fiase
I N}r Sude_ ponedt Gondloy e Joe g
18 i 2’?3 Solid bv\\Jr WC*&LX&M = k@w&t

Sivod oo wmodiuwvve e~ colow Ngjlk ,

He hed G celloy e wes deawle
beowWn — WBoce  deur  pulhh o viedd
“@i’; o~ e  rollav.

oy howwe o ol concerele Wack
loAc CJV\M (cuge  Loob Ini olny fhenie
Ve v aodré% S e O\C@ eQN
ool woomdoy | ol Ser “Hu doa
e N @{@@Q\/Hj 4

w
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Statement by complainant to confirm all that is written is true and correct:

Statement: | basc reed o ﬂz‘z?'tigwf// ;—?#!\j Frue = eDrrech

Signed: W pated: /(171 /7

Statement taken and signature withessed by:

Name: é//ée OfCZ’VSC’V‘

Job Title: AN imgl (sntvol  Officor

Organisation: jn\/‘g ;’[C\%’ %/Cii// (Z}“f /&Vﬂ C/ }
v J

Warrant Number: 70{6 /]Q,

Finish Time: ___ /Lt~ [3() .

o
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EXHIBIT 6

Investigation Details ’QBQ?&@?\E%E&
RFS# (771699 Officer: M [l¢

Alleged Offence:  Dog Attack on: [ Person ] Stock / Domestic Pet / Protected Wildlife / Pouliry

{note which of the above is the dog atiack victim)

Investigation File Check List

@ RFS print out i t Officer Field Notes [E/Complainam Statement
Dog Owner Statement D Witness Statement ‘ } Medical/Veterinary Reports
(if applicable) (if applicable) (if applicable)

B/ Evidential Photos D Consent Agreement D Impound Notice
(if appiicable) (if applicable) (if applicable)

{ l Seizure Notice D Victim Impact Report B/ Assessment matrix
(if applicable) (if applicable)

D File Fact Sheet

History: [] vEs [] wo

(if YES attach information fo file)

Registered: [\2/ YES D RO

(if YES aittach information io file)

Other Breaches of DC Act: (if applicable) e.g. Bylew Breaches

Other Actions to Date: (i applicable) e.g. Seizure of Dog

Summary of Incident:

Doo,  has  bean  left o wonckev ol e M&mo@v@ﬁf
-t

Ot do le Shneek ond hiHen  poshie  wth  ne

YOy f‘g’\i ﬁ
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Assessment Matnx

fapp les for offgnccs under Scctona 57 and 38 Dog Control Act 1990}

The following assesement matrix is to be used as a means of gauging the alieged offence to
determine if the attack will be considered ‘serious’. The scale is based on a ‘score’ for each matter
to be assessed. The ‘score’ (unless expressly restricted to a range) is totally dependent on the
officer’s interpretation of the incident being investigated.

res# ... AL 1644

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

¢« Level of aggression displayed in the atiack

DBDDDDDMDD score: [ 2|

3 5 7 g 10
Low in*.:ensny Medium Intensity Extreme Intensity
(nip and run off) (bite and refreaf) (multiple bites and retreat) (hanging on — shaking)
(intimidating) (growling) {snarling)

e Factors invelved that lead to the attack occurring

DDDDDDEDDD score:[ 7|

3 g 7 8 g 10
Uncnasac eristic Reaction Provoked Terriforial Protection Unprovoked
Accidental Puppies Prey Drive

— o Previous history — (only ifin last & months)

7 DDDDDDDDED Scere:z:]

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 g 10
Nit Barking Growling Straying Snarling Rushing Biting Aftack
Impounded  aggressive behaviour

e Previous history — (enly ifin last T2 months - record as HiL If prior)

s OO score |

1 2 3 4 5 & 7 g g 10
Nil Barking Growling Straying Snarling Rushing Biting Attack
Impounded  aggressive behaviour

e Type of ‘control’ situation the dog was in

IoO00O0@0000

i 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Secured on own Owner control At large privaie properly Secured/At large public place /
property  (leash) (verbal} (owner present)  Atlarge other persons private property
(access /no access) (no owner present)
{outbuilding)

Dog Totah % 24 ]

{Win 4 - Max 40}
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s Attitude o the incident

UMgooo score:[ 3|

1 4 3 4 5 8 7 8 g 10
Excellent  Cooperaiive  Average Disregard  Obstructive
(‘Couldn't care less)

e Previous History - — (only ifin last & months)

Aot score:[ 2|

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 g 10
Nil Education Verbal DJ/C Notice  Infringement Notice Prosecution
(non attack / attack) (non affack / attack)

e PFrevious History - — (only ifin last 77 months - record as v/t if prior)

NI NI score:[ ]

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 g g 10
Nil Education Verbal D/C Notice  Infringemeni Notice Prosecution
(non attack / attack) {non atiack / aifack)

e lLevel of Responsibility towards Contrel of Dog

00 MEOO000 oo [T

1t 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Control provisions were in place  lgnorantof  Disregard of Deliberate
Above  Average Below rules and/or previous
average average regulations wamnings/actions

¢« Likelihood of dog being a continuing threat to the safety of
persons, stock, poultry, domestic animals or protected wildlife
(at the same address)
Note: (cannot be a shaded box)

] ]

1 3 §
it POSF\b Probable

Why? g%&‘w&c}f? < CML {ée’}f/?{?/ ove Qvé’é’ﬁﬁé

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

Score:

e &eg;sir&tten Compliance — Note! (cannot be a shaded box)

L] D

3

Current Not Currant Never Been

Score: [I]

Owner Total

{Miin 5 - Max 40)
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o

@

Victim impact as a result of the attack (psychological)
Note: cannot be a shaded box

OEMEOED

Good Angry Shaken Trauma

Score: @

« Effects! Injuries as a result of the attack (physical)

OOooooood scorei[ 1|

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 10
Nil Tom Bruising Property Biie Marks Stitches Extensive Medical
Clothing/ Scare damage Punctures attention

Yiethn | Totel

{Min 2 Max 17)

« Effects/ Injuries as a result of the attack (ot applicable if death)

DDDDDDDDDD score:[ |

e

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 g 10
Nil Scare Bruising Bite Marks  Stitches Vetennary
Endangered Punciures treatment

Only

Death of stock, poultry, domestic animal, or protected wildlife.
NOTE: (Poultry — not above 3; Protected wildlife — not below 4
Domestic pets and stock — not below 6)

- 0OOooooood seore: [

. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 g 10

Poultry Protected Domestic Peis Stock
Wildlife

Victim impact in relation to being the owner of stock; poultry or
domestic animals as a resuif of the attack (psychologica)
Note: cannot be a shaded box and does not relate to protected wildlife

D 7 D D D 3@6%‘&::]

§ 7

x:ood Fmgry Shaken Trauma

Vigtirg 2 Total: [:]

{Min 2 Max 17)

Overall Total: [Z—k_j

(Wi 11 Max 87)
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SCORE RANGE OPTIONS - (min 11/Max 97)

Use the following Guide based on the mafrix score to provide a gauge as to the type of enforcsment
action to apply for attacks pursuant to Section 57 or 58 Dog Conirof Act 1896.
{one or more options may apply)

7~ ; - ;
7 < e /

RFS # ‘{\2"76!( ,,,,, Assessment Score i’{’i ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

Score: 11 -~ 54 (ick boxss) {OFFICER OPTIONS)

D Dog Control Notice and 333AMenacing Classification /desd) D Education
D Dog Control Notice D $33CMenacing Classification (hreed)
D Verbal Warning D Notice to Register

By-Law Breach
Mote: D

¢  Notice (o Register must accompany the above (unless dog handed over)
e 833C Menacing Classification must accormpany the above (if applicable)
e S33A or 833C Menacing Classification would not apply if the dog was destroyed.

Score: 35 — G4 (ick bows) (TIA OPTIONS)

D 857 Prosecution and Dog Seizure Retention 8825 disqualification (upon conviciion)

D S57 Prosecution

{OFFICER OPTIONS)
D $63(1) Infringement Notice and Dog Control Notice QSS%Menamng Classification (breed)
and S33AMenacing Classification (deed)
D S83(1) Infringement Noiice and Dog Conirol Notics Be/zéz Infringement Notice

%}53( 1) Infringement Notice D Dog Control Notice
D

og Control Notice and S33AMenacing Classification (deed) Dféciice o Register

D 531 classification (f applicable) D By-Law Breach

Kote:
e« Notice to Register must accompany the above (if applicable unless dog handed ovar or destroyed) where
medicaliveterinary attention is not required.

e 842 Infringement Notice must accompany the above (if applicable unless dog handed over or destroysd) wWher

medicaliveterinary attention ie required or a death of stock, pouliry, domestic animal or protected wildlife

has resulted.
e 833C Menacing Classification must accompany the above (if applicable)
s S33A or 833C Menzcing Classification would not apply if the dog was destroyed.

= Where medicaliveterinary attention is required the officer shali give higher consideration {o the more
serious action option (providing it is relevant to the circumsiances of the case).
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Score: 85 - 97 (iick box/s) (TIA OPTIONS)

D 858 Prosecution and Dog Seizure Retention m S57 Prosecution

L

secution and Dog Seizure Retention DSZ& Disquslification

Note:
e 342 Infringement Notice must accompany the above (if spplicable unless dog handed over or destroyed)

s Where extensive medical repair and/or hospitalisation is required the T/A shall give higher consideration to the
more serious action option.

¢ Seizure of Dog (f zpplicable)

e 825 disqualification (upon conviction)

e e B S e B b e e e e 6 b s B e S PR e B B e e 6 S s b e B T e ST T T B N B e e e T e e G

Dretails:

, . YA
[T T3 T O - R AITRTRTE

O ID4: e A
Wier R N I T e eeiescceovetecrer ot b Tt o EE TR EeEEEEe
-

.

¥ Joticed:
Impound NotleeH oiiiiiioriiriiiioierenciriomiiricimeiiirercreieriesiriencroceesciecsietine

o
Sei Notices
o T .
Seizure NOtICeH: civiicicceciserisiocsrcessrvsorrscostecencecasssosscens
P
tice to Register#:
INotice €6 REZISTEIHL oviiiiivierueroneiimmmintneioriniiirtseioricrscnroernmmertcaicioriosecestsases

Decision of Counecil: D Prosecution L;! No Prosecution
(If ‘Neo Prosecution’ the ACO uses assessment score above under Officer Options for alternate action)

Reason for either Prosecution OR Ne Presecution: (see Factors io Consider for Prosecution
decision)

& 5[&56{@“{% fren  and o [ re 1o (ontrel In H’i«ﬂj enent

{

will  Senel o Sﬁf&ﬁj i’wfi*}g{ﬁ{ e The ﬁj‘? Gunir

nin e |
o Kep.  hy  olbg  uneler fentre |

Signed: QW Date: Z[/&//“}’
(Manager)

o {g@aﬁf@f [b&m;ﬁf;ﬂm &
g. iﬁi\{‘§<gﬁ'¥\
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EXHIBIT 7

WANDERING / FOULING COMPLAINT

Request No:148967

Name of Complainant:

Address of Complainant:

Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile:
Date Received: 6 September 2013 Time Received: 09:53:14

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 300 Barrow %g&%ﬁ - Angel Te-
Complainants Address
Dog Breed medium sized
Dog Colour brown
Dog Sex Female
Is dog a puppy, adult or older dog Young
What was the date and time dog was seen? 2-3times a day: did not have
spacifics
Any further relevant information

Request Notes

06-Sep-2013 DIANEL
10:30:10
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brown dog called 'Jess' from 300 Barrow st bluff is out wandering 2-3 times a day according to
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WANDERING / FOULING COMPLAINT

Request No:170131

Name of Complainant: Invercargill City Council - Animal Control

Address of Complainant: C/- Environmental & Planning Services

Private Bag 90104
INVERCARGILL 9840

Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile:

Date Received: 17 July 2014 Time Received: 09:36:12

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 300 Barrow Street Bluff
Complainants Address

Dog Breed
Dog Colour Tan

Dog Sex

Is dog a puppy, adult or older dog
What was the date and time dog was seen? 17/07/14 @ 08:40
Any further relevant information

Request Notes

17-Jul-2014 MICHEALM
09:39:07
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17/107/14 @ 08:40 Dog wandering Barrow Street, Chased it home to 300 Barrow street. Talked tot he owner he will keep
a better eye on his dog.
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WANDERING / FOULING COMPLAINT

Request No:214994

Name of Complainant: Invercargill City Council - Animal Control

Address of Complainant: C/- Environmental & Planning Services

Private Bag 20104
INVERCARGILL 9840

Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile:

Date Received: 18 April 2016 Time Received: 16:15:07

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 300 Barrow Street
Complainants Address
Dog Breed Lab X
Dog Colour Tan
Dog Sex Female
Is dog a puppy, adult or older dog Adult
What was the date and time dog was seen? 18/04/16 @ 14.49
Any further relevant information
Assisting Officer

Request Notes

18-Apr-2016 ELLED
16:18:01
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ACO 55/53 18/04/16 @ 14.49 chased dog from main street bluff home dog almost got hit by a car a couple times,

took the dog to his house until the dog owner got home, card left ACO 53 spoke to dog owner, he is going to
tie the dog up around the back of the house.

Inspection Notes

Inspection Notes
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DOG ATTACKIMENACING
Request No:241387
Name of Complainant: Invercargill City Council - Animal Control
Address of Complainant: C/- Environmental & Planning Services

Private Bag 90104

INVERCARGILL 9840

Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile:

Date Received: 15 April 2017 Time Received: 10:10:00

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Type of Incident Harrassment
Category People
Owner name (if Known) and Angel Ngu
Complainants Address
Dog Breed Lab X
Dog Colour tan
Dog Sex

Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog

What was the date and time of incident?
Any further relevant information
Dog Registration

Dog Microchipped Undecided

Dog History
Attack Location

50




Hearing Agenda - REPORT TO THE HEARINGS PANEL

Owner Present at time of Incident

Undecided

Victim

Victim Age Group

Victim Gender

Assisting Officer

Responded within 30 minutes?

Yes

Request Notes

15-Apr-2017 ELLED
10:12:45
from NICOLEP

in BIuff called in
regarding a dog from
Barrow street that
has been out
wandering and bit
heron 13/04/17 @
12:30, she didnt
want to take the
complaint any further
than us visiting and
talking to the dog
owner regarding the
dog wandering and
acting aggressive,
she said that they
have low fences and
the dog can jump
the, ACO to Visit and
remind them of
keeping there dog
under control at all
times and possibility
of infringements and
menacing
classification if dog
is aggressive.19-
Apr-2017 13:52:53
19/04/17 @ 13:53Tried to phone dog owner, no luck.

Unable to get down to Bluff today as | am the only ACO on, will try ring owner again later on.

Dog will be losing its  NICOLEP
responsible status

for this incident, they

can re apply in 2

years time if they
wish.11-May-2017
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12:12:42

Spoke to Angel about Jess biting the Postie.

She was shocked to hear that had happened, she said Jess is a protective dog but she has never seen her try to bite
anyone.

Angel is going to apologise to the Postie, she will keep an eye on Jess when she is near the fence.

Inspection Notes

Inspection Notes
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WANDERING / FOULING COMPLAINT

Request No:253926

Name of Complainant:

Address of Complainant:

Home Ph: '

Work Ph: Mobile:

Date Received: 3 October 2017

Dog Owner Details

Time Received: 11:45:33

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address

Complainants Address

Is it a Dog> Undecided
Dog Breed labx
Dog Colour

Dog Sex

Puppy, adult or older dog

Not a Dog - What animal and how many

Date and time seen?

11.40pm 3/10

Any further relevant information

Assisting Officer

Reguest Notes
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03-Oct-2017 COLLEENM
11:54:09

Wandering Dog Lab NICOLEP

X tan from 300

Barrow St Bluff by

then

went out of sight

<would like AC
to contact her dog
has bitten her
before04-Oct-2017
07:27:04
3/10/17 @ 12:10AC0O54/56 Patrolled area for dog, we were not told the dog came from 300 Barrow only that the dog was
wandering around there otherwise we would have visited the property.....

This dog is supposed to be classed as menacing so im not sure whats happening there? | will find out about this before |
talk to again.

I will issue NICOLEP

infringements to the

dog owner and try

and get intouch with

her.04-Oct-2017

11:30:36

4/10/17 @ 10:23AC054/56 Visited and spoke to dog owner.

We informed her that an infringement notice will be coming in the post as yesterday we received a complaint to say that
Jess had been out wandering again. Angel said she is going to dispute the ticket as she was home and she was pretty
sure she did not leave the property, we told her this is fine she is welcome to do so.

We also hand delivered Jess's menacing classification at the same time as this had not been done.

Angel said she has been waiting for the paperwork to turn up but it never arrived so she assumed it wasnt going ahead,
she is going to write in an object to this as well.

Will contact NICOLEP

complainant with an

update.13-Oct-2017

09:15:43

Tried to phone JANICEP
left a voice

message on her

phone letting her

know the owner has

been issued with an

infringement and to

please give us a call

if she see's it

again.11-Jan-2018

10:18:51

See below email from Angel Ngu for Elle to respond

Complaint number 253926

Hello Elle
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I am replying to the letter dated 4th October 2017, and your visit, which states that a 'person’ told you that there may be a
problem with lack of control with my dog Jess.

On the day and time in which the allegation was made and the supposed wandering of my dog, | and my daughter were
home with Jess who resides inside the house in the conservatory when we are at home. This is why | do not believe the
allegation is true and | object to having this menacing dog classification put on Jess or paying the $200 Infringement fine.

My dog has been in this neighbourhood for almost 5 years and | have followed the rules by having her fixed and making
sure she is registered since coming to me at 4months old. She is not of any breed stated in shedual 4 of the Dog Control
Act 1996.she is a Labrador cross as stated on her registration forms. She has a kennel with a chain which we use when
we are away from the property or she is inside as previously stated. When we travel away she is taken to family where
the property is completely fenced. We have young children in our neighbourhood that come to play with our children and
to date none have ever been attacked, bitten and scared by Jess, this includes our neighbours on both sides and across
the road from us,who also treat her as there own.

Jess is a family dog and has never threatend any postie in the past, other than barking which is normal for all dogs as we
know. | did however recently, this Year, witness one of the posties try to kick Jess as she lay on the grass inside my
property. This person did not see me as | was in the garage looking out the window.As | came out of the garage the
person was very surprised to see me. | asked what the problem was and was answered with 'oh nothing, she's fine' and
carried on, which, of course my dog was fine she was still laying on the grass.I did not bother to follow up on this matter
with NZ post but perhaps | should have. Also, Jess wouldn't follow a motorbike because she doesn't like the loud noise.
It seems my dog is the one getting picked on possibly because of this incidence. For as | am writing this email, | am
looking out my window at 3 dogs roaming down my street, as they do most days, 1 white, 1 tan, 1 black, all
unaccompanied by their owners.

I use to walk Jess through various tracks in bluff reagulaly if not daily and never had an issue with her attacking other
dogs or people. Now she is made to stay home because if people see her in a horrible muzzle they automatically assume
she is a vicious dog which is just not true at all, she is the complete opposite. | understand that there is a need for certain
dogs to have a muzzel but Jess is not one if them.

We have installed a wire run for Jess as you directed, so she can at least walk up and down our property for exercise.

I thank you for taking the time to consider my objection and am sorry for any inconvenience that has been caused.

I look forward to your correspondence.

Sincerely

Angel Ngu

Inspection Notes

Inspection Notes
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BEFORE THE HEARINGS COMMITTEE

IN THE MATTER of the Dog Control Act 1996

BETWEEN KIERAN PETER CARSON
Appellant

AND INVERCARGILL CITY COUNCIL
Respondent

IN RESPECT OF AN OBJECTION TO A DOG BEING
CLASSIFIED AS MENACING
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SUMMARY

Appellant Kieran Peter Carson

Dog Cuzco, a male black coloured Siberian Husky
Objection received 21 July 2017

On 13 July 2017 the dog Cuzco was classified as menacing after he attacked and killed two sheep.
The owner, Mr Carson, has objected to the classification and requests a Hearing.

The Hearing Process

The Territorial Authority may uphold or rescind the classification and in making its determination
must have regard to:

° The evidence which formed the basis of the classification; and

o Any steps taken by the owner to prevent any threat to the safety of persons or animals; and
° The matters relied on in support of the objection; and

° Any other relevant matters.

The Territorial Authority must, as soon as is practicable, give written notice of:
e Its determination of the objection; and
° The reasons for its determination.

The Law

33A Territorial authority may classify dog as menacing

(1)  This section applies to a dog that—
(...)

(b) a territorial authority considers may pose a threat to any person, stock, poultry,
domestic animal, or protected wildlife because of—
(i)  any observed or reported behaviour of the dog; or (...)

33B Objection to classification of dog under section 33A

(1) Ifadog is classified under section 33A as a menacing dog, the owner—
(a) may, within 14 days of receiving notice of the classification, object in writing to the
territorial authority in regard to the classification; and
(b)  has the right to be heard in support of the objection. (...)

The effects of the classification include:

° The use of a muzzle if the dog is not confined in a vehicle or cage, or is at large in any place
or private way.
° The dog is to be desexed as required by the Dog Control Bylaw 2015/1.

RFS: 245290 Ref: 02262477
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OFFICER'S REPORT

Timeline of Events

7 June 2017 between 5.00 pm and 6.00 pm a complaint was received regarding a dog attacking
stock, namely sheep. The attacking dog killed three sheep. This was witnessed by a member of
the public.

8 June 2017 at 1.55 pm a card from Animal Control Officers was left at the dog owner's house.
The dog was in the house at the time.

8 June 2017 at 2.26 pm the stock owner was spoken to by Animal Control Officers about the stock
attack. He showed us the dead sheep, photos were taken at the time. We were told from the
stock owner that the dog owner had paid for the three sheep that his dog had killed.

9 June 2017 at 10.17 am a statement from the dog owner admitted to his dog attacking stock and
killing three sheep.

23 June 2017 the dog was classified as menacing. The stock owner was notified by phone that the
dog had been classified as a menacing pet and what it meant. He was very happy with our service
and happy with the outcome.

Dog History

6 October 2017 - Dog wandering complaint. Dog seen wandering in the Herbert Street/Queens
Drive area. Dog retrieved by owner.

ANALYSIS

The dog owner was walking his dog along the Waihopai walkway, the dog was not on a lead. The
dog saw a small mob of sheep and chased and attacked them. The statement taken from the dog
owner (annexed as Exhibit 3) is evidence under Section 33A that the dog attacked the stock and

killed three sheep and is therefore part of the classification.

We believe there is an ongoing risk to stock as the attack on the sheep was unprovoked.

RFS: 245290 Ref: 02262477
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RECOMMENDATION
| recommend that the Panel uphold the classification because this attack was unprovoked and

three sheep died as a result. This shows a high level of risk that the dog will attack again as it has
already done so killing sheep and wounding others during the same incident.

Should the Panel elect to rescind the classification, there are no provisions for the Panel to make
specific recommendations or direction in regard to the ongoing control of the dog.

MdJ Murdoch
ANIMAL CONTROL OFFICER

23 February 2018

ANNEXURE

Exhibit 1 Objection letter

Exhibit 2 Menacing classification

Exhibit 3 Offender statement

Exhibit 4 Dog attack/menacing complaint

Exhibit 5 Photographs
Exhibit 6 Complaint history

RFS: 245290 Ref: 02262477
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EXHIBIT 1
25 JUL 200

SCANNED
21 July 2017
Kieran Carson
219 Herbert Street
Invercargill 9810

Dear John Youngson,

| am writing to you in regards to the letter | recieved on Friday 14th July 2017 concerning
the "Notice Of Classification Of Dog As Menacing" for Cuzco.

1 must admit to my disappointment that you have come to this decision and will be
performing my right to object to this classification.

1 would like to clarify the circumstances from which this unfortunate incident occured.

Cuzco was being exercised by myself on Wednesday 7th June 2017 along the Waihopai
Walkway - an Invercargill City Council designated area where dogs can be exercised off lead.

This is an area | have been exercising him on an almost daily basis for the last 12 months. |
am very much aware of the likelyhood of stock being grazed in the area and that their
postioning is very much variable on a day to day basis. Due to this fact | am always very
careful to make sure that an area is clear of stock before letting Cuzco off his lead, with the
only times he is off lead is when he is playing/exercising with another dog/dogs.

Unfortunately on this occasion he has accessed an area he has never shown any interest in,
neither have | realised the distinct change in the nature of fencing in this one spot. As a
result of my inattention Cuzco has been able to access an area where stock have been
grazing and resulted in him chasing and killing two lambs.

Within an hour of the incident happening {the time it took me to walk back to my house and
look up thye property owner in the phone book), | made contact with Mr Rowland
apologised and organised with him to make financial reparations for the stock he had lost.

I made payment to Mr Rowland first thing the next morning and assured him that | would
always make sure to keep Cuzco on his lead in the future.

1t was of my understanding that at this point the incident had been dealt with, but this has
not been the case.

As the incident happened on 7/06/17 and your animal control staff took my statement on
9/06/17, of which the animal control officer told me to expect "something in the mail in the
next 5 to 10 days", | had actually come to the conclusion that the council had decided that
there was no need for any follow up action.
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To then recieve this letter on 14/07/17, 35 days after the last contact | had with anyone, |
must admit to being extremely disappointed with the lack of urgency in dealing with this
matter.

As the legislation states that the territorial authority must immediately give written notice
to the owner, | feel that you have not met your obligation here.

The Notice of Classification is dated as 28 June 2017, for it to then take a further 16 days to
be posted and recieved i think is not even close to acceptable.

Also in regards to the Councils distinct lack of attention as to provide me with a voucher for
free neutering of my dog with an expiration date of 30/06/17. That is a grand total of two
days after the date the letter was written, which had well and truely expired on by the time
I recieved it on 14/07017.

Fortunately in this instance Cuzco has already been desexed, information that | believe you
already have but | have enclosed a copy of his desexing certificate to add to your records
just incase.

As I truely believe this to be a one off incident, I feel it is unfair to punish myself and Cuzco
any further. Cuzco has already been resticted to being on his lead full time. He is a highly
social dog, anyone who has regularly spent time in Queens Park in the last 18 months will
have likely come across us. He has been patted by hundreds of strangers, said high to many
other dogs big and small and is generally a gentle giant.

I hope you will realise you have made a mistake in this instance and remove this
classification immediately.

Kind Regards,

Kieran Carson
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EXHIBIT 2
SCANNED

¢ JUL gy 1300207

N

Invertargill

eIy ORIy

Licence No: MEN/2017/38
Ref No: 02175468

NOTICE OF CLASSIFICATION OF A DOG AS A MENACING

DOG
(Section 33A, Dog Control Act 1996)

Name: Kieran Peter Carson
Address: 219 Herbert Street
INVERCARGILL 9810

This is to notify you* that this dog has been classified as a menacing dog under Section 33A (1)
of the Dog Control Act 1996. This is because of the observed or reported behaviour of the dog
being that it attacked and killed stock.

33A Territorial authority may classify dog as menacing (1) This section applies to a dog that- (a) has
not been classified as a dangerous dog under section 31; but (b) a temitorial authority considers may
pose a threat to any person, stock, poultry, domestic animal, or protected wildlife because of- (i) any
observed or reported behaviour of the dog

Dog: Cuzco, a male black coloured Siberian Husky

A summary of the effect of the classification and your right to object is provided below.

. D\ e 28-9¢-12

P M Gare
Director of

ironmental and Planning Services

* For the purposes of the Dog Control Act 1996, you are 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.

DCMENCL —- Deed 01692394 /July15
Civic Administration Buildina — 101 Esk Streef ~ Private Baa 90104 — Invercaraill 9840 — DX Nn YAGON?3 - Tal N3 241 1777
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EFFECT OF CLASSIFICATION AS MENACING DOG
(Sections 33E, 33F and 36A, Dog Control Act 1996)

You:

(a) must not allow the dog to be at large (Please Note: “At Large” includes your own property) or in
any public place or in any private way (other than when confined completely within a 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; and

(b)  must, if required by the Invercargill City Council, produce to the Invercargill City Council, within
one month after receipt of this notice, a certificate issued by a registered veterinary surgeon
certifying:

) that the dog is or has been neutered; or
(l)  that for reasons that are specified in the certificate, the dog will not be in a fit condition to
be neutered before a date specified in the certificate; and

(c) where a certificate under paragraph (b)(ii) is produced to the Invercargill City Council, produce
to the Invercargill City Council, within one month after the date specified in that certificate, a
further certificate under paragraph (b)(i).

You must in accordance with Section 33E(1)(b) neuter your dog. The certificate must be provided to
the Invercargill City Council within one month of the date of this notice.

You will commit an offence and be liable on conviction to a fine not exceeding $3,000 if you fail to
comply with all of the matters in paragraphs (a) to (c) above.

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 (a) to (c) above. The officer or ranger may keep the dog until you
demonstrate that you are willing to comply with paragraphs (a) to (c).

As from 1 July 20086, 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 the Invercargill City Council in accordance with the
reasonable instructions of the Invercargill City Council for verification that 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:

o within two months from 1 July 2006 if your dog is classified as menacing on or after
1 December 2003 but before 1 July 20086; or

o within two months after the dog is classified as menacing if your dog is classified as menacing
after 1 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 a 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 to a fine not exceeding $500 if
you fail to comply with this requirement.

Full details of the effect of the classification of a dog as menacing are provided in the Dog Control Act
1996.

69



Hearing Agenda - REPORT TO THE HEARINGS PANEL

RIGHT OF OBJECTION TO CLASSIFICATION UNDER SECTION 33C
(Section 33D, Dog Control Act 1996)
You may object to the classification of your dog as menacing by lodging with the Invercargill City

Council a written objection within 14 days of receipt of this notice setting out the grounds on which you
object.

You have the right to be heard in support of your objection and will be notified of the time and place at
which your objection will be heard.

You must provide evidence to the Invercargill City Council that the dog is not of a breed or type listed
in Schedule 4 of the Dog Control Act 1996.

INVERCARGILL CITY COUNCIL BYLAW 2015/1 - DOG CONTROL
(Clause 15.1)

The owner of any dog classified as menacing must follow these additional obligations:

15.1.1  Any dog, classified as menacing by any other territorial authority, that now resides in
Council's area must be neutered as per section 33EB of the Dog Control Act 1996.

15.1.2  Any owner of a dog classified as menacing must follow these additional obligations:
a. Ensure the provision of a secure area where it is possible to gain unrestricted access
to at least one door of the dwelling.
b. Ensure that the dog is muzzled in any public place or when not confined in a vehicle
or cage.
C. Not dispose of the dog to any other person without the written consent of the Council.
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A\

Invercargill

CiTY COUNCIL

Licence No: MEN/2017/38
Ref No: 02175468

28 June 2017

Kieran Peter Carson
219 Herbert Street
INVERCARGILL 9810

Dear Kieran
NOTICE OF CLASSIFICATION OF DOG AS A MENACING DOG

Please find enclosed a notice classifying your dog Cuzco as menacing. This is due fo
observed and reported behaviour on 8 June 2017.

The classification is due to the following behaviour:

1. Roaming at large.
2. Attacked stock, namely sheep.

On the evidence you provided, Council has determined your dog Cuzco as menacing.

There are a number of responsibilities with having a dog classified as menacing, and these

are explained in the enclosed notice, and outiined as below:

°® Your dog must be muzzled when it is “at large”, and this includes a public place orin a
private way.

® Your dog MUST BE NEUTERED in accordance with the provisions of Section 33EB of
the Dog Control Act 1996 and Clause 15.1.1 of the Invercargill City Council Dog
Control Bylaw 2015/1. A certificate to confirm this must be provided within one month
of the date of this letter.

° A clear property inspection must take place within 30 days of receiving this notice.

An Animal Control Officer will contact you (if they have not already) to arrange for a property
inspection to take place.

If you have any further questions about this matter please do not hesitate to contact Animal
Services at the Invercargill City Council on (03) 211 1777, and quote MEN/2017/38.

Yours sincerely

AR o

John Youngson
MANAGER - ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH AND COMPLIANCE

Encl.

DCMENCL - Deed 01692394 /July15
Civic Administration Building — 101 Esk Street — Private Bag 90104 — Invercargill 9840 — DX No. YA90023 -~ Tel (03) 211 1777
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N

lnvertargill

CHTY COUNC L
Licence No: MEN/2017/38
Ref No: 02175468

28 June 2017

Kieran Peter Carson
219 Herbert Street
INVERCARGILL 9810

Dear Kieran

TAKE ADVANTAGE OF A GOVERNMENT FREE DE-SEXING PROGRAMME TO
SUPPORT A PROPOSED LAW CHANGE AROUND HIGH RISK DOGS

There is a proposed law change coming up this year about the way that menacing and
dangerous (high risk) dogs are kept. Our records show that you own a dog that this change
could apply to. This letter is to advise you of the proposed changes and a free de-sexing
service that is being offered by the Government to support the changes.

One of the changes that central government is making is that all owners of dogs who have a
dog classified as ‘high risk’ will have to de-sex them. While the Council has had a Bylaw
about this for a number of years, the proposed changes will strengthen this by making it a
requirement under the Dog Control Act 1996.

To go with this proposal, the government has given us some funding to cover the cost of
having all of the high risk dogs in Invercargill neutered and microchipped.

If you wish to take advantage of this free programme | have enclosed for you a purchase
order which you can take to an Invercargill City Veterinarian of your choice to get your dog
neutered. The Council will organise payment for you.

You will note that your dog is also required to be microchipped. if your dog is not
microchipped then we can take care of this for you at no charge.

This is a once only offer, and will expire on 30 June 2017. If you choose not to take
advantage of this offer then all costs to meet the proposed law change after this date will
have to be funded at the dog owner's cost.

It will also be a “first in first served” programme as if the funding is used prior to this date we
cannot guarantee we can offer the service for free.

If you would like more information, go to the Department of internal Affairs website
www.dia.govt.nz . We have also enclosed a pamphlet for you to read on the benefits of
neutering your dog.

The Animal Services Team will keep you up to date with the law changes as they happen,
and how they will affect you and your dog.

DCMENCL — Deed 01692394 /July15
Civic Administration Building - 101 Esk Street — Private Bag 80104 — Invercargill 9840 — DX No. YA90023 - Tel (03) 211 1777
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Get in touch with us any time if you have questions or concemns about this letter. The best
number to use is (03) 211 1777 during office hours. Our Animal Control Officers will be
happy to advise you.

Yours sincerely

5_ W ‘ng K___J
John Youngson
MANAGER ~ ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH AND COMPLIANCE

-

This voucher entitles you
66, to afree neutering s
s = of your dog kg

‘{ Please take this voucher to a
Invercargilt  veterinary clinic of your choice.

€ty veoncr
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g\

Invercargill

CITY COUNCIL
Licence No: MEN/2017/38

Ref No: 02175468

REPORT TO THE DIRECTOR OF ENVIRONMENTAL AND PLANNING
SERVICES - P M GARE

CLASSIFICATION OF DOG AS MENACING

BACKGROUND

On 9 June 2017 a report was received concerning a dog attacking stock (sheep) and killing
two of them.

| am recommending that the Dog in this case be classified as Menacing in terms of Section
33A of the Dog Control Act 1996.

The Facts

Dog: Cuzco, a male black coloured Siberian Husky owned by Kieran Peter Carson of
219 Herbert Street, Invercargill.

On 8 June 2017 a complaint was received about the lack of control and aggressive
behaviour of a dog.

The complainant advised that at approximately 5.00 pm on 8 June 2017 two of his sheep
had been killed and another attacked by Carson’s dog (Cuzco).

A Statement from the dog owner states he was walking his dog on the Waihopai river bank
when it jumped into a paddock next to some stock. The dog could not get in with the stock
as they were behind a deer fence. The owner was trying to get his dog back over the fence
when his dog Cuzco saw some sheep in the same paddock as he was in. The dog then took
off after them attacking one. This sheep lay down. The dog then chased another sheep
attacking it as well. The owner all the time was trying to catch his dog. A passerby stopped
and helped him catch his dog. He got the stock owners name from her. He contacted the
stock owner and paid him for the loss of stock $360.00.

The file in respect of this matter is available for your reference.

PREVIOUS DOG HISTORY
There is no previous history for this dog.

THE LAW AND ANALYSIS
Menacing Classification

In order for a dog to be classified as Menacing the following needs to be established as per
Section 33A Dog Control Act 1996:
1)  The dog is not already classified as Dangerous under the Act.
2)  Athreat may be posed to any person, stock, etc because of:
(a) observed or reported behaviours; or
(b) any characteristics typically associated with the dog’s breed.
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Addressing each of these elements:

Not Dangerous Already
| have searched our database and the dog Cuzco is not classified as Dangerous by Council.

A Threat posed to any stock...
On the information available there is a threat to stock.

Observed or Reported Behaviours
The dog owner has supplied a statement regarding the attack.

Dog Attack

Because there has been an attack on stock consideration must also be given to a
prosecution under Section 57 of the Dog Control Act 1996.

For a Charge under Section 57 to be established we must prove:

1)  stock
2) attacked
3) adog

Addressing each of these elements:

Person
It is clear that sheep are stock in terms of the Act.

Attacked
For an attack to be proved there must be physical contact between the dog and the stock.

In this case
The Statement confirms that there was physical contact between the dog and the stock.

A Dog
The animal involved is a dog. Evidence has identified Cuzco.

RECOMMENDATIONS

I am recommending that the dog be classified as a Menacing Dog.

The test set out in Section 33A has been met as there is evidence that the dog poses an
ongoing threat to stock. This is evidenced by the observed and reported behaviour of the
dog.

| am not recommending a prosecution under Section 57. While the elements are made out |
do not believe that there is public interest in prosecution.

A classification under Section 33A will send a strong message to the owner Kieron Carson
that he needs to take care and be vigilant at all times with his dog Cuzco.

I request that the dog Cuzco be classified as Menacing.

Micheal Murdoch
ANIMAL CONTROL OFFICER
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Licence No: MEN/2017/38
Ref No: 02175468

ANIMAL CONTROL

STATEMENT OF SERVICE

NAME OF CONTRACTOR:

ADDRESS:

TELEPHONE:

FAX:

DATE:

DOCUMENT NAME:

REFERENCE NUMBER(S):

PERSON SERVED:

DID PERSON IDENTIFY
HIM/HERSELF?

TIME SERVED:
LOCATION:

SERVER’S NAME:
COMMENTS:

SIGNED:

Invercargill City Council
Animal Control
101 Esk Street
Private Bag 90104
Invercargill
(03) 2111777
(03) 211 1430__
304 -1 +
Menacing Dog Classification
H26TS
K o2

Com?o«/\,

Q- 4T
2(a dHevbard Shyeol
\ ¢

N Nl

—S
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EXHIBIT 3

RFS number: 24#32 i( 2
Offender's address: 2\C( \V\-@Aﬁ&rl? SS(‘@@’\‘

OFFENDER STATEMENT TEMPLATE

Location of statement: ';L\ O\ \t’\ CL\[MI’\ 35(\/ & CQ* .

Date statement taken: (JQ / 0o / { 3: Time statement taken: _{O - .

Statement

'K 423N 96 TN cAlLsond states:

That is my full name. | live at 7 [”‘ H@% C’KT 6’(‘(6@/ IU Um’(w[(,[,
| am currently employed as a S KL,F? éﬁ/’ ( (,.fO yf 0

at .

My home phone is 02735159697 my email is szQKof\ @ﬂ“ﬁ%k - (P.NZ

My date of birth is 22 / O%/ |1843

I am speaking with \ ~ , @ Warranted Officer from the

Invercargill City Council (Council Unit D(\\(’(Y?u‘ C nj\,M)about

AWrcle  oan S\ lle -

I have been shown his/her Warrant of Appointment (Warrant number 2'6&6 [ 3 §,)

under the outlined Act %5 C m\n‘)\ .bz_>\\~ \aas

OUTLINING RIGHTS UNDER NEW ZEALAND BILL OF RIGHTS ACT 1990

a) | have been told that | have the right to refrain from making any statement.

b) | have been told that | have the right to consult and instruct a lawyer in private
without delay, before answering any of these questions.

¢) | have been advised that anything | say may be recorded and given in evidence.

d) | have been asked if | understand these rights.

e) | do notwish to contact a lawyer.
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(Statement below is wriften in a question/answer format.
IS =1 said, HS/SS = He said/She said)

(Mle. [g-\a/? /ﬂl;l Abule d GaPr S pem
Do e wWalk ko Waehopd welic
Woey . We Meef criothen a(oc elna/
__@_Qz_én‘r deiwe  Cncd of tle &Jclg oy s ¢
Se / fed W, &a o to ﬁlcq
by He yloes wt%L H =l o/lo/c .

H ‘g‘ ,_gf encd 7‘19, ot~ oL wov Wellcsy
elenf H welte oy Tie o/ujr

2/,‘“4 4’1 He vecelovrie et e
___[21/4;/ aacd Aoy l@___ﬁcal ﬂrufl‘v/

Hesre welle-  and M

W Copdmeel on  owr il Foact o Al
Welk. on.

/e weat  ovev Lo Henn lo ?m_’./ hallo

T b of Slego mooed (c_> e oo
of He Paddscls .

My olog  Juriged inte e ’04_@(:&: ot
_lsov Jo Allhu y/A S/\&/ .

Ue. pealised he con nfl Jf;’.ﬂ' ols W ANeou

Ma’ﬂ
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L Hen Come _bahe  foeve—dls  He
W el/c Weey - / weas l«qr‘ag s 5,0/

\

him back _overs . Ulpoclent E/»/vdﬂae

Ao Hen Lles zlz“fl»rdfjrv/ éq___gaplfﬂ
der, W 0/&? ,/)ﬂi‘/ /’Ib ‘H&ﬁ S'pallaé/

v

2 Smel/ ok of  Shees  in Je Lo
erd __of He  pocddock -
Me  Hon Went eldo  dem . A{g, merge
4o {:nlrl He el end- 4 viebbed one
_Slepr  wieh  Aed  being hovl ondd lag
6‘,1 He 4"[@ . He @J /}ZMQ/ on_ do 1&«

Sh fo /Gweé f‘f ét{
He Gr  Tpd Shesp  Shee/ HS greund
He Condnined o bevic cned  Civele o vourd
ir Abe. 4 peviod of Ao H become
Ao, Uy  shlf ouldnit  Come o me
A mMepbur— of He peble Ceme 4o Adp

me . We tlancsed fe f&‘f hn  cwoy
Lo e Sheepo & nA Zpg’( a _ hold
off  him

i Rl e ~|? She e aswn *ck..b'\yf

Mo Slvey. Do gGove me I o
O ~erce. \ Condvecteal Ne Slade ocdwon

3 =
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©On  Seedciny, de e Mo kel been
_te Anecfc Sy Stete Me  2ald dthege
Weve oo phand Shoeo ond  onshesr oo
Meded . Be A1) me Moy Wew Giovla
$ 120 o Cach

——

== pzayed him Mo nost marm'nj, ¢

T~ \
\ T~
\

Statemnent by offender to confirm all that is written is true and correct:

Statement: K (ETLAN 9676’]( CAL oo

Signed: 7/&%———‘ Dated:_j__/_Qél__Z_:p_l7

Statement taken and signature witnessed by:

Name: «\t(}\w,x M)/‘ Aol
Job Title: Do C@\J .

Organisation: \e C

Warrant Number:

Finish Time: 1D - O
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EXHIBIT 4

DOG ATTACK/MENACING
Request No:245290
Name of Complainant: Invercargill City Council - Animal Control
Address of Complainant: C/- Environmental & Planning Services

Private Bag 90104

INVERCARGILL 9840

Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile:

Date Received: 8 June 2017 Time Received: 12:57:33

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Type of Incident

Category
Owner name (if Known) and Kieran Carson
Complainants Address
Dog Breed Sam
Dog Colour BIkGry
Dog Sex Male

Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog
What was the date and time of incident?

Any further relevant information 6pm -- 7pm
Dog Registration Current
Dog Microchipped Yes
Dog History None

Attack Location Public Place
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Owner Present at time of Incident Yes

Victim Livestock

Victim Age Group

Victim Gender

Assisting Officer Elle Dickson
Responded within 30 minutes? Yes
Request Notes
08-Jun-2017 KERRYK

12:59:12

Dog attacked stock MICHEALM
happened 7.6.17
between 5-6pm last
night on the
waihopai walkway
queensdive to
waihopai wall end. A
husky type dog 8
attcked and 3 killed.
Caller Robin Wilson
from Enviroment
South 02184936.
Stock owned by

Dog owners has
paid for the 3 killed
animals. persons of
interest Jeremy
Carson?? address
219 Herbert St.
aticked was
witnessed by

1y~
Jun-2u17 12:43:02
08/06/2017 @ 13:55 MICHEALM
Card left at the dog
owners house, The
dog was in the
house.. 08/06/2017
@ 14:26 Talked to
the stock owner He
showed us the dead
lambs SEE Attached
photos and the
mauled lamb No
photos as we could
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not get close to it but
blood was visable to

the eye around its
ears.09-Jun-2017

12:51:33

09/06/2017 @ 10:17 ELLED
Statement from the

dog owner Amited

to his dog attacking

stock and killing

three lambs .We do

not need any more

statements to

classified the dog All

fees for the mauled

and dead stock have

been payed in full

Dog owner was very

co operative and

very helpful with our
investigation23-Jun-

2017 14:09:52

Dog has now been ELLED
classified as

menacing, awaiting

being signed and

dropped off.23-Jun-

2017 14:14:47

Phoned and let him know that the dog has been classified and what that meant, he was really happy with our service
and happy with the outcome.
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EXHIBIT 6

WANDERING / FOULING COMPLAINT

Request N0:254237

Name of Complainant:

Anonymous - Customer Service Requests

Address of Complainant:

Private Bag 90104

INVERCARGILL 9840

Home Ph:

Work Ph:

Mobile:

Date Received: 6 October 2017

Dog Owner Details

Time Received: 21:26:02

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address unkown
Complainants Address unkown
Is it a Dog> Yes
Dog Breed Husky
Dog Colour Grey and White
Dog Sex
Puppy, adult or older dog
Not a Dog - What animal and how many
. 21:25
Date and time seen? 6.10.2017
Any further relevant information
Assisting Officer

Request Notes
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06-Oct-2017 BARRYS
21:26:55
:alled about  ELLED
a Husky wandering
on Herbert St and
Queensdrive round
about09-Oct-2017
08:56:09
AHC- Called to round-about on Herbert street Queens drive re wandering dog on arrival no dog found, i drove around the
area no dog seen i rang complainant got no answer i left a message the complainant called me back and said the owner
had got the dog home. | went and spoke to the owner and he said his sister had left the door open and Cuzo had gotten
out.
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BEFORE THE HEARINGS COMMITTEE

IN THE MATTER of the Dog Control Act 1996

BETWEEN GEOFFREY ROBERT LEWIS
Appellant

AND INVERCARGILL CITY COUNCIL
Respondent

IN RESPECT OF AN OBJECTION TO A DOG BEING
CLASSIFIED AS MENACING
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SUMMARY

Appellant Geoffrey Robert Lewis

Dog Brittany, a female tan coloured Labrador cross breed
Objection received 27 August 2017

On 22 August the dog Brittany was classified as menacing after an attack on a person. The owner,
Mr Lewis, has objected to the classification and requests a Hearing.

The Hearing Process

The Territorial Authority may uphold or rescind the classification and in making its determination
must have regard to:

The evidence which formed the basis of the classification; and

Any steps taken by the owner to prevent any threat to the safety of persons or animals; and
The matters relied on in support of the objection; and

Any other relevant matters.

The Territorial Authority must, as soon as is practicable, give written notice of:
° Its determination of the objection; and
° The reasons for its determination.

The Law

33A Territorial authority may classify dog as menacing

(1) This section applies to a dog that—
(.-)
(b) a territorial authority considers may pose a threat to any person, stock, poultry,
domestic animal, or protected wildlife because of—
(i)  any observed or reported behaviour of the dog; or (...)

33B Objection to classification of dog under section 33A

(1) If adog is classified under section 33A as a menacing dog, the owner—
(a) may, within 14 days of receiving notice of the classification, object in writing to the
territorial authority in regard to the classification; and
(b) has the right to be heard in support of the objection. (...)

The effects of the classification include:

o The use of a muzzle if the dog is not confined in a vehicle or cage, or is at large in any place
or private way.
° The dog is to be desexed as required by the Dog Control Bylaw 2015/1.

RFS: 250162 Ref: 02271937
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OFFICER'S REPORT

Timeline of Events

11 August 2017 - Report received about an uncontrolled and aggressive dog.

11 August 2017 3.10 pm - Animal Control Officers attended 94 Ward Street. The dog was
identified by the complainant and seized. Statement taken from complainant.

12 August 2017 - Statement taken from witness.
15 August 2017 - Dog released to owner.
22 August 2017 - Menacing classification hand delivered to 94 Ward Street and left in mailbox.

Dog History

° 15 June 2015 - Dog found, being held at 254 George Street awaiting pickup by Animal
Control Officers.

° 4 February 2016 - Wandering dog sighted by Animal Control Officer and chased home to 94
Ward Street. The Animal Control Officer tied the dog to the kennel and informed the owner.
Owner states he will be building taller fences to keep the dog contained.

° 30 August 2016 — Dangerous/menacing complaint. Complainant rushed at twice in one day
by the same dog. Owner to raise fences even higher to keep the dog contained. Owner also
considers use of electric boundary to contain the dog.

° 2 March 2017 - Dangerous/menacing complaint. Complainant and her dog were rushed at
in an aggressive manner by a dog from 94 Ward Street. The dog was impounded.

ANALYSIS

The complainant was walking past 94 Ward Street when the dog rushed out and bit him.
Statements were taken from the complainant and a witness stating that the dog bit the complainant
on the leg. These are annexed as Exhibit 3 and 4. This is evidence under Section 33A that the
dog attacked a person and is therefore part of the classification.

We also believe there is an ongoing risk to people as in this case the dog rushed out and bit the
complainant. This was an unprovoked attack as all the complainant was doing was walking along
the footpath.

There is also a history of this dog acting in a similar manner. On two previous occasions it has
rushed at people in a manner that was described as aggressive. This shows that the actions taken
by the owner to control his dog are inadequate and there is an ongoing risk to the public because
of the aggressive actions of the dog.

RFS: 250162 Ref: 02271937
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RECOMMENDATION

| recommend that the Panel uphold the classification because the dog has an aggressive manner
with more than one complaint regarding the dog's aggressive behaviour. This shows a high level
of risk that the dog will attack again as it has already done so four times and the owner has
repeatedly failed to keep control of the dog.

Should the Panel elect to rescind the classification, there are no provisions for the Panel to make

specific recommendations or direction in regard to the ongoing control of the dog.

EJR Dickson

ANIMAL CONTROL OFFICER

23 February 2018

ANNEXURE

Exhibit 1
Exhibit 2
Exhibit 3
Exhibit 4
Exhibit 5
Exhibit 6
Exhibit 7
Exhibit 8
Exhibit 9

RFS: 250162

Objection of Geoffrey Lewis

Dog attack/menacing complaint 11 August 2017
Complainant statement

Witness statement

Offender statement

Impound notice 11 August 2017

Investigation check sheet

Menacing classification documents

Complaint history

Ref: 02271937
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EXHIBIT 1

28-Aug-2017 16:20:46 - Janice Paisley - GEN

See BURT for letter below: Refer to rfs 251100

AUG 2017

27 August 2017

Invercargill City Council

Animal services

To Whom it may Concern

Re: MEN/2017/53.

SCANNED

I would like to object to the new classificationof my dog being menacing. | have requested a
copy of the complaint from your Officers so | can fully understand what she has been
accused of doing.

In relation to the effects of classification in the notice.

a) We got our pet Brittany from the SPCA and was neutered already

b) She has been microchipped

Yours sincerely

Geoff

94 Ward Street

Invercargill

0211140836

snarse@hotmail.

06-Sep-2017 14:10:50 - Peter Jones - GEN

numerous RFS created for this request. Owner has been issued copy of file and report with personal
details redacted.
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DOG ATTACK/IMENACING

EXHIBIT 2

Request No:250162

Name of Complainant:

Invercargill City Council - Animal Control

Address of Complainant:

C/- Environmental & Planning Services

Private Bag 90104

INVERCARGILL 9840

Home Ph: Work Ph:

Mobile:

Date Received: 11 August 2017

Dog Owner Details

Time Received: 15:48:31

Complaint Details:

Type of Incident Rushing
Category People
. Geffory Lewis
Owner name (if Known) and 94 Wa?:j street
Complainants Address Graeme
Dog Breed Lab X
Dog Colour
Dog Sex Female
Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog Adult
What was the date and time of incident?
Any further relevant information
Dog Registration Current
Dog Microchipped Yes
Dog History Rushing/Agressive
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Attack Location Public Piac;o—g slrg;gzg:?;ely outside
Owner Present at time of Incident Yes
Victim Person - No relationship
Victim Age Group Adult
Victim Gender Male
Assisting Officer Micheal Murdoch
Responded within 30 minutes? Yes

Request Notes

11-Aug-2017 ELLED
156:50:31
Call from regarding a dog from 94 Ward street came out of its property and rushed at him, i asked if it bit him and

he said yes, he was still outside the address while i was speaking with him, and he advised that the dog owner was
coming out, he was happy to wait at the scene until ACOs arrived to gather more details of the event and speak with the
dog owner.

ACO 53/54 were PETERJ

dispatched11-Aug-

2017 16:22:05

11/8117 @ 15.10 Arrived at 94 Ward street and immediately took details from

The complainant:

The witness:

sould not hang around, | said I'd call her from the office.
The dog was identified by the complainant and seized from the property. The dog was in the house, ACO53 knocked on
the door and spoke to a young woman about the issue and asked her to bring the dog out. The dog immediately tried to
attack MM.

A complainant statement was taken from

The dog owner arrived home, and was issued with an impound/seizure notice and he also gave a statement of events.
(dog barked at him, rushed at him, 'slammed into him, did NOT bite him)

Dog to be held until the investigation is complete.

@ 16.30 | phoned PETERJ
and
arranged to take a
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statement on
Saturday 12/8/17 @
11am at her house -
15-
Aug-2017 09:06:26
12/8/17 @ 1055 PETERJ
Went to
Street and took a
Statement from

©. 2 15-Aug-
2017 10:53:33

Assessment matrix NICOLEP

completed.

Recommendation is

to classify the dog as

a menacing dog. No

infringemnt. All

pound fees must be

paid before the dog

is released. Owner

to collect dog at

1620 today.15-Aug-

2017 16:49:31

Brittany has been released back to owner, full fees.
Sounds like he may object to this classification....

Inspection Notes

Inspection Notes
15-Aug-2017 09:06:22 Peter Jones

;Fook a Statement from
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EXHIBIT 3

RFS number: _ D0 | 2

Offender's address:

OFFENDER STATEMENT TEMPLATE

Location of statement: \A O\r(’j QM,QJ}

Date statement taken: 1\ / = /1] Time statement taken: _' © =

Statement

states:

1

That is my full name. llive at _

| am currently employed as a

ey

at

My home phone is , my email is

My date of birth is

| am speaking with ﬂ e Lf \5 Ore , @ Warranted Officer from the

Invercargill City Council (Council Unit Q’V\‘»Mﬁ <[ Cruk eSS ) about

D’b@\'\\) Q)(W L—- "

I have been shown his/her Warrant of Appointment (Warrant number 201 Le//e g

under the outlined Act

OUTLINING RIGHTS UNDER NEW ZEALAND BILL OF RIGHTS ACT 1990
a) | have been told that | have the right to refrain from making any statement.

b) 1 have been told that | have the right to consult and instruct a lawyer in private

without delay, before answering any of these questions.

¢) | have been advised that anything | say may be recorded and given in evidence.

d} 1have been asked if | understand these rights.
e} [ donotwish to contact a lawyer.
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(Statement below is written in a question/answer format.
IS =1 said, HS/SS = He said/She said)

\V«a% L.,AL:D:‘ G -)ii C;V\'LQ/ qTaLQ o‘f 4’{43..
Roood = He ooy bovked oA il Loown
oubside 94 M(/v'é/ Sheot -

; ,1/\2/)1l wm/kql 0/ oL s MLQ L

LS LA ~q &{IC T ) '/4& fd&g/ ba/é‘\/y]
b e T Led L L d A

/a@ Lo leaoe 4(@\( M';pc/ haccile
/L/K&h[ %UM/Ld - Lo

e ) g} A /éf w”f .{,#54/

/] /;«y s~ a S‘//%/ (o 5a/a/
// /W %q YA V}o(/JI._ 3&»»

L s ’//Lk LVBA/-Q )/Z ng
T gly con fucd /M o .

Ol iy 1 ey o Tle see

Jro dﬁﬂ "Lé'“if Lf/é"‘/’ j" g,

A A ocppna/ _con /vf// o Le
‘/(—& ('/(0/0/ //[a/ ﬂ%[Z@{ Jenl /

/
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/ /

/ /
/ .

Statement by offender to confirm all that is written is true and correct:

Statement: Jh/& f(&u/ ”LL\C} 5_7[3‘/77161'\4/(/\/;‘(" - f{*' iSW

»

Signed: Dated: /¢ (& /7

Statement taken and signature witnessed by:
Name: \pe e’ ]‘ e

sobTitle: __ [imal  (oibeed 3 0lic s
Organisation: | C

Warrant Number: _2¢16 /Z g

Finish Time: _ /55 /) !
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EXHIBIT 4

RFS number: ZSOI(QQ :

Complainant's address:

Offender's address (if known):

WITNESS STATEMENT TEMPLATE

Issue being dealt with: f'/n\ ?ﬁ€@j @)ﬁ\ a‘H"ﬁ\C h
J J

Start time and location of witness's statement:

2-8. 7T (@ 00

Statement

Ve

' \J

That is my full name. | live at

states:

My home phone is »_, my email is

)
e

I am currently employed at

My date of birth is _

I am being spoken to by p Q)ﬂ'ﬁ/ jor\&% from the Invercargill City

Council about an incident ~T~cx | ug\\«uased\ oM

g\

(Statement below is written as if the withess is talking in the first person)

PROBLEM SUMMARISED

\ was mck?r\q ! k‘o‘s Uo Qmm

<cheo\.

-\ wu\x wov\d e COf{\Q‘f onko  Wowdl

sheol ond cos a woe b@i{\qaw

(@/\ o den.  “Uo  deoa K@\i@,cf Lo

(mb Crb'%sf W S

cclonr

1

107

o 54



Hearing Agenda - REPORT TO THE HEARINGS PANEL

ged wectea o Mo & a ved Yoo,
- J

e o\oa WO b‘%\f\) ax LLO\ MONS
(s er teo\ o, Turplea ug ax  bdm

CMS,-— X anﬁ,r\dva\ (/\0‘4‘?‘:}&/3

| pek oh ol Yo por @ oaleed \Q
\r\Q\J wos ol \o\\r\}r \ \(\C@fvad U\Q_
o L woid | e egira Ao
(el bermse s TS

WQL

U=y te doo aa inte A wod
ereok ond Y Rad < ’5\\3&(\0
door poenirag acd %&ws‘tk*?r\a \ =20
a @@;\wa \ea'\u\o\ 0\‘—% werd <ot
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108



Hearing Agenda - REPORT TO THE HEARINGS PANEL

Statement by witness to confirm all that is written is true and correct:

Statement:

Signed: {; 7%%%/1/\—/ — & / 7o

Statement taken and sianature withessed by:

Name: _

Job Title: Q—n AN @ o) @@Qroa/
Organisation: W CC.

Warrant Number: OO / 249

Finish Time: 1.1
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EXHIBIT 5

RFS number: 25 (O L2,

Offender's address:

OFFENDER STATEMENT TEMPLATE

Location of statement: % Wow 0{ g‘&f@ (NQJCOJ Q\‘iw (

Date statement taken: l \ / Og/ f v" Time statement taken: f S ) ZS‘

Statement
&)QDQQ“ *?—«/'I leeo AP states:
Thatis my full name. tliveat A% ek S+
| am currently employed as a Q‘.&v}hcf&\
at _ WZAS

My home phoneis _Z {7 1\ ™5 , my email is MMM

My date of birthis 2 /_1o |7 /.

| am speaking with m \Cj/\erz! m Uy r\GC) ¢, a Warranted Officer from the

Invercargill City Council (Council Unit Qf\m“\q( (OAM ) about El
/D"'f') OWecce o {;&[_S_QQ__

| have been shown hisher Warrant of Appointment (Warrant number ZOH::! 3) )

under the outlined Act

OUTLINING RIGHTS UNDER NEW ZEALAND BILL OF RIGHTS ACT 1890

a} | have been told that | have the right to refrain from making any statement.

b) 1 have been told that | have the right to consuit and instruct a lawyer in private
without delay, before answering any of these questions.

¢} | have been advised that anything | say may be recorded and given in evidence.

d} [ have been asked if | understand these rights.

e} |do not wish to contact a lawyer.
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(Statement below is written in a question/answer format.
IS =1 said, HS/SS = He said/She said)

L coh neme  ovound 2-30pm
My o\oe\ nzcel  Seon w1de o

heote. S Lok hev in dhe heele
Jdacel Ohle. | nPacico of Saece
S\\u Penq l Seen o Mepemon't

[Ta) Jr\"e\/ Covnes af MY cye .

| \<e hearch < don\ Devic .
| Werrk ouande aod  <hcsled
Ly My  hog | cdo not  thak

hed  sbo mi)ald NY 3@4 4o dtha
endl UC he cAle.

e Camo  baclc {n - A‘L that 'S’r\a:;@.

L Werl 4o my  cor Hen Wend
beck ke e hevse  and lucicoof
A Asa v .
l Sacve ook LAY drug-e Hheye
Weas a Vien Qned o L Jonmen
She  Wlas L?m\i(\cj on her Coy .

The mMale Llas faYat s Phana
i Waved anch alrove @‘m
“Then \ ed o Call @ oM My
clat fQMQ/ Lf\ Qq,{
tes”  newe  ond  deck Mo g
\ \

N\ | \

111




Hearing Agenda - REPORT TO THE HEARINGS PANEL

Statement by offender to confirm all that is written is true and coirect:

Statement: / L\M reodd ”\l’l/{‘) sw & oA Ty Aree Qw-fw’zf‘

Signed:é)/w Dated: [/ ¥ /1 '7

Statement taken and signature withessed by:

Name:(\{\\c}\ea\ Murdo ch
sobTite: Orvene\ Conlbed
Organisation: ‘ cC

Warrant Number: ?—O‘(Q / 35
Finish Time: |3+ 33.
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EXHIBIT 6

)"*‘Iﬁnverc argill
ci Iy council
EmmmmEmEm ‘CITY OF WATER AND LIGHT™

NOTICE OF IMPOUNDED/SEIZED DOG
SECTION = “DOG CONTROL ACT 1996

Date: || (0F

2

Name: (== ¢

Address: - /

The following dog(s) have been impounded/seized by Invercargill City Council Dog Control Officers.
Our records show that you appear to be the owner of the dog(s).

The dog was impounded/seized on from
The dog was impounded/seized because: o
Description of Dog(s)

_Breed | Colour [ Microchip No. |Sex | Age | RefNo.

P IR

Fee(s) Pavable:
The following fees are applicable and must be paid in full before the dog(s) can be released:

Impounding fees

Registration fees
Outstanding Registration fees
After Hours fees

Sub Total

Sustenance costs

Additional fees may be imposed if this notice is not acted on.

Unless the dog(s) is/are claimed and all due fees are paid within seven (7) days of delivery of this notice, the
dog(s) may be sold, destroyed or otherwise disposed of at your expense.

o find out how to reclaim your dog, or if you have any questions about this notice, please contact Dog Control
staff at th@ Invercargill City Council, phone (03) 211 1777.

Yours féitéfu!!y

ANIMAL/CONTROL OFFICER

i !averf:argii! City Council - Animal Controt Civic Administration Building « 101 Esk Street  Private Bag 90104

el lat e Sredll OENN o Blover P ambmmsd o A Rl VAMOADD  Talamlammm. (0P AdL <~y - s FONTIN 44 AN
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16 AUG 2017 SCAN’..EXH IBIT 7

Investigation Check Sheet / Report

__appiles foi offences under Sactions 57 and 58 Dog ConolAct 19961

Investigation Details

RFS# .50 12 Officer: Sl Petar dores

Alleged Offence: Dog Attack on: Person / -Steek- / DesmestiePetr / Protected-Wildiife / Poultry—

(note which of the above is the dog attack victim)

Investigation File Check List

D RFS print out D Officer Field Notes ‘Z/ Complainant Statement
Dog Owner Statement Witness Statement D Medical/Veterinary Reports
(if applicable) (if applicable) (if applicable)
D Evidential Photos D Consent Agreement @ Impound Notice
(if applicable) (if applicable) (if applicable)
D Seizure Notice D Victim Impact Report B/ Assessment matrix
(if applicable) (if applicable)

D File Fact Sheet

History: @ YES [] wo

(if YES artach information 1o file)

Registered: @/ YES D NO

(if YES attach information to file)

Other Breaches of DC Act: (if applicable) e.g. Bylaw Breaches

Other Actions te Date: (if applicable) e g. Seizure of Dog

Summary of Incident:
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Assessment Matrix
der Sect 59 Dog Co

The following assessment matrix is to be used as a means of gauging the alleged offence to
determine if the attack will be considered ‘serious’. The scale is based on a ‘score’ for each matter
to be assessed. The ‘score’ (unless expressly restricted to a range) is totally dependent on the
officer’s interpretation of the incident being investigated.

Dog

¢ Level of aggression displayed in the attack

OO 0OO0o00- score: [

5 7 8 10
Low Intensity Medium Intensity Extreme Intensity
(nip and run off) (bite and retreat) (multiple bites and retreat) (hanging on — shaking)
(intimidating) (growling) (snariing)

e Factors involved that lead to the attack occurring

Hoooooydoon seore:[ 7]

5 7 8 9 10
Uncharacteristic Reaction Provoked Territorial Protection Unprovoked
Accidental Puppies Prey Drive

e Previous history ~ (only ifin last 6 months)

0000000000 ses[—]

3 4 5 6 7 g 10
Nil Barking Growling Straying Snarling Rushing Biting Attack
Impounded  aggressive behaviour

o Previous history — (only ifin last 12 months - record as NIL if prior)

LDO000d&0Oon scorei 7]

2 3 4 8§ 6 7 8 9 10
Nil Barking Growling Straying Snarling Rushing Biting Attack
Impounded  aggressive behaviour

e Type of ‘control’ situation the dog was in

HUdxOoOdOonoo score:| 5 |

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Secured on own Owner control At large private property Secured/At large public place /
property  (leash) (verbal) (ownerpresent) At large other persons private property
(access /no access) (no owner present)
(outbuilding)

Dog Total:

{Min 4 - Max 40)
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Owner
Attitude to the incident

e
C“OOooouoot
3 4 5 6 7 8 ¢ 10
Average Disregard  Obstructive
(‘Couldn'’t care less’)

Score: 1

1 2

Excellent  Cooperative

]

Previous History - — (only ifin last 6 months)
Score:

. Oooooooooo

3 4 5 ]
Infringement Notice Prosecution

1 2
Nil Education Verbal D/C Notice
(non attack / attack) (non atfack / attack)

e

Oindy

Previous History - — (only it in last T2 months - record as NIL if prior)
Score: 3

]
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Nil Education Verbal D/C Notice  Infringement Notice Prosecution
(non attack / attack) (non attack / atfack)

i se

Level of Responsibility towards Control of Dog
Score: 1

mooooooooD

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 8 10
Control provisions were in place  Ignorantof  Disregard of Deliberate
Above Average Below rules andfor previous
average average regulations wamings/actions

Likelihood of dog being a continuing threat to the safety of

-
persons, stock, poultry, domestic animals or protected wildiife

Score:

(at the same address)
Note: (cannot be a shaded box)

A E LB ®

3 5
Possible Probable

1
Nil

Score:

5

Current Not Current Never Been
Owner Totah Ej:]

(Min 5 - Max 40)

1 3
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Victim 1~ (person)

e Victim impact as a result of the attack {psychological)
Note: cannot be a shaded box

D i D : Score:
Gogd An?;ry Shgken TraZma

o Effects/ Injuries as a result of the attack {physical)

IDDDDDDDDD score: |1

2 3 4 6 8 10
in Tom  Bruising Properiy Bite Marks Stitches Extensive Medical
Clothing/ Scare damage Punctures attention

H

Victim 1 Total:
(Min 2 Max 17)

Viction 2 -- (stock; poultry; domestic anitnal: protected witdlife)
o Effects/ Injuries as a result of the attack (not spplicable if death)

LUoooooooO Score:

3 4 L] 6 7 8 g 10
Nil Scare Bruising Bite Marks  Stitches Veterinary
Endangered Punctures treatment

]

One

Only

e Death of stock, poultry, domestic animal, or protected wildlife.
NOTE: (Poultry — not above 3; Protected wildlife ~ not below 4;
Domestic pets and stock — not below 6)

DDDDDDDDDD Score:

_— 1 2 3 5 6 7 8 g9 10
Poultry Protected Domestic Pets Stock
Wildiife

Use

1

e Victim impact in relation to being the owner of stock; poultry or
domestic animals as a result of the attack (psychological)
Note: cannot be a shaded box and does not relate to protected wildlife

O e
1 3 5 7
Good Angry Shaken Trauma

Victim 2 Yotal:

{(Min 2 Max 17)

Overall Total:

(Min 11 Max 97)
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SCORE RANGE OPTIONS - (min 11/Max 97)

Use the following Guide based on the matrix score to provide a gauge as to the type of enforcement
action to apply for attacks pursuant to Section 57 or 58 Dog Control Act 1996.
(one or more options may apply)

.................................. Assessment Score 35

Secore: 11 -- 34 (tick box/s) (OFFICER CPTIONS)

@/Dog Control Notice and S33AMenacing Classification (deed) U Education
D Dog Control Notice D S33CMenacing Classification (breed)
D Verbal Warning D Notice to Register

D By-Law Breach
Note:

o Notice to Register must accompany the above (unless dog handed over)
e S33C Menacing Classification must accompany the above (i applicable)
e S33Aor $33C Menacing Classification would not apply if the dog was destroyed.

Score: 35 — 84 (tick box/s) (TIA OPTIONS)

D 857 Prosecution and Dog Seizure Retention DSZS disqualification (upon conviction)
D 857 Prosecution

(OFFICER OPTIONS)
D S53(1) Infringement Notice and Dog Control Notice DS33CMenacing Classification (breed)
and S33AMenacing Classification (deed)
D 853(1) Infringement Notice and Dog Control Notice DS42 Infringement Notice
D $53(1) Infringement Notice D Dog Control Notice
D Dog Control Notice and S33AMenacing Classification (dfeed) DNoﬁce to Register
D 831 classification (if applicable) D By-Law Breach
Note:

e  Notice to Register must accompany the above (i applicable uniess dog handed over or destroyed) where
medicaliveterinary attention is not required.

e S42Infringement Notice must accompany the above (if applicabls unless dog handed over of destioyed) where
medical/veterinary attention is required or a death of stock, poultry, domestic animal or protected wildlife
has resulted.

e  S33C Menacing Classification must accompany the above (if applicable)
e S33Aor S33C Menacing Classification would not apply if the dog was destroyed.

o  Where medicaliveterinary attention is required the officer shall give higher consideration to the more
serious action option (providing it is relevant to the circumstances of the case).
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Score: 85 —~ 97 (iick box/s) (TIA OPTIONS)

D 858 Prosecution and Dog Seizure Retention D $57 Prosecution
D 857 Prosecution and Dog Seizure Retention D $25 Disqualification
Note:

e S42 Infringement Notice must accompany the above (i applicable unless dog handed over or destioyed)

e Where extensive medical repair and/or hospitalisation is required the T/A shall give higher consideration to the
more serious action option.

e Seizure of Dog (if applicable)
e 825 disqualification (upon conviction)

" .
Details:

.
Dog ID#: tovvviinnrinnninnnns

.
OWREr IDH: .oveiiiieiiirineiinrnisennereossesseseeosencnsonsrsnnes

R Y T Y Y R Y PP P Y PR

Impound Notice#: .c..covvvieiiiermnacierrenneennes

e e e ORI C00I00CPEoR0LtLePDoIO0ELE0000B000008000000ETEE

. .
.
SeIZUTe NOTICEH: vvvuererrerieerssonnsesrocsscreonernrersonsesensons

. .
.
Notice to Register#: ..cverrereeierarennrerenraranns

T e e M e M S e 4 e e o e 8 e e A AP G B e e e B S o e e P e

Decision of Council: D Prosecution D No Prosecution

(If 'No Prosecution’ the ACO uses assessment score above under Officer Options for alternate action)

Reason for either Prosecution OR No Presecution: (see Factors to Consider Jor Prosecution
decision)

Signed: Date:
(Manager)
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Attack Incident Examples and Gauges

CATEGTRY EX AMFLES of INCIDERT TYFE (vt lindited oy SCURE | FAUSECUTE
: RAHGE
NON SERIOUS
gg'g":;:gg;‘}e, Rushing and physical contact made but nil or minor injury sustained.
physical contact made). | Bite marks resulting in bruising or tom clothing or other minor injury. | 44 . 33 WONT
Property damaged.
Domestic animals; stock; poultry or protected wildlife grabbed hold of
but nif injury OR minor injury — (no death)
Dog just not under control
SERIOUS 1
(An attack has occurred . . X 35-59
resulting in physical Physical contact made resulting in injury e.g. bite marks through to leszer
and/or psychological minor tissue damage.
injury). Medical or veterinarian atlention may have been required but nil
stitches. MAY
Physical contact made resulting in psychological effects.
Death of Poultry
SERIOUS 2
(An attack has occurred | Physical contact made resulting in more serious injury e.g. medical
resulting in greater or veterinarian attention is required — stitches or on-going treatment 60 -84 MAY
physical and/or Physlcal contact made resulting in traumatic psychological effects.
psychological injury). Stock or Domestic Animal killed
Protected wildiife injured greater
Veferinarian surgery
SERIOUS 3
(An attack has occurred | Physical contact made resulting in very serious injury e.g. medical 8597
resulting in very serious | extensive repair required or hospitalisation.
physical injury) Large numbers of stock killed WILL

Protected wildlife killed e.g. Kiwis
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Factors to Consider when determining Prosecution or No Prosecution

Note: When making a determination Council shall give consideration fo the options outlined
below and be able to justify:

Why Council would go to Court? ; What would going te Court achieve? ; What does Council
want to achieve as an end result for the particular case?

Council MAY choose NOT to prosecute if one or more of the following factors are considered relevant:

The offending dog is dead or voluntarily handed over to Council for destruction

The dog owner has either compensated OR offered to compensate the victim or owner of the
victim/s to the satisfaction and agreement of the either the victim or owner of the victim/s

Prosecution could be counter-productive e.g. the dog is dead or the victim or victim owner does
not want to go to Court or for any other reason considered relevant.

The consequences of any conviction could be considered unduly harsh or oppressive
The likely length and expense of a trial

The cooperation of the accused during the investigation

To proceed to prosecution is unlikely to result in a conviction

In the score range of 35 — 84 the case assessment score was under 60 (serious 1)

Mitigating Factors (determined by circumstances of each case that may or may not be considered relevani)

DDOooo O OO

Council MAY choose TO prosecute if one or more of the followlng factors are considered relevant:

l [ Given that evidential basis exists i.e. sufficient and reliable evidence, the public interest
requires the prosecution to proceed — in other words the effect of a decision not to prosecute on
public opinion.

[] The dog owner or the dog itself have been subject to dog attack investigations or aggressive
- behaviour investigations that have been proven and resulted in either Infringement Notice or
Seizure or any other control provisions within the last 12 months

{ i If in the score range of 35 — 84 the case assessment score was 60 or over (serious 2) for
"7 attacks on: poultry; domestic animals; stock or protected wildlife.

Council WILL prosecute if one or more of the following factors are considered relevant:

[ ] The case assessment score is 85 or over (serious 3) for an attack on either persons, stock,
: poultry, domestic animals or protected wildlife

E f The dog owner or the dog itself have been subject to dog attack investigations, that have been
©  proven and resulted in either Infringement Notice or Seizure or any other control provisions
within the last 8 months

L } The dog has attacked a person resuilting in an assessment score 60 or over {serious 2}

Note: If an assessment score on a person is over 90 consideration shall be given to
prosecute under $58 of the Dog Contro! Act 1896.
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File Fact Sheet

When an ‘attack’ is reported an Animal Control officer shall investigate the re_pod for the
purpose of either proving or disproving the allegation. As a process of the investigation a file
shall be produced (see Standard Operating Procedures — Investigations).

If the allegation is proved (see Elements of Proof — attached) the matter is then subject to the
provisions of Section 57 of the Dog Control Act 1996 in so much that the Territorial Authority
may exercise any power imposed or conferred on it by this Act, therefore, the Territorial
Authority may prosecute or not for the offence.

Definition of ‘Attack’:

Justice Randerson declared that for an ‘attack’ fo take place for the purpose of S57 of the Dog Controf
Act 1996 requires physical contact between the dog and any person, stock, poultry, domestic animal or
protected wildlife that results in injury. However physical contact in itself that may result in injury doesn’t
necessarily mean it is an ‘attack’ within the meaning of S57. Justice Laurenson added that an ‘attack’
that resulfed in contact or harm to a person’s clothing would also be considered an ‘aftack’ but also
provided for an ‘attack’ having the need to be an action from the dog that was infended fo cause
contact or harm.

Whether an ‘attack’ has occurred is subject to the facts and the whole of the circumstances of
the case. It could be considered counterproductive to prosecute for every ‘attack’ given the
definition of "attack’.

Use this File Fact Sheet to determine if the matter goes to the Council officer(s) holding
delegated authority to decide whether to prosecute or not.

NOTE:

If questions 1 and 2 are answered YES then the case MUST go to the Council officer(s)
holding delegated authority to prosecute or not, for further discussion. That doesn't
necessarily mean prosecution as an end result but it could so investigation processes MUST
be completed as per the Standard Procedure.

The only way it can’t go to the territorial delegation even if questions 1 and 2 are answered
YES is if question number 3 is answered NO:

R' s#. ...........................................

1. Did an attack take place that can be proven? YES /| #HeF

(see elements of proof aftached)

2. Was the attack of a serious nature? (see definition attached) ¥ES | NO

3. Can the dog be identified and connected to an owner? YES | N&
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Definition of Serious Attack
An attack of a serious nature will be that which

Elements of Proof — S57

resulted in an assessment score 35 or over.

Before an investigator can investigate a breach of law, he/she must know the component
parts of the law that he/she is enforcing. These component parts are often called the Elements

of Proof of Law.

The elements of the offence are all the component parts of the law, which must be proved

before the accused person can be found guilty

of the breach.

The time, date and place (location) and the identity of the offender (dog) must be proved in
every case, along with the specific elements of that offence.

TIME

DATE

PLACE

OVIQER
DOG

!

ATTACKED
I | 1
PERSON ’ STOCK POULTRY DOMESTIC PROTECTED
ANIMAL WILDLIFE
ELEMENT EVIDENCE

TIME STATEMENT

DATE STATEMENT

PLACE STATEMENT

OWNER REG DETAILS; STATEMENT OF ADMITTANCE; OWNER
DEFINITION PURSUANT TO SECTION 2 DOG CONTROL
ACT 1996; PERSON ADMITTED OWNERSHIP; PERSON
KNOWN BY COMPLAINANTMWITNESS TO BE OWNER.

DOG PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION

ATTACKED CARCASSES; BITE WOUNDS; PHOTOGRAPHS;
VETERINARY REPORT; MEDICAL REPORT:;
COMPLAINANT/ WITNESS STATEMENT; CLEAR
EVIDENCE SUPPORTING THAT THE DOG INITIATED AN
ATTACK.; (evidence that a dog is present at an attack scene
is circumstantial evidence onty).

PERSON STATEMENT
WITNESS STATEMENT

STOCK; POULTRY; DOMESTIC ANIMAL; PROTECTED AS DEFINED IN SECTION 2 DOG CONTROL ACT 1996

WILDLIFE
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) EXHIBIT 8

\

Invercargill

CiTY COUNCIL

Licence No: MEN/2017/53
Ref No: 02205532
Dog Ref: 31514

16 August 2017

Geoffrey Robert Lewis
94 Ward Street
INVERCARGILL 9810

Dear Geoffrey
NOTICE OF CLASSIFICATION OF DOG AS A MENACING DOG

Please find enclosed a notice classifying your dog Brittany as menacing. This is due to
observed and reported behaviour on 11 August 2017

The classification is due to the following behaviour:

1. Roaming at large.
2.  Attacked a person.

These events were witnessed by two people who have provided statements to Council. On
this evidence Council has determined your dog Brittany as menacing.

There are a number of responsibilities with having a dog classified as menacing, and these
are explained in the enclosed notice, and outlined as below:

° Your dog must be muzzled when it is “at large”, and this includes a public place orin a
private way.
o A clear property inspection must take place within 30 days of receiving this notice.

An Animal Control Officer will contact you (if they have not already) to arrange for a property
inspection to take place.

If you have any further questions about this matter please do not hesitate to contact Animal
Services at the Invercargill City Council on (03) 211 1777, and quote MEN/2017/53.

Yours sincerely

AR

John Youngson
MANAGER — ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH AND COMPLIANCE

Encl.

DCMENCL ~ Deed 01692394 /July15
Civic Administration Building — 101 Esk Street — Private Bag 90104 ~ Invercargill 9840 — DX No. YAS0023 ~ Tel (03) 211 1777
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¢

N\

Invercargill

CITY COUNCIL
Licence No: MEN/2017/53

Ref No: 02205532
Dog Ref: 31514

REPORT TO THE DIRECTOR OF ENVIRONMENTAL AND PLANNING
SERVICES - P M GARE

CLASSIFICATION OF DOG AS MENACING

The following dog requires consideration for classification as menacing in accordance with
the provisions of Section 33 of the Dog Control Act 1996.

Dog: Brittany, a female tan coloured Labrador cross breed owned by Geoffrey Robert Lewis
of 84 Ward Street, Invercargill.

THE FACTS
On 11 August 2017 a report was received concerning an uncontrolled and aggressive dog.

The complainant was delivering newspapers on Ward Street at approximately 3.00 pm when
he was rushed at by a tan coloured dog which came from 94 Ward Street.

He tried to get the dog to leave him alone, but it wouldn’t. He felt the hit his leg and believed
the dog was attacking him.

The dog then ran back home to 94 Ward Street and the owner put it away.

The owner of the dog admits the dog escaped its enclosed yard and was uncontrolled for a
short period of time. He did not see the incident.

A witness describes seeing a man being attacked by a dog. She says the dog was biting at
the victims lower legs and jumping up at him, not in a friendly manner.

The dog was seized under Section 57 and is currently being held at the Animal Care Facility
while the investigation is undertaken.

The file in respect of this matter is available for your reference.

PREVIOUS DOG HISTORY

15 June 2015 — Dog found, being held at 254 George Street, awaiting pick-up by Animal
Control Officers.

4 February 2016 - Wandering dog sighted by Animal Control Officer and chased home to
94 Ward Street. Animal Control Officer tied dog to kennel and informed owner. Owner
states he will be building taller fences to keep the dog contained.

30 August 2016 — Dangerous/menacing complaint. Complainant rushed at twice in one day
by the same dog. Owner to raise fences even higher to keep the dog contained. Owner
also considers use of electric boundary to contain the dog.

DCMENCL - Deed 01692394 /July15
Civic Administration Building — 101 Esk Street — Private Bag 90104 — Invercargill 9840 — DX No. YAS0023 - Tel (03) 211 1777
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2 March 2017 - Dangerous/menacing complaint. Complainant and her dog were rushed at
in an aggressive manner by a dog from 94 Ward Street. The dog was impounded.

THE LAW AND ANALYSIS
Menacing Classification
In order for a dog to be classified as Menacing the following needs to be established as per

Section 33A Dog Control Act 1996:

1)  The dog is not already classified as Dangerous under the Act.
2)  Athreat may be posed to any person, stock, etc because of:
(a) observed or reported behaviours; or
(b) any characteristics typically associated with the dog's breed.

Addressing each of these elements:

Not Dangerous Already
| have searched our database and the dog Brittany is not classified as Dangerous by
Council.

A Threat posed to any person...

On the information available there is a threat to people. The complainant and a witness
have provided a statement regarding the attack. The dog has a reported history of leaving
its property and rushing towards members of the public in an aggressive manner.

The dog shows considerable drive and ability to leave the enclosed area to the rear of its
section, despite the owners continued efforts to contain it.

Observed or Reported Behaviours
There are two statements relating to the most recent complaint attesting to the uncontrolled
and aggressive nature of the dog.

Dog Attack

Because there has been an attack on a person consideration must also be given to a
prosecution under Section 57 of the Dog Control Act 1996.

For a Charge under Section 57 to be established we must prove:

1) aperson
2) attacked
3) adog

Addressing each of these elements:

Person
It is clear that the complainant is a person in terms of the Act.

Attacked
For an attack to be proved there must be physical contact between the dog and the person.

In this case

The Statements confirm that there was physical contact between the dog and the
complainant.

DCMENCL — Deed 01692394 /July15
Civic Administration Building ~ 101 Esk Street — Private Bag 90104 ~ Invercargill 9840 — DX No. YAS0023 - Tel (03) 211 1777
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A Dog
The animal involved is a dog. Evidence has identified Brittany.

RECOMMENDATIONS
I am recommending that the dog be classified as a Menacing Dog.

The test set out in Section 33A has been met as there is evidence that the dog poses an
ongoing threat to persons. This is evidenced by the observed and reported behaviour of the
dog.

I 'am not recommending a prosecution under Section 57. While the elements are made out |
do not believe that there is public interest in prosecution.

A classification under Section 33A will send a strong message to the owner that he needs to
take care and be vigilant at all times with his dog Brittany.

| request that the dog Brittany be classified as Menacing.

Peter Jones
ANIMAL CONTROL OFFICER

DCMENCL - Deed 01692394 /July15
Civic Administration Building — 101 Esk Street — Private Bag 90104 — Invercargill 9840 - DX No. YAS0023 - Tel (03) 211 1777
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SCANNED
15 AUG 2017
7 & AUG 2017
Licence No: MEN/2017/53
Ref No: 02205532
Dog Ref: 31514
ANIMAL CONTROL
STATEMENT OF SERVICE
NAME OF CONTRACTOR: Invercargill City Council
Animal Control
ADDRESS: 101 Esk Street
Private Bag 90104
Invercargill
TELEPHONE: (03) 211 1777
FAX: (03) 211 1430
DATE: 22 . &7
DOCUMENT NAME: Menacing Dog Classification
REFERENCE NUMBER(S): 2\51t
PERSON SERVED: Geofliex Lewis
DID PERSON IDENTIFY !
HIM/HERSELF? Ng
TIME SERVED: 35 pm
LOCATION: 4 \Wad  Sleet
SERVER’S NAME: nNicole Vodd
COMMENTS: Wey i
SIGNED: W/

DCMENCL - Deed 01692384 /July15

Civic Administration Building — 101 Esk Street — Private Bag 90104 - Invercargill 8840 — DX No. YA90023 ~ Tel (03) 211 1777
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\

Invercargill

CITY COUNCIL

Licence No: MEN/2017/53
Ref No: 02205532
Dog Ref: 31514

NOTICE OF CLASSIFICATION OF A DOG AS A MENACING

DOG
(Section 33A, Dog Control Act 1996)

Name: Geoffrey Robert Lewis
Address: 94 Ward Street
INVERCARGILL 9810

This is to notify you* that this dog has been classified as a menacing dog under Section 33A (1)
of the Dog Control Act 1996. This is because of the observed or reported behaviour of the dog
being it attacked a person.

33A Territorial authority may classify dog as menacing (1) This section applies to a dog that- (a) has
not been classified as a dangerous dog under section 31; but (b) a territorial authority considers may
pose a threat to any person, stock, poultry, domestic animal, or protected wildlife because of- (i) any
observed or reported behaviour of the dog

Dog: Brittany, a female tan coloured Labrador crossbreed

A summary of the effect of the classification and your right to object is provided below.

....... L% RIS, S
{ PMBare (Date)
Director of ERivironmental and Planning Services

* For the purposes of the Dog Control Act 1996, you are the owner of a dog if:

e 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 fiving with and dependent on you.

DCMENCL — Deed 01692394 /July15
Civic Administration Building ~ 101 Esk Street - Private Bag 90104 ~ Invercargill 9840 — DX No. YA90023 ~ Tel (03) 211 1777
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EFFECT OF CLASSIFICATION AS MENACING DOG
(Sections 33E, 33F and 36A, Dog Control Act 1996)

You:

(a) must not allow the dog to be at large (Please Note: “At Large” includes your own property) or in
any public place or in any private way (other than when confined completely within a 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; and

(b) must, if required by the Invercargill City Council, produce to the Invercargill City Council, within
one month after receipt of this notice, a certificate issued by a registered veterinary surgeon
certifying:

()  thatthe dog is or has been neutered; or
(Il)  that for reasons that are specified in the certificate, the dog will not be in a fit condition to
be neutered before a date specified in the certificate; and

(c) where a certificate under paragraph (b)(fi) is produced to the Invercargill City Council, produce
to the Invercargill City Council, within one month after the date specified in that certificate, a
further certificate under paragraph (b)(i).

You must in accordance with Section 33E(1)(b) neuter your dog. The certificate must be provided to
the Invercargill City Council within one month of the date of this notice.

You will commit an offence and be liable on conviction to a fine not exceeding $3,000 if you fail to
comply with all of the matters in paragraphs (a) to (c) above.

A dog controf officer or dog ranger may seize and remove the dog from you if you fail to comply with
all of the matters in paragraphs (a) to (c) above. The officer or ranger may keep the dog until you
demonstrate that you are willing to comply with paragraphs (a) to (c).

As from 1 July 2008, 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 the Invercargill City Council in accordance with the
reasonable instructions of the Invercargill City Council for verification that 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 two months from 1 July 2006 if your dog is classified as menacing on or after
1 December 2003 but before 1 July 2006; or

° within two months after the dog is classified as menacing if your dog is classified as menacing
after 1 July 2006.

If the dog is in the possession of another person for a pericd 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 a 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 to a fine not exceeding $500 if
you fail to comply with this requirement.

Full details of the effect of the classification of a dog as menacing are provided in the Dog Control Act
1998.
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RIGHT OF OBJECTION TO CLASSIFICATION UNDER SECTION 33C
(Section 33D, Dog Control Act 1996)
You may object to the classification of your dog as menacing by lodging with the Invercargill City

Council a written objection within 14 days of receipt of this notice setting out the grounds on which you
object.

You have the right to be heard in support of your objection and will be notified of the time and place at
which your objection will be heard.

You must provide evidence to the Invercargill City Council that the dog is not of a breed or type listed
in Schedule 4 of the Dog Control Act 1996.

INVERCARGILL CITY COUNCIL BYLAW 2015/1 - DOG CONTROL
(Clause 15.1)

The owner of any dog classified as menacing must follow these additional obligations:

15.1.1  Anydog, classified as menacing by any other territorial authority, that now resides in
Council's area must be neutered as per section 33EB of the Dog Control Act 1996.

15.1.2  Any owner of a dog classified as menacing must follow these additional obligations:
a. Ensure the provision of a secure area where it is possible to gain unrestricted access
to at least one door of the dwelling.
b. Ensure that the dog is muzzled in any public place or when not confined in a vehicle
or cage.
c. Not dispose of the dog to any other person without the written consent of the Council.
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EXHIBIT 9

DOG FOUND

Request No:193469

Name of Complainant: .

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile:

Date Received: 15 June 2015 Time Received: 14:34:22

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Location of Dog -
Required to be picked up from the above Yes
address?
Comments on pick up (ie location, tied up etc) contained in the back yard
Dog Registered? If ges,- have you completed Undecided
etails
Is dog a Puppy, Adult or old dog Young
Dog Breed Lab x pitbull
Dog Colour brown & white with white socks
Dog Sex Female
Dog Markings
Have you contacted animal control Yes
Any other relevant information Janice advised

132




Request Notes

15-Jun-2015 DIANEL
14:34:37

female Lab x Pitbull  LISSAD
brown / tan with

white paws, no collar

or tag needs pickina

up from -

St15-Jun-2015

15:27:38

Hearing Agenda - REPORT TO THE HEARINGS PANEL

dog very scared , and abit on thin side , not cuts or scartches
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WANDERING / FOULING COMPLAINT

Request No:209931

Name of Complainant: Invercargill City Council - Animal Control
Address of Complainant: C/- Environmental & Planning Services
Private Bag 90104

INVERCARGILL 9840

Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile:

Date Received: 4 February 2016 Time Received: 15:41:13

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Geoffery Lewis

Owner name (if Known) and address 94 Ward Street

Complainants Address

Dog Breed Pit Bull Terrier
Dog Colour Tan
Dog Sex Female
Is dog a puppy, adult or older dog Young
What was the date and time dog was seen? 04/02/16 @ 14:50

Any further relevant information
Assisting Officer

Request Notes
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04-Feb-2016 ELLED
15:44:12

ACO 55/53 04/02/16 @ 14.50 saw dog wandering Ward street, chased it home had current registration tag on, tied dog
back up to kennel card left.

ACO 53 spoke to dog owner who called in and explained what had happened he said that he is going to make the fence
higher as she keeps getting out.

Inspection Notes

Inspection Notes
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DOG DANGEROUS / MENACING COMPLAINT

Request No:225712

Name of Complainant:

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9810

Home Ph: : Work Ph: Mobhile:

Date Received: 30 August 2016 Time Received: 15:54:50

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 94 Ward Street
Complainants Address
Dog Breed possible Lab x
Dog Colour Sandy
Dog Sex Unknown
Is dog a Puppy, Adult or old dog Unknown
What was the date and time of attack? 30/08/16 1.40pm and 3.20pm
Any further relevant information
Assisting Officer
Responded within 30 minutes? Yes

Request Notes

30-Aug-2016 MICHELLET
156:65:12
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Complainant walked ~ JANICEP
to and from work

today and both times

a 'sandy coloured,

sharp nosed' dog ran

out of 94 Ward

Street and across

the road barking. It's

3 days in a row this

has happended. A

student from Hargest

came out and knew

where the dog came

from and was able to

put it back in its
kennel.30-Aug-2016

16:04:45

talked to ACO53, he  MICHEALM
is attending to

this.01-Sep-2016

16:12:55

Card left Owner MICHEALM
contacted us we will

give him some ideas

to help to keep his

dog in.01-Sep-2016

15:20:16

01/09/16 @ 15:12 PETERJ
Dog owner geoff on

0211140836 He

thinks he may have

to raise his fence

even more it is

aleady six foot hig. |

said we can come

around and give him

some ideas (electric

fence) to keep his

dog contained. He

works until after five

so will sort pete to

go see him before

09.00am on sat

03/09/16 Call first

please pete.03-Sep-

2016 11:04:29

3/9/16 @ 10.00 Visited Gary for half an hour discussing options with him.
We discussed raising the fence.
My concern is that once he does this, the dog will ook for other ways out - there is a raised vege-garden that the dog
could use to climb another part of the fence, and there are also compost bins that the dog could use.

The north fencing was not very secure looking and when | went to inspect it, the dog rushed over and showed us that

there was indeed a hole in it. It went straight through to a neighbouring property but came back when called.
The owner was unaware of this hole.
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We discussed the use of an electric fence - He is keen to give it a go. | was unser of the availability of our unit, | will
speak to Mike during the week about it.

The owner also asked about the "electric boundry' where the dog wears a shock collar and gets a zap when it gets too
close to the boundry.
This would also work.

The owner is going to spend the next few days investigating both options on the internet and will keep the dog on its
chain in the mean time.

Inspection Notes
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DOG DANGEROUS / MENACING COMPLAINT

Request No:237999

Name of Complainant:

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9810

Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile:

|

Date Received: 2 March 2017 Time Received: 09:54:24

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Ward street 3 houses back from

Owner name (if Known) and address herbert poss 94 Ward
Complainants Address
Dog Breed Unknown, mediun sized
Dog Colour Tan
Dog Sex

Is dog a Puppy, Adult or old dog
What was the date and time of attack? 9:10am
Any further relevant information

Assisting Officer
Responded within 30 minutes? Yes

Request Notes
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02-Mar-2017 ELLED
09:59:21
choned in MICHEALM
regarding an
aggressive dog, she
was walking down
Ward street when a
tan medium sized
dog was barking at
her and was going to
have a go at her,
she said she had to
yell at the dog for it
to stop, she said that
she kept walking and
when she turned
around it was just
walking around
outside the property,
the dog was 3
houses from Herbert
street on ward street
on the right had side,
advised her that
ACOs would go a
visit as the area and
try find the dog as it
may still be out, also
said we may need to
get a statement off
her but we would
phone her back and
let her know how we
got on.02-Mar-2017
10:26:05
02/03/2017 @ 10:00 The dog was back on the property, But not secure, The dog owners have spent a lot of money trying
to keep this dog in its secure area Electric fence may do the trick. Dog impounded.Imp notice left in mail box
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BEFORE THE HEARINGS COMMITTEE

IN THE MATTER of the Dog Control Act 1996

BETWEEN DANUTA HELENA JADWIGA
BONIFACE
Appellant

AND INVERCARGILL CITY COUNCIL
Respondent

IN RESPECT OF AN OBJECTION TO A
BARKING DOG NOTICE
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SUMMARY

Appellant Danuta Helena Jadwiga Boniface

Dog Zara, a female black and tan German Shepherd cross breed
Argos, a male black and brindle Rottweiler cross breed

Objection received 29 January2018

On 24 January 2018 a barking notice was issued to the dogs' owner as the result of a barking
complaint. The owner, Ms Boniface, is objecting to the barking notice and requests a Hearing.

The Hearing Process

The Territorial Authority may uphold or rescind the Notice and in making its determination must
have regard to:

The evidence which formed the basis of the Notice; and

Any steps taken by the owner to prevent the nuisance from occurring; and
The matters relied on in support of the objection; and

Any other relevant matters.

-1 [ ] -]

The Territorial Authority must, as soon as is practicable, give written notice of:
o Its determination of the appeal of the Notice; and
° The reasons for its determination.

The Law

55 Barking dogs

(1) Where a dog control officer or dog ranger has received a complaint and has reasonable
grounds for believing that a nuisance is being created by the persistent and loud barking or
howling of any dog, the dog control officer or dog ranger may—

(a) enter at any reasonable time upon the land or premises, other than a dwellinghouse,
on which the dog is kept, to inspect the conditions under which the dog is kept; and

(b)  whether or not the dog control officer or dog ranger makes such entry, give the owner
of the dog a written notice requiring that person to make such reasonable provision on
the property to abate the nuisance as shall be specified in the notice or, if considered
necessary, to remove the dog from the land or premises.

(2)  Any person on whom notice is served under subsection (1) may, within 7 days of the receipt
of the notice, object in writing to the territorial authority against the requirements of that
notice.

The effects of the Notice are:

o The dog is removed from the property.

RFS: 260948 Ref: 02272054
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OFFICER'S REPORT

Dog and Owner's History

In April 2014 Danuta’s previous two dogs were removed from her property for loud and persistent
barking. They were not returned to her.

Between September 2014 and August 2015 Council received 18 barking complaints.
In 2017 Council received three wandering/fouling complaints and two barking complaints.

In January 2018 Council received six complaints, three of these being on the same night.

Timeline of Events for this Notice

17 January 2018 at 10.12 pm, the Water Tower received three complaints regarding the dogs
barking. The operator tried to phone the dog owner twice but there was no reply and no message
facility. The Water Tower operator stated that the situation was becoming serious and dispatched
the SPCA after-hours contractor.

17 January 2018 - The contractor entered the property at 20 Hardy Street and knocked on the door
but there was no reply. He went back out to the street and spoke to people waiting out there,
advising them he would remove both the dogs.

18 January 2018 an Impound Notice was delivered to the dogs' owner and two Animal Control
Officers visited thirteen houses in the area with six people providing statements. A statement was
also gathered from the dogs' owner.

24 January 2018 - Two notices were hand given to the dogs' owner. These notices stated
conditions to comply with before the release of the dogs.

ANALYSIS

Several complaints have been received regarding the dogs barking. Statements from neighbours
have been taken and these are annexed as Exhibit 3. This is evidence under Section 55 of the
nuisance being created by the loud and persistent barking of the dogs.

The dogs were removed from the property under Section 55(1)(b) as the dogs were barking
excessively and the after-hours Dog Control Officer was concerned for their welfare. Upon arrival
to the call out the Dog Control Officer heard people talking about poisoning and killing the dogs
(refer Exhibit 6).

There have been several complaints received by Council regarding the dogs barking. This shows
that the actions taken by the owner to control her dogs barking are inadequate and there is an

ongoing likelihood that the nuisance caused by the loud and persistent barking of the dogs will
continue.

RFS: 260948 Ref: 02272054
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RECOMMENDATION

In view of the history of complaints in respect of the dogs and ongoing concerns for their welfare, |
recommend that the Panel uphold the notice/confirm the removal because the barking is loud and
persistent. This shows a high level of risk that the dog will continue to cause a nuisance as the

owner has repeatedly failed to manage the dog's barking.

Should the Panel having heard Ms Boniface’s submissions reach a different decision, suggested
modifications to the notice might include:

° The provision of better fencing/kenneling to the satisfaction of an Animal Control Officer.

° A requirement for Ms Boniface to attend an appropriate dog training/owner education
programme.

o These provisions are put in place prior to the dogs release and within a specified timeframe
as determined by the Panel.

e All appropriate pound fees and sustenance charges are paid prior to the dogs being
released.

Note - The dogs are also seized under the welfare provisions of the Dog Control Act 1996. The
dogs cannot be released until staff are satisfied adequate welfare provisions have been made.
This can only be appealed to the District Court.

EJR Dickson

TEAM LEADER COMPLIANCE

23 February 2018

ANNEXURE

Exhibit 1
Exhibit 2
Exhibit 3
Exhibit 4
Exhibit 5
Exhibit 6
Exhibit 7
Exhibit 8
Exhibit 9
Exhibit 10
Exhibit 11

RFS: 260948

Objection

Dog barking complaint
Complainant statements
Impound notice
Notices issued
Afterhours report
Veterinarian report
SPCA report

Dog owner questions
Photographs
Complaint history
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EXHIBIT 1

Micheal Murdoch

From: Juanita Rose <juanitarosie@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, 1 February 2018 2:17 a.m.

To: Animal Control; Customer Services
Subject: re: Ref: 02259516

ATTN: TEAM LEADER - COMPLIANCE

I hereby object to the Barking Notice to:

1. Implement a management strategy to ensure the nuisance caused by the persistent and loud barking of my
dogs is mitigated.

2. Ensure that all fees relating to the impoundment and sustenance of my dogs while in the Council's
Animal Care

Facility have been paid.

I object to 1. on the basis that my dogs, Zara and Argos, do not cause a nuisance. The night of the 17th, on
which they were removed, was an isolated, one-off incident. Zara and Argos do not bark excessively nor is
their barking "continued, persistent, and loud." When they do bark, it is only ever in response to an external
factor and their barking is proportionate to the intensity of the stimulus. They also both have quick recovery
and any barking ceases as soon as the event causing them to bark is over.

I object to 2. on the basis that:

(a) Their removal was unjustified, unreasonable and heavy-handed.
(b) The dog ranger left no notice of entry or seizure and removal of the dogs.

(a) According to the Invercargill City Council, Zara and Argos were removed from my property under
Section 55 and Section 15(1)(c) with the reason for removal being "excessive barking causing a nuisance
and the dog(s) did not have sufficient food, water or shelter." Both Zara and Argos had proper and sufficient
water and shelter. When I arrived home following their removal, Zara still had three bowls of water (two
almost full and one half full) while Argos had one large bowl of water which was around 2/3's full. Both
dogs had a kennel each and were provided with further protection from the sun by trees. Both dogs had been
given dog kibble in the morning and wet dog roll just before I left home. Therefore, removing them on the
basis that they were not provided these basic essentials is simply absurd.

In regards to the barking, there seemed to be no interest given into what was causing Zara and Argos to
bark. However, as my dogs only ever bark for a good reason, it suggests that there was something very
serious going on that night. While the dogs were removed for causing a nuisance, the more significant
nuisance seemed to be that posed by particular neighbours yelling out and only further agitating Zara and
Argos. What is most concerning is that certain neighbours' reflex reactions were to threaten to poison and
kill my dogs, however, it was my dogs that were removed. It perplexes me as to why the police were not
called to investigate these threats. While the barking may have been mitigated by Zara's and Argos' removal,
this does not address the serious cause of such barking nor does it address the danger posed by threatening
neighbours.

Irrespective of whether or not Zara's and Argos' removal on the night of the 17th was reasonable, they
should not have been retained in the Invercargill Animal Care Facility. It is very rarely that my dogs bark
persistently for an extended period of time making this this an isolated incident and therefore my dogs
should have been returned to my property the following morning.
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(b) Section 15(3)(a) and 15(4) require any dog ranger to leave a notice of seizure and removal of any dog.
The dog ranger failed to do this.

I'have lodged a complaint with the police to investigate the threats made against my dogs and other
incidents that have occurred since the removal of my dogs in addition to trespassing certain neighbours from

my property.

Yours faithfully,

Dania Bielecki-Boniface
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EXHIBIT 2

DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Requesi No:260948

Name of Complainant: e

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: Work Ph: .- - Mobile:

Date Received: 17 January 2018 Time Received: 22:12:44

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address D Boniface 20 Hardy Street

Complainants Address L
Dog Breed rottyx and german shepherd x

Dog Colour

Dog Sex
ls dog a puppy, adult, or older dog
Any further relevant information SPCA attending
Assisting Officer

Request Notes

17-Jan-2018 KENNETHB
22:13:16
KENNETHB
Street along with
several other people
have complained
about barking dogs
at 20 Hardy
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Street. Situation is
becoming serious
and | have asked
SPCA to visit this
address.17-Jan-
2018 23:55:05

I attempted to JANICEP
contact D Boniface
on two ocasions
prior to the removal
of the dogs there
was no reply and
she has no message
faculity. The two
other people who
complained were

[ who
was very angry] and

During all
three calls the dogs
could clearly be
heard barking
through the phone.
Malcom SPCA
stated that the
female dog was
tangled up and
unable to reach her
water or shelter so
the dogs were
removed for their
own well being. At
aprox 23:15 D
Boniface returned
my calls she stated
her phone had been
on her charger.She
then called back 30
minutes later
wanting SPCA and
Animal Control
telephone numbers
which was declined
and she was advised
to contact A/C after
0800 tomorrow.18-
Jan-2018 09:05:55
AHC report in Objective
22:14

I received a call from Control regarding a situation that was developing in Hardy Street regarding two dogs barking

excessively. Control had tried to ring Dania she did not answer. Control had received so many complaints that someone
needed to attend tonight.
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When | pulled up to 20 Hardy Street | was met by three different complainants and | could hear many more yeliing. |
heard several threats of poisoning the dogs and coming over and killing the two dogs. As the dogs were barking
excessively | went into the property knocked and no one came out. | went out and spoke to the people on the sireet and
told them | would remove the dogs from the property.

| rang control and told him | would remove both dogs for their own safety he agreed that was the best option.

I am going to raisea MICHEALM
welfare issue with

the SPCA.18-Jan-

2018 10:36:59

18/01/2018 @ 10:15 NICOLEP
Imp notice handed to

boniface. She was

away taking her

daughters gear to

dunedin. Full

statement will be

taken between 13:00

and 13.30 today

Boniface is coming

into the office..

Myself and kelsi will

door knocks to get

statements on last

night and barking
issues19-Jan-2018

09:50:42

Malcolm (AHC) is coming in at 10:15 today (19/01/18) to give a witness statement regarding this incident.
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(AP~ 152 sk ef - 2oi g
ClTEe T EXHIBIT 3

~ 3253

RES number:  QE0OAU %

Complainant's address: __ Sheso i

Offender's address (if known): 50O Havaid  heed
= ‘

COMPLAINANT STATEMENT TEMPLATE

lesue being dealt with: T\}tzj"‘ Py KYW‘*Q%
“ I

Start time and location of complainant’s statement:

l %q ?g’\}\

Statement

B states:
That is my full name. 1live at
My home phone is _, my email is
I am currently employed at ,‘
My date of birth is _ -
I am being spoken to by gfe@; from the Invercargill City

Council about an incident %C:t;‘? %fk{'j S

(Statement below is written as if the complainant is talking in the first person)

PROBLEM SUMMARISED

L was lhove ladh niant, acound 722078 &
C‘k@g weve ey k;if\@}‘ Heavch  netaineurs
leltve Mo decs "J}n ot u;&??} WWas  grelly
ConFinuaus  var ‘{“gr% - Neant }ifz“”c’ilff @Uﬁ &
Cophe o0 F SO weve  Hreve Collo chingy
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€5- Teoawy el

Ay 5‘;6&%%

— (52 G

=7

Statement by complainant to confirm all that is wriiten is true and correct:

Statement:

. ) P 7
Signed: pated: | B 2 1§

Statement taken and signature witnessed by:
Name: _jz& <y © lzusen

Job Title: Dnivna )l Conhvo
Organisation: ( (

Warrant Number: __ ‘0 (% // (g

Finish Time: SRRAYA ETAA
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EAD - L &5 & X
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RFS number: Qé@g@ig
Complainani's address: _
Offender's address (if known): /¢ s cé'{ Sdveel

COMPLAINANT STATEMENT TEMPLATE

Issue being dealt with: _ e/ /2015 51‘4/0’;’*{ £
— :

Start time and location of complainant's statement:

L Siveet { nvesrcesge | [
Statement
states:
That is my full name. 1live at __ <t
My home pheone is _ , my emailis _

I am currently employed at

My date of birth is

| am being spoken to byd\ta\r\e_@i Mw~d@d~\~ from the Invercargill City

Council about an incident %’Z,u"ﬁi;w’\j C"&QC\; S.

(Statement below is written as if the complainant is talking in the first person)

PROBLEM SUMMARISED

| che  rev aoe [ssuec codl e

oleg's baviting - Bt Jhe wyny  most

clu Y ¥ / Cen C%'/X} hazv He & LT e

dvaia ;«\; She Aeg s mesd  clayr .gi’gjf[ﬂ/é 178 4
4 3ot < el !
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Statement by complainant to confirm all that is written is frue and correct:

Statement: ; j"&‘/}f’« EDZQ?\ Meach «H@g S“}ZI%@MQ.’\"[T‘ ot i‘jT
IS 4 cand Co Cack .

Signed: __ Dated: (51 ¢/ | /5.

Statement taken and signature withessed by:

Name: Nkckmg N 1&)«/51@5,(*

Job Title: D coi Ce ,&zj i
Organisation: | ¢

Warrant Number: &5 <O | 35

Finish Time: //- 9.
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LIt T Tk leste . 380 H ]

R A gy
t9s bz’ﬁ’;b&:;

RFS number: _gHoSie®

Complainant's address: ___ E—&m\,&j <

Offender's address (if known): _ 230 %ifci% Shveet

COMPLAINANT STATEMENT TEMPLATE

Issue being dealt with: T ey 3\, %";{%ﬁ\‘fiﬁ ‘

Start time and location of complainant's statement:

HCRCanA

Statement

states:

That is my full name. 1 live at ‘ Ss%‘(@f/%’“

My home phone is B _, my email is

| am currenily employed at _

My date of birth is _

| am being spoken to by KPQ i from the invercargill City

Council about an incident F} (‘3% ‘*2:}/ k‘w\@

(Statement below is written as if the complainant is talking in the first person)

PROBLEM SUMMARISED

(oo ba Cirgy @ ma*w% Tifwﬁ wwarcker
chaead  pockvaan fins @ﬁf\u v Adus .
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Staterment by complainant to confirm ail that is written is frue and correct:

Statement: LI ¢ / e CT

Sﬁgned:_" Dated: |& /1 /

Statement taken and signature witnessed by:
Name: rela, Qlauser
Job Title: _Odwal  (oningl

Organisation: E\C C

Warrant Number: ?—@K’% /(%
Finish Time: {1 -G 0o
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RFS number: 2609 &%

Complainant's address: _

Offender's address (if known): __ O Haed z,,; %%V—QQT

COMPLAINANT STATEMENT TEMPLATE

Issue being dealt with: Ravkive A m’\ﬁ;/’ {m%imﬁsj\@s

~. N

Start time and location of complainant's statement:

(Lo B

Statement

. states:
That is my full name. lliveat ___
My home phone is _ ~ myemailis
| am currently employed at _
My date of hirth is _ e
| am being spoken to by rels ; from the Invercargill City

Council about an incident D@ﬁ s ok !?.«ﬁ

(Statement below is written as if the complainant is talking in the first person)

o PROBLEM SUMMARISED
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Statement by complainant to confirm all that is written is true and correct:
i

Sta:‘&emem: %% zf@"’/j - /éﬂ«’é’f’i’;’ T /w—”?Z m "‘Zyﬁf

Signed: _ Dated: /g// // //f?;

Statement taken and signature witnessed by:

Name: _ LO\<, O\ avsse

JobTitle: _ v} Conol

Organisation: | (¢

Warrant Number: D OTE //E d
Finish Time: i 2 aea
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RFS number: .Zé(’) ‘/f}é&g

Complainant's address: __

T =

Offender's address (if known): _72 /ﬁf,ﬁ;&fé{ o

COMPLAINANT STATEMENT TEMPLATE

¢
lssue being dealt with: [ re 3 £ 1IG

Start time and location of complainant's statement:

il ot Theee 4

Statement

states:

That is my full name. |live at _

My home phone is _ , my email is

I am currently employed at

My date of birth is _

oo . .
| am being spoken to by %éﬁ'ﬂé@?{[ /}’szﬂ"éféx’fi- from the Invercargill City

Council about an incident /:)C\{:*? /Sarliine

(Statement below is written as if the complainant is talking in the first person)

PROBLEM SUMMARISED
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Statement by complainant to confirm all that is written is true and correct:

Statement: (hace fecl ol CrolevTo, i

Signed: Dated: (& |/ | (&

Statement taken and signature witnessed by:
Name: (V)4 ~eo [ Mo~doel )

Job Title: ;Ckm‘mj/% Cv«»gu«w/é G@w\;’/

Organisation: R CC -

Warrant Number: 2.0 [z '3 =5

Finish Time: i 2O
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Complainant's address: B S“infe;e,ir .

Offender’s address (if known): 70 PJ{««‘Q“’?@'{% }»»thae:{

COMPLAINANT STATEMENT TEMPLATE

L g 7 ,
issue being dealt with: > = vi<. v‘"? Aael S
4

Start time and location of complainant's statement:

Statement

- states:
=0

That is my full name. Ilive at - - > )

My home phone is S, my enfailis -

b am currently employed at _

My date of birth is

I am being spoken to by é\[\\ e hee % f\'/{u%" chec E from the Invercargill City

DI =S '
Council about an incident % S e Ea:w\i\j

(Statement below is written as if the complainant is talking in the first person)

PROBLEM SUMMARISED
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Statement by complainani to confirm all that is writien is true and correct:

Statement: _L L/ﬂLﬁV“'@ g”':g?@di fﬁ\eg 49%%'-;%{ M’iE ;%’E EY f) (@@%C—K*

Signed: _ patea: L§ /1 1Y

Statement taken and sighature withessed by:

Name: vﬂf\‘ tebve Vi ko L
2 . I
Job Title: vl Can el S

Organisation: _ ( C_<__

Warrant Number: 2. [& /[ ‘3*6

Finish Time: _ J/- /F
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Offender's address (ifknown): 20 tordy  Siceet
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WITNESS STATEMENT TEMPLATE
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lssue being dealt with: Dei{!% %mklpﬁ / welifore

Start thme and location of witness's statement:

F 0 Boen @ (e} Esw Siceel
Statement
- _ tatés:
That is my full name. iliveat __. . . e o .
My home phone is __,myemailis |

I am currently employed at

My date of birth is I

I am heing spoken to by N cole &k wela from the Invercargill City

GCouncil about an incident __ovy__ e 1™ of  Jdon

20408

éé":—(S’ta‘tenr?erﬁ helow is written as if the witness is talking in the first person)
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Statement by witness fo confirm all that is writien is frue and correct:

Statement:
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Statement taken and signature withessed by:

Name: N ¢

coe Tedd

Job Title:

O

Organisation:
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Warrant Number: 25
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QO{L&-% X

196

N



Hearing Agenda - REPORT TO THE HEARINGS PANEL

-
f// L
P e
// /
/ e
e
d f(
Z
ye
d
4 /f;t
/»"/
/f}/
4’{!
,/f/
ya
1""’4 /
// /
/zj
e /

Z
—
/
z
//
v
/ /
7 1 P /
s
i /
5

197



Hearing Agenda - REPORT TO THE HEARINGS PANEL

e . v I A
— (ST - 2

RFS number: _ 260448

Complainant's address:

i

Offender's address (if known): _ O Vowhon Sovee

COMPLAINANT STATEMENT TEMPLATE

lssue being dealt with: ﬁ{}ii ?%\(K%raﬁ;
~ e

Start time and location of complainant's statement:

o

5 Fen mx;@wvﬁ% ( x%u} ( exnnCi\

Statement

:‘D‘jﬂi a %‘ﬁ SO0 %&Q?M states:

That is my full name. llive at _ 2O Hﬂvd% Sheeet

My home phone is (3 F gafs 2852 | myemailis )

i am currently employed at —

My date of birthis {0/ {| /4885 G55

| am being spoken to by el 4 AN from the Invercargill City
Council about an incident T}Ci:}% ks ("\3

(Statement below is written as if the complainant is talking in the first person)

FROBLEM SUMMARISED
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Statement by complainant to confirm all that is wriiten is true and correct:

Statement: i}f‘l_)cf:’i ,::m:‘wc::i o t”%“@fi‘:«j}; SIS i’éz%f.:::%c{ «

N TS /)

{ " /
‘\‘ y //) g :,f
. % rd ¢ § ;ff = . (‘2 .
Sﬂgned”"\-&_/\ } - ;’/ \\ &%6«3&/ Dated: l S|
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Statement taken and signature witnessed by:

Name: _k=lSy  Olauzen

Job Title: _Avvinvvial (ool

Organisation: ¢

Warrant Number: %E?{X 2

Finish Time: ___ "< . 2 oy
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EXHIBIT 4

Request No: 260948

NOTICE OF IMPOUNDED/SEIZED DOG
PURSUANT TO SECTION 15 & 55 1(b)
DOG CONTROL ACT 1996

Date: 18 January 2018

Name: Danuta Helena Jadwiga Boniface

Address: 20 Hardy Street Invercargili

The following dog(s) have been impounded/seized by Invercargill City Council Animal Control Officers.
Our records show that you appear to be the owner of the dog(s).

The dog was impounded/seized on 17 January 2018 from 20 Hardy Street Invercargill

The dog was impounded/seized because: Failure to supply sufficient food and water or shelter for
dogs. Barking dogs causing Nuisance.

Description of Dog(s)

Name Breed Colour Microchip No. Sex | Age | REFNo. Reg No.

Zara German Shepx | Black Tan 982000356749009 F 3.10 30189 6441

Argos Rottweiler x Black 982000356753898 M 27 32553 7976
Brindle

Fee(s) Payable:

Impounding fees $ 80.00 Per Dog

After Hours fees $ 55.00 Per Dog
Sub-Total $ 135.00 Per Dog
Sustenance fees $ 20.00 per day Per Dog

Additional fees may be imposed if this notice is not acted on.

Unless the dog(s) is/are claimed and all due fees paid within seven (7) days of delivery of this
notice, the dog(s) may be sold, destroyed or otherwise disposed of at your expense.

To find out how to reclaim your dog, or if you have any questions about this notice, please contact
Animal Control staff at the Invercargill City Council, phone (03) 211 1777.

Yours faithfully

Elle Dickson
COMPLIANCE TEAM LEADER
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EXHIBIT 5

Ref: 02259891
RFS: 260948
Dog Ref: 30189
32553

24 January 2018

Danuta Helena Jadwiga Boniface
20 Hardy Street
INVERCARGILL 9812

Dear Danuta

BARKING NOTICE AND WELFARE NOTICE - ARGOS AND ZARA

Attached are two notices in regards to your dogs Argos and Zara which relate to:

1. Barking Notice - Please note that in this notice you have the right to object to Council,
where as

2. Welfare Notice - If the conditions of this notice are not met and a further notice is
issued, you can lodge an appeal with the District Court.

Please note that you must comply with both notices by the 9 February 2018.

If you have any questions you can contact us on (03) 211 1777 or by email

animalcontrol@icc.govt.nz

Yours sincerely

Elle Dickson
TEAM LEADER ~ COMPLIANCE
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Ref: 02259842
RFS: 260948
Dog Ref: 30189
32553

WELFARE NOTICE
PURSUANT TO SECTION 15(1)(c) OF THE DOG CONTROL ACT 1996

To: Danuta Helena Jadwiga Boniface
20 Hardy Street
Invercargill 9812

The Invercargill City Council has received a number of complaints regarding your dogs, Zara
and Argos. The dogs were removed from 20 Hardy Street, Invercargill on 17 January 2018
at 10.14 pm as the Investigating Ranger considered:

° That your dogs were unattended and did not have access to an adequate supply of
water and shelter; and

® That the physical condition of the dogs would suggest they were not receiving sufficient
food.

Your dogs will remain in Council's Animal Care Facility until an Animal Control Officer is
satisfied that the dogs will be given access to sufficient food, water and shelter.

You have until 9 February 2018 to comply with the above condition.

If the Officer is not satisfied that your dogs will receive sufficient food, water and shelter you
will be given a further written notice stating this and Council may dispose of your dogs in a
manner it sees fit.

If that decision is made you have the right to appeal under Section 71B:

(1) The owner of a dog to whom section 71A(1)(a)(ii) or (2)(a)(ii) applies may appeal to the
District Court against the territorial authority’s decision.

(2)  An appeal must be lodged no later than 7 days after the owner receives a notice under
section 71A(1)(b)(i) or (2)(b)(i).

(3)  The court must consider the matters specified in section 71A(1)(a)(i) or (2)(a)(i), as the
case may be, and any submission by the territorial authority concerned.

(4)  The court may—
(a)  uphold the territorial authority’s decision or order the return of the dog:
(b)  make an order in respect of any fees owing in relation to the dog under this Act.

Dated this 24th day of January 2018

Elle Dickson
TEAM LEADER — COMPLIANCE
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Ref: 02259516
RFS: 260948
Dog Ref: 30189
32553

BARKING NOTICE
PURSUANT TO SECTION 55 OF THE DOG CONTROL ACT 1996

To: Danuta Helena Jadwiga Boniface
20 Hardy Street
Invercargill 9812

The Invercargill City Council has received a number of complaints relating to the continued
persistent and loud barking of your dogs, Zara and Argos. The dogs were removed from
20 Hardy Street, Invercargill on 17 January 2018 at 10.14 pm as the Investigating Ranger
considered:

“That the persistent and loud barking of your unattended dogs was considered to be causing
a nuisance to the neighbours.”

In accordance with the provisions of Section 55 of the Dog Control Act 1996, you are hereby
given notice to:

1. Implement a management strategy to ensure the nuisance caused by the persistent
and loud barking of your dogs is mitigated. Note: It is recommended that you seek
professional advice on this aspect.

2. Ensure that all fees relating to the impoundment and sustenance of your dogs while in
the Councils Animal Care Facility has been paid.

You have until 9 February 2018 to comply with the ahove conditions.

Note:

1. You have the right to object to this notice within seven (7) days : Please note that
Section 55(2) of the Act provides as follows:
“Any person on whom notice is served under subsection (1) of this section may, within
seven (7) days of the receipt of the notice, object in writing to the territorial authority
against the requirements of that notice.”

2. If you wish to lodge an objection, please do so in writing within seven (7) days of
receiving this notice. Letters are to be addressed to Team Leader — Compliance,
Invercargill City Council, Private Bag 90104, Invercargill.

Contact us on (03) 211 1777 or email animalcontrol@icc.govt.nz if you have any questions

with regard to this notice.

Dated this 24th day of January 2018

Elle Dickson
TEAM LEADER - COMPLIANCE
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EXHIBIT 6
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EXHIBIT 7

Waikiwi South City
299 North Road ’ 102 Elles Road
PO Box 5009 PO Box 5009
invercargill 9843 W %é%ﬁéﬁré Invercargill 9843
E vsi@vetservices.conz VET SERVICES P 032159237

Thursday 25" Jamary 2018
To Whom It May Coneern,

I have examined two dogs for the Invercargill City Council (ICC) today for an assessment of health
and body condition. It is my understanding these dogs have been in the care of ICC fors the past
week and have been eating well.

Dog 1: “Argus”, entire male, approx 2year old, black & tan Rottweiler cross

EXAMINATION : Bright, alert, responsive, very outgoing, body condition score 3/9, weight
27.8kg, dull, dry flaky coat, facces soft on rectal exam, prostate normal, no obvious skin or dental
disease, mucous membranes pink, eyes & ears clean & clear on external exam, no abnormalities
detected on chest auscultation and abdominal palpation, taking treats well.

ASSESSMENT : underweight, poor hair coat suggestive of poor nutrition previously, otherwise
healthy dog

Dog 2: “Zara”, neutered female, approx 3 years old, tan, German Shepherd cross
EXAMINATION : Bright, alert, responsive, cautious but friendly, body condition score 4/9, weight
23.9kg, dull, dry coat, no obvious skin or dental disease, mucous membranes pink, eyes and ears
clean and clear on external exam, no abnormalities detected on chest auscultation or abdominal
palpation, has scar mid-line abdomen to support history of neutering

ASSESSMENT : poor hair coat suggestive of poor nutrition previously, otherwise healthy dog

Regards

Waildwi Vet Services Ltd

vetservices.co.nz
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EXHIBIT 8

Southland Branch

Southiand branch of the Royal New Zealand Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Inc
23 January 2018

To Whom it May Concern
BONIFACE DOGS — ARGOS & ZARA

The Southland SPCA Animal Welfare Inspectors were asked to attend a call out as a joint visit to 20 Hardy
Street, Invercargill on 27 November 2017 by the Animal Control Officers from the Invercargill City Council.

We arrived at the property at 11.30am to inspect two dogs. There appeared to be no one home at the time
of this visit.

There were two dogs restrained on the property:

“Argos” is an entire male Rottweiler cross adult dog. He was light in body condition with his ribs, spine and
pin bones visible. He was tethered to the clothes line beside his kennel with minimal water provided.

“zZara” is a female black & tan German Shepherd cross adult dog. She was in good body condition. She
was tethered to a tree with inadequate shelter and minimal water provided. She did have cover from the full
sun by the tree she was tethered too.

We left an Animal Welfare Act S129 notice in the mail box of the house as both doors to the dwelling were
inaccessible due to overgrown trees or piles of rubbish bags. This notice was to notify the owner of our visit
and inspection of the animals.

The owner, being Dania Boniface, made contact. We discussed with her regarding the concerns found at
the property. She advised Zara slept inside the dwelling at night in a crate but on nice days was tethered
under the tree to get fresh air. Dania also advised that Argos had lost a bit of weight lately as he had
become fussy with his food and not eating as much but had also been defecating more than normal.

We discussed a feeding and worming programme with Dania for the next month and a revisit would then be
made to observe the ouicome.

On 30" November 2017 SPCA Animal Welfare Inspector Hannah Dennison revisited 20 Hardy Street to
meet with Dania Boniface and to drop off the food. On this visit both dogs were tied to separate trees.

It was discussed that Argos should be fed little and often, by breaking his meals down to three feeds a day
of kibble with the evening meal including pet roll.

Supplied to the owner was pet roll, kibble and Drontal all round worm tablets for both dogs. And it was
discussed a revisit would be planned for some time during January 2018.

On 18 January 2018 Invercargill City Council Animal Control Officers Michael Murdoch and Elle Dickson
advised-me that both the above dogs had-been.impounded the night before._They arranged to meet me

that morning to view both dogs for my records.

On viewing both dogs “Argos” was still light in body condition with his ribs, back bone and pin bones still
visible. “Zara” was of good body condition.

22 Harewood Road, Woodend, Invercargill. PO Box 1325, Invercargill 9840, New Zealand. Telephone 03 2189 684
email: office@spcasouthland.org.nz
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In my opinion on viewing “Argos” on the 18" January 2018 there has been no improvement in his weight
but he has also not appeared to have lost any more weight since our original visit on 27" November 2017,

Argos’s weight will be monitored whilst residing at the Invercargill City Council Animal Care Facility and if
no improvement is seen it would be recommended that he visit a vet to be checked over. This
recommendation would have been given to Dania Boniface upon revisiting the property if the dogs were still
in her care.

If you require any further information regarding this, please do not hesitate to contact me or Animal Welfare
Inspector Hannah Dennison.

Regards

<\i\ﬂf\ \
L

N enny MacDonald
Senier Animal YWeifare Inspector
Education Officer

. ®

SOUTHLAND

PO Box 1325

Invercargill 9840

Office: 03-218 9684

Cell: 027 228 9376

Email: jenny@spcasouthland.org.nz

22 Harewood Road, Woodend, Invercargill. PO Box 1325, Invercargill 9840, New Zealand. Telephone 03 2189 684
email: office@spcasouthland.org.nz

211




Hearing Agenda - REPORT TO THE HEARINGS PANEL

EXHIBIT 9

Elle Dickson

From: Elle Dickson on behalf of Animal Control
Sent: Monday, 29 January 2018 5:02 p.m.

To: ‘Juanita Rose'

Subject: RE: URGENT PLEASE re: Ref: 02259516
Hi Dania,

Below are the answers to your guestions.

Kind regards
Elle

From: Juanita Rose [mailto:juanitarosie@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, 29 January 2018 3:18 p.m.

To: Animal Control

Cc: Customer Services

Subject: URGENT PLEASE re: Ref: 02259516

URGENT PLEASE

To Whom It May Concern

re: Ref: 02259516

1. Under which Section of which Act was Zara removed from my property and what was the reason for her
removal? Section 55 and 15(1)(c) of the Dog Control Act, the reason for the removal was excessive barking
causing a nuisance and the dog did not have sufficient food, water or shelter.

2. Under which Section of which Act is Zara being retained at the Invercargill City Council Animal Care
Facility and what is the reason for her retention? Section 69 provides Council the general power of
impoundment, Section 70 provides for impoundment of barking dogs and Section 15 provides for the
impoundment for Welfare issues. The reason for retention is that you have not satisfied Council that the
barking nuisance will end or that the dogs will have sufficient food, water or shelter nor have you paid the
impounding fees.

3. Under which Section of which Act was Argos removed from my property and what was the reason for his

removal? Section 55 and 15(1)(c) of the Dog Control Act, the reason for the removal was excessive barking
causing a nuisance and the dog did not have sufficient food, water or shelter.
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4. Under which Section of which Act is Argos being retained at the Invercargill City Council Animal Care
Facility and what is the reason for his retention? Section 69 provides Council the general power of
impoundment, Section 70 provides for impoundment of barking dogs and Section 15 provides for the
impoundment for Welfare issues. The reason for retention is that you have not satisfied Council that the
barking nuisance will end or that the dogs will have sufficient food, water or shelter nor have you paid the
impounding fees.

Dania Bielecki-Boniface
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

EXHIBIT 11

Request No:175629

Name of Complainant: Danuta Helena Jadwiga Boniface

Address of Complainant: 20 Hardy Street

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: Work Ph:

Mobile:

Date Received: 22 September 2014

Dog Owner Details

Time Received: 11:30:38

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 20 Hardy St
Complainants Address _
Dog Breed not sure
Dog Colour b/black
Dog Sex
Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog Young
Any further relevant information day /night

Request Notes

22-Sep-2014 COLLEENM

11:32:44
Dog barking Black/brown young 20 Hardy St all weekend still barking now
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request No:184353

Name of Complainant:
Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobhile:

Date Received: 4 February 2015 Time Received: 09:47:34

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 20 Hardy Street
Complainants Address
Dog Breed German Shepherd
Dog Colour Brown / Black
Dog Sex Unknown
Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog Young
Any further relevant information

Request Notes

04-Feb-2015 PHILR
09:49:27

Caller who is ashifft ~ PETERJ
worker complaining

about dog barking at

20 Hardy Street, has
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been non-stop this

morning since she

put it outside.07-

Feb-2015 14:56:02

5/2/15 @ 18.25 ACO54 & 56 visited 20 Hardy Street Re: Barking dogNobody home, card left.

72115 @ 13.45 PETERJ

Danuta returned call

Re: Card left.

Arranged time to vist

on 8/2/15 @

10.30am to discuss

barking

complaint.09-Feb-

2015 10:51:59

8/10/15 @ 10.30 ACO54 Visited 20 Hardy Street And spoke to Danuta Boniface re: Barking Dog.

Danuta went on to explain her daily routine. Given the routine described to me and after viewing the dogs behaviour, it is
my opinion that this dog does not nuisance-bark, but may bark reactively to external stimuli. The dog is walked for many
hours a day, and is given large bones when it is kenneled - which may only be for a few hours during daylight-hours

On 5/2/15 when myself and ACO56 visited the property, the dog was quiet upon our arival but barked when it saw us.
Once we left the property it became quiet again.

Inspection Notes
07-Feb-2015 14:55:55 Peter Jones

See general notes
@

&
Inspection Notes
09-Feb-2015 10:51:28 Peter Jones
e@ 10.30 See general notes o
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request No:188159

Name of Complainant:

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: Work Ph: __ _ obile:

Date Received: 26 March 2015 Time Received: 13:34:05

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 20 Hardy Street
Complainants Address ’

Dog Breed

Dog Colour

Dog Sex
Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog

Dog howls every day seem to

Any further relevant information quieten down at 10pm each night ,
dog is locked in kennel all day.

Request Notes

26-Mar-2015 JANICEP
14:10:52
Previous barking JANICEP

complaints.26-Mar-
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2015 14:16:086
ACO54 to visit property.

Also | rang SPCA PETERJ

and spoke to Mel.

She said she will

pass this complaint

onto Jenny.30-Mar-

2015 17:41:33

30/3/15 @ 16.30 JANICEP

Card left, no one

home. Dog not on

property.31-Mar-

2015 08:42:45

Dania rang wanting PETERJ

to speak to ACO54.

I informed her that

Council has received

a complaint

regarding her dog

barking and ACO54

had visited her

property and was on

his days off and he

would be in touch

with her when he

returns on

Thursday.04-Apr-

2015 11:04:01

4/4/15 @ 10.10 Returned ph call to Ms Boniface.
Briefly explained the  JACQUIL

complaints. She has

requested a

summary of the

complaints from

team leader /

manager.10-Apr-

2015 08:32:25

I'spoke to Ms Boniface yesterday. She requested that she be supplied with all of the information relating to complaints
involving her dog Zara. She said that she wants it in writing and she will pick it up.l obtain copies of all RFS' relating to
Zara and delete all details of the complainants. | write her a cover letter and scan and file into BURT. | leave it for her to
collect at the help desk and advise Ms Boniface that it's ready to collect.
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DOG GENERAL REQUESTS

Request No:188400

Name of Complainant:

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph ,. Work Ph: Mohbile: 027 746 7210
Date Received: 30 March 2015 Time Received: 16:22:34

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Request Notes

30-Mar-2015 COLLEENM
16:25:23
Noa poo on lawn JANICEP

owner

lives at 20 Hardy
St31-Mar-2015

08:46:18

Refer to ACO54 who PETERJ
has visited dog

owner regarding a

barking complaint

against her dog.11-

Apr-2015 11:13:06

Ms Boniface was notified of the complaint. She has requested written copies of complaints to date.
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request No:189449

Name of Complainant:
Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile:

Date Received: 18 April 2015 Time Received: 12:00:20

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 20 hardy st
Complainants Address
Dog Breed
Dog Colour
Dog Sex
Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog
Any further relevant information

Request Notes

18-Apr-2015 KERRYK

12:00:26

Barking Dog18-Apr-  PETERJ

2015 15:48:23

18/4/15 @ 12.45 Visited address, no answer from owner, left card. Dog was whining duration of visit. Dog next door was

barking loudly.
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Complainants saw me and expressed their fatigue with the issue.

Not concerned about the barking dog. Only the whining dog at 20 Hardy street.
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request No:191931

Name of Complainant: Anonymous - Customer Service Requests
Address of Complainant: Private Bag 90104
INVERCARGILL 9840
Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile:
Date Received: 24 May 2015 Time Received: 10:41:42

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

. Danuta Helena Jadwiga Boniface
Owner name (if Known) and address 20 Hardy St

Complainants Address

Dog Breed

Dog Colour
Dog Sex
Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog
Any further relevant information

Request Notes

24-May-2015 MALCOLMC
10:46:28

Barking dog at 20 PETERJ
hardy st.24-May-

2015 13:26:31

236



Hearing Agenda - REPORT TO THE HEARINGS PANEL

24/5/15 @ 11.25 Visited address, Dog was whining on arrival - quite loudly.
It appears that the owner was getting ready to leave, and take the dog with her. She seemed hurried and admitted that
the dog was whining for the last hour - only because she was running late with her usual routine and the dog knew that.

Inspection Notes
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request No:191958

Name of Complainant:

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: Work Ph: 03218 1949 ext 8111 Mohbile:

Date Received: 25 May 2015 Time Received: 10:26:21

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 20 Hardy St
Complainants Address
Dog Breed unknown ]
Dog Colour black & tan
Dog Sex
Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog
Any further relevant information ongoing issue.

Request Notes

25-May-2015 DIANEL
10:42:28

dog at 20 Hardy St JANICEP
barking day and

night, complainant

said there was an
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issue before,

appeared to get

better now back

worse than ever,

barking, howling &

wineing. Ongoing
issue.25-May-2015

11:14:31

ACO54 spoke to dog  MICHEALM
owner at the

weekend, see rfs
19193126-May-2015

11:20:03

25/05/15 @ 11:20 We sat across the road There was no barking anywere.

Inspection Notes
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request No:193196

Name of Complainant:
Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: 03 216 7389 Work Ph: 03 218 1949 ext 8111 Mobile:

Date Received: 11 June 2015 Time Received: 09:22:38

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 20 hardy street
Complainants Address ;
Dog Breed ger shep x
Dog Colour
Dog Sex
Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog
Any further relevant information

Request Notes

11-Jun-2015 LISAG
09:23:48

dog barked all night  JACQUIL
until 8.30am,

complainant got no
sleep was very
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grumpy would like to

speak to someone

from AC, please
phone11-Jun-2015

09:46:41

ACO 53 to attend11- MICHEALM
Jun-2015 10:34:47

See RFS 19319911~ MICHEALM
Jun-2015 10:38:38

See Rfs 193199

Inspection Notes
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request No:193197

Name of Complainant:

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile: |

Date Received: 11 June 2015 Time Received: 09:24:36

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 20 Hardy St
Complainants Address
Dog Breed lab x
Dog Colour black & tan
Dog Sex
Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog
Any further relevant information ongoing issue

Request Notes

11-Jun-2015 DIANEL
09:46:12

lab german shep x JACQUIL
tan & black barking,

barked all night last

night and over the
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last weekend,
complainant said this
has been an ongoing
issue for the last 6
years and he is sick
of it, he is having
chemotherapy next
week and will be
trying to rest and is
concerned the
barking will be a
problem. He
commented that
'she' dog owner
won't open the door
to us and will just
throw away any
letters / warnings.11-
Jun-2015 09:55:52
ACOS53 attending11-  MICHEALM
Jun-2015 10:15:46
11/06/15 @ 09:42 MICHEALM
Talked to the dog
owner, She said
there was a dog on
her property last
night causing her
dog to bark. She
thinks it was a
rottweiler, One
mouthful she said
she had seen the
dog next mouthful
never seen the dog
as was to scared to
go outside. Asked
her to contact ICC
anytime she sees a
dog wandering night
or day .Her dog
kennel is not a very
good, The dog has
got paper to sleep
on so will be cold at
night, | will contact
SPCAtodoa
property visit.11-Jun-
2015 10:27:18
11/06/15 @ 10:30 JACQUIL
Contacated
complaiant . Told her
what we had done
and what we were
told about another
dog on her property,
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She said bull shit,

Wished us luck

dealing with the dog

owner, Asked her to

call back anytime the

dog harks to

excess.11-Jun-2015

14:49:43

| spoke to Jenny from SPCA and emailed her the photo taken this morning. She's going to visit tomorrow afternoon. See
BURT under this RFS for photo.

inspection Notes
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request No:193199

Name of Complainant:

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile:

|

Date Received: 11 June 2015 Time Received: 09:30:08

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 20 Hardy St
Dania Boniface
Complainants Address -
Dog Breed g shep x
Dog Colour
Dog Sex

Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog
Any further relevant information

Request Notes

11-Jun-2015 HALEYD
09:30:29
dog barking JACQUIL

constantly all night at
neighbouring
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property, she had to
getup at 2.20am
and take medication
to be able to sleep.
When going to work
this morning could
still hear the dog
barking at Rodney
St. also noticed that
the bin of the
property wasnt out
this morning (it
usually is) so the
owner is possibly not
home.11-Jun-2015
09:54:57

ACO 53 MICHEALM
attending11-Jun-
2015 10:53:59

See Rfs 193197

inspection Notes
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request No:193233

Name of Complainant:

—~

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: 03 2163744 Work Ph: Mobile: 2163744

Date Received: 11 June 2015 Time Received: 14:23:02

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 20 hardy street
Complainants Address
Dog Breed ger shep x
Dog Colour brown/blk
Dog Sex
Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog
Any further relevant information

Reguest Notes

11-Jun-2015 LISAG
14:25:08
dog from corner JANICEP

wellington and hardy
street barked all
night, and on/off
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most of today.
Complainants
husband walked
down street to check
address and saw
dog in cage,
howling.11-Jun-2015
14:39:13
Team Leader JACQUIL
contacted SPCA
regarding the living
conditions for this
dog.11-Jun-2015
14:45:14
I spoke to Jenny ELLED
from SPCA and sent
her a photo of the
kennel that was
taken this morning.
She's not able to
visit until tomorrow
afternoon - but said
that she'd be
interested to see if
the kennel is the
same as the one that
Duanita had as she
was told to extend
it.11-Jun-2015
18:44:08
ACO 55/56 ELLED
11.06.15. @ 14.40
Sat outside address
briefly no noise
heard.11-Jun-2015
18:45:14
ACO 55/56 Visited 11.06.15 @ 18.00 Card left fro contact, dog was not present but the neighbours dog barked by fence
while we were there.
Visited ELLED
Street to gather
nhone deatajls
they said
that the dog gets
neglected and
dosent have good
enough shelter to
keep it warm, they
said the dog barked
most of last night
and they didnt sleep
because of this, they
are understanding of
the situation i
advised them to
phone any time day
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or night if the bark
keeps barking, i
advised that the
SPCA had been
contacted to further
the investigation.13-
Jun-2015 11:30:32
Refer to RFS 193326

Inspection Notes
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request No:193254

Name of Complainant:

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile:

Date Received: 12 June 2015 Time Received: 00:22:51

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 20 Hardy Street
Complainants Address
Dog Breed
Dog Colour
Dog Sex
Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog
Any further relevant information

Request Notes

12-Jun-2015 KERRYK
00:22:52

Barking Dog corner KERRYK
of Wellington St &

Hardy St12-Jun-

2015 01:19:12
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Result-attended JANICEP
0105hrs wait time

10min only heard 1

single dog bark from
address12-Jun-2015

08:23:27

SPCA to visit this JANICEP
property.16-Jun-

2015 09:35:23

See BURT - ARMOURGUARD REPORT
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request No:193310

Name of Complainant: e, Lo

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: ! .. Work Ph: Mobile:

Date Received: 12 June 2015 Time Received: 11:40:37

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 20 Hardy Street
Complainants Address

Dog Breed

Dog Colour

Dog Sex
Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog
Any further relevant information

Request Notes

12-Jun-2015 JANICEP

11:42:48
! rang to say dog from 20 Hardy Street was howling all night and is stil howling this morning.

thinks dog owner may not be able to afford to feed dog properly therefore dog is cold. She has also phoned SPCA but is
concerned that the neighbours appear to be 'ganging up' on dog owner because they are all sick of the barking and also
because of the previous history of dog owner's ability to cope with dogs.
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I'told her we are JACQUIL
working in

conjunction with

SPCA regarding this

dog barking. 12-Jun-

2015 14:07:25

See RFS 193326.
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request N0:193326

Name of Complainant:

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: Work Ph:

Mobile:

Date Received: 12 June 2015

Dog Owner Details

Time Received: 13:15:02

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 20 hardy st
Complainants Address
Dog Breed X
Dog Colour black golden zara
Dog Sex

Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog

Any further relevant information

Request Notes

12-Jun-2015 COLLEENM
13:16:27

Barking day/night JANICEP
Hardy/ Wellington

st12-Jun-2015

13:29:29
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Spoke to ACO53, he JACQUIL
is visiting this
property.12-Jun-
2015 14:02:49

| spoke to Danuta. MICHEALM
She wanted to know
who ACO 55 & 56
were and what time
the barking
complaints were
coming through. |
advised her and she
said that it's
interesting that these
complaints are
coming through as
she's been away
from her house all
day and her dog
Zara has been with
her. She said that
she's done that on
purpose as she
knew that the
neighbours have
been complaining
about her dog
barking. Micheal has
gone around to the
address and she's
definitely not there. |
asked if we could
call her when the
complaints were
coming through to
see if she's at
home.12-Jun-2015
15:55:38

12/06/15 @ 15:00 MICHEALM
Phoned Danuta Told
her we had an idea if
we put her dog in the
pound just for two or
three nights and dog
returned first thing in
the morning to see
how many
complaints we get
over night. She said
thats a great idea
And she would of no
problems at all as
long as her daughter
agreed. But Danuta
was one step ahead
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of me as she had

already arranged to

house sit for a friend

tonight and saturday

night, So there will

be no one at 20

hardy street over

next two nights.15-

Jun-2015 11:33:22

15/06/15 @ 09:00 Seen danuta and her daughter on kelso crescent without there dog . Went to 20 hardy street no dog
barking at all. | went to see if the dog was in its kennel and she was , Never even barked at me once she saw me.
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request No:193716

Name of Complainant:
Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: o Work Ph: _ Mohile:
Date Received: 18 June 2015 Time Received: 05:07:07

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 20 HArdy St
Complainants Address
Dog Breed
Dog Colour
Dog Sex
Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog
Any further relevant information

Request Notes

18-Jun-2015 MALCOLMC
05:08:18

Barking/howling dog  MALCOLMC
at 20 Hardy St, has

been going since

4am18-Jun-2015
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05:32:21
Contractor left site 0530 - QOA no barking heard.
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DOG GENERAL REQUESTS

Reqguest No:183933

Name of Complainant:

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: 03 216 73389 Work Ph: 03 218 1949 ext 8111 Mobile:

Date Received: 22 June 2015 Time Received: 09:13:47

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Request Notes

22-Jun-2015 COLLEENM
09:15:26
¢ JANICEP

St re dog
at 20 Hardy St22-
Jun-2015 09:27:37
Dog howling early hours of the morning until about 9am when owner may take it for a walk.Dog is stuck in kennel all the
time apart from when it is taken for a walk. Shut in for huge periods because it is unable to run around the property

because there are no fences.

Complainant's property 20 Hardy Street so says it is definitely this dog barking. Dog doesn't bark it howls and
screeches.

This barking is ELLED
affecting

complainat's health

and sleep.22-Jun-

2015 17:09:03
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ACO 55/56 Visited
22.06.15 @ 12.15
Card left.23-Jun-
2015 10:23:29

Hearing Agenda - REPORT TO THE HEARINGS PANEL

ELLED

ACO 55/56 Visited dog park 22.06.15 17.50 Spoke to Dania regarding the barking complaint from the night before, she
said that her dog was not barking at all and believes that it is a false accusation, after a long conversation about her dog
she wants to have a meeting with the people complaining about her dog and get it out in the open, she believes that there
is more to it than her dog, like the neighbours are picking on her, she would like to see all the complaints about Zara that
have been made, and where the evidence is for them.She was good to talk to and i understand where she is coming
from, my own observations of the dog are that she is very quiet and very rarely does bark, when i have visited her
property the dog hasnt barked which is odd as they would normally do so at a stranger, But that doesnt mean that the dog
isnt barking during the small hours of the morning.

I will consult with
Jacqui to further the
investigation.25-Jun-
201510:24:38

ACO 55/53 with
Jenny From SPCA
Visited 24.06.15 @
15.40, Spoke to
Dania about the
barking complaints,
we had not received
another one but
want to do a
combined visit with
SPCA with some
suggestions to solve
the issue. There is
no concern about
the welfare of Zara
she has good
kenneling and is in
good condition, we
talked about possibly
making a run for the
dog on the property
with consent from
management, she is
willing to accept our
help. We discussed
keeping the dog for
a couple nights to
see if the there are
still some
complaints, she is
willing to try it and
will let us know when
she is ready and we
will monitor the
complaints. Talked
about herself and
the complications
meeting to discuss
the issue and getting

ELLED

ELLED
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another party to run

it South alive is a

possibility. Dania will

contact us when she

is ready it trail the

dog inside the

house.13-Jul-2015

12:28:19

We have not received any further complaints about Mrs Boinfaces dog.

Inspection Notes

Inspection Notes

Inspection Notes
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request No:195117

Name of Complainant:
Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile:

Date Received: 7 July 2015 Time Received: 14:20:39

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address Boniface, 20 Hardy St
Complainants Address
Dog Breed X
Dog Colour brown
Dog Sex
Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog
Any further relevant information ongoing issue

Request Notes

07-Jul-2015 DIANEL
14:21:52

dog at 20 Hardy st STEVENB
barking all day

today, complainant

has just come out of
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hospital and has had

to listen to it all day.

Ongoing issue.22-

Jul-2015 08:12:37

50 and 55 visited 200715 at 1128.

No dogs heard barking in the area at that time.

Inspection Notes
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request No:198595

Name of Complainant:

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: Work Ph: WMobile:

Date Received: 19 August 2015 Time Received: 11:25:48

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 20 hardy st
Complainants Address
Dog Breed
Dog Colour brn
Dog Sex
Adult

Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog

Any further relevant information

Request Notes

19-Aug-2015 MARYT

11:28:29

continuous barking ELLED

starting at 5am?21-

Aug-2015 12:48:14

ACO 53 Visited 20.08.15 @ 8.45am dog was heard barking twice and howled once.
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The complaint came through after the dog owner had rang up about a dog being on her property at the same time the dog
was believed to be barking, so this will be the reason that the dog was barking.

Inspection Notes
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request No:199041

Name of Complainant:

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile: 021 0388 465

Date Received: 25 August 2015 Time Received: 15:18:31

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 20 hardy st
Complainants Address _
Dog Breed gs
Dog Colour

Dog Sex
Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog
Any further relevant information barking

Request Notes

25-Aug-2015 COLLEENM
15:21:01
Dog GS black f MICHEALM

barking 20 Hardy St
small dog there
als026-Aug-2015
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15:19:38
25/08/15 @ 15:40 Talked to boniface, Its not her dog barking as they were with her all day, The new pup sleeps inside at
nights. She told me about every barking dog within a ten km area.

Inspection Notes
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WANDERING / FOULING COMPLAINT

Request No:236540

Name of Complainant:
Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812 |

Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile:
Date Received: 13 February 2017 Time Received: 20:28:31

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 20 hardy st
Complainants Address ’
Dog Breed
Dog Colour black/brownish
Dog Sex

Is dog a puppy, adult or older dog
What was the date and time dog was seen?
Any further relevant information Skinny looking dog
Assisting Officer

Request Notes
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13-Feb-2017
20:29:09

Skinny
black/brownish
rottie?? from 20
hardy st has been on
his property again
crapping. Dog is how
back at its own
address. (Contractor
was not called as
dog is home)14-Feb-
2017 14:33:49
14/02/17 @ 11:33
ACO53/56 Left a
card for owner, dogs
inside house.15-
Feb-2017 07:48:18

MALCOLMC

NICOLEP

MICHEALM

15/02/2017 @ 07:45 Talked to the dog owner, We havent had any complaints about her dogs for a long time. Her dog did
get off its lead as there was another dog on there property. Her dog chased it to play. She ran after her dog by the time i
got there the dog had gone to the toilet on the property. The property owner came out and yelled abuse at her, She told
the owner she would come back and clean the mess up once she took her dog back home, She did clean up the mess
and said sorry to the property owner.No issues here as she does always clean up after her dog.

Inspection Notes

Inspection Notes
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request No:241049

Name of Complainant:

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile:

Date Received: 10 April 2017 Time Received: 12:39:05

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 20 hardy st
Complainants Address . P ]
Dog Breed
Dog Colour
Dog Sex

Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog
Any further relevant information
Assisting Officer

Request Notes

10-Apr-2017 COLLEENM
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12:40:37

Dogs barking when NICOLEP

people walking past

20 Hardy st10-Apr-

2017 15:19:03

We have not had MICHEALM

barking complaints

in a long time for

Danuta's dogs she

usually keeps them

with her all the

time.12-Apr-2017

08:25:48

11/04/2017 @ 11:32 Talked to Danuta she was untangling her dogs as they were tied up with old ropes chains ect real
mess. We had to cut one dog free This maybe why the dogs were barking. | had a good chain with clips swivels ect in the
work truck. | gave this to her and told her i will see what else i can find. She was very grateful. Call from her latter in the
day to say she knows why the dogs were barking. As there was a car load of young guys drinking and revving there car
up outside her property. The council has cut her hedge back and the dogs can see through it now. She will keep an eye
on her dogs.

Inspection Notes
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request No:245957

Name of Complainant:

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: - Work Ph: Mobile:

Date Received: 18 June 2017 Time Received: 11:01:22

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

danuta boniface

Owner name (if Known) and address 20 hardy street

Complainants Address

Dog Breed German shephard

rotweiler
Dog Colour
Dog Sex
Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog Adult
Any further relevant information continually barking

Assisting Officer

Request Notes
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18-Jun-2017 ROBERTN
11:01:20
barking dog at 20 MICHEALM
hardy street28-Jun-
2017 12:13:22
28/06/2017 @ 10:39 MICHEALM
Card left to contact
office Talked to
neiahbour from
street She
said the dogs only
bark when someone
walks past. | also
called the
complainant to see
how the barking is
going She said has
not changed it is
mostly in the
evenings.03-Jul-
2017 10:59:20
03/07/2017 @ 09:50 MICHEALM
and 10:55 Called
Bothtimes no answer
straight to answer
box but can not
leave a message03-
Jul-2017 12:29:59
03/07/2017 @ 12:28 ELLED
Called again no
reply.01-Aug-2017
13:04:53
have you spoken to MICHEALM
the dog owner?01-
Aug-2017 14:35:02
I will visit as she MICHEALM
wont answer her
phone04-Aug-2017
09:54.03
03/08/2017 @ 11:15 Talked to the dog owner Same old story Her dogs are not barking Her hedges have now got thicker
harder for the dogs to see through So bit luck this may help. All the time i was talking to her a dog from 27 hardy street
barked full on. Dog owner said now that is a dog that is barking all the time Had to agree. RFS done for the dog at 27
hardy.

Inspection Notes

Inspection Notes
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WANDERING / FOULING COMPLAINT

Request No:258212

Name of Complainant: Unknown

Address of Complainant:

NO ADDRESS ON FILE

Home Ph: Work Ph:

Mobile:

Date Received: 1 December 2017

Dog Owner Details

Time Received: 08:58:17

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address

20 Hardy Street

Complainants Address

Is it a Dog> Yes
Dog Breed
Dog Colour Black/Brown
Dog Sex Unknown
Puppy, adult or older dog Unknown

Not a Dog - What animal and how many

Date and time seen?

8.55am 1/12/2017

Any further relevant information

Assisting Officer

Request Notes

01-Dec-2017 LEEANNEM

09:00:18
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rung to advise that a black/brown med sized dog is running up and down Wellington Street,

it has followed him and a couple of elderly ladies. Unsure if it has a collar but comes from 20 Hardy Street, it is running in
and out bushes. Advised Peter
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WANDERING / FOULING COMPLAINT

Request No:258215

Name of Complainant: Unknown

Address of Complainant: NO ADDRESS ON FILE

Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile:

Date Received: 1 December 2017 Time Received: 09:10:48

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address Hardy Street?
Complainants Address .
Is it a Dog> Yes
Dog Breed Staffi Hunterway Cross looking?
Dog Colour Brown with Black on its back
Dog Sex
Puppy, adult or older dog Adult
Not a Dog - What animal and how many
Date and time seen? 9.00am 1/12/17
Any further relevant information Have contacted Animal Control
Assisting Officer

Reguest Notes

01-Dec-2017 JOANNED
09:23:53
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has called, KELSIO
while she was
dropping kids to
school, she noticed
a large Brown Dog
with Black on its
back looks like a
Staffi cross
Huntaway, not
wearing a collar,
wandering along
Hardy Street01-Dec-
2017 09:49:18
1/12/17 @ 9.30am - Zara seen on Hardy St outside property. Impounded.

Inspection Notes
01-Dec-2017 09:49:14 Kelsi Olausen

@Dog impounded notice left.
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request No:260783

Name of Complainant: .

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: Work Ph: Mobile:

Date Received: 16 January 2018 Time Received: 10:47:16

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address 20 hardy street
Complainants Address
Dog Breed unknown ]
Dog Colour
Dog Sex

Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog
Any further relevant information
Assisting Officer

Request Notes

16-Jan-2018 LISAG
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10:53:42

2 dogs on property NICOLEP
barking at early

hours of morning,
caller has lived in
area about 3 months
and they have been

a problem most of
that time. Early
monday morning

from 4 - 4.30am and
again at 5-5.30am,
tuesday morning 3-
3.30am . when dogs
are barking you can
hear people yelling

at them to shut up
and hitting/kicking
the kennelffence to
try make them be
quiet.18-Jan-2018
10:04:50

Refer to RFS 260952.
Dogs have been removed from this property until further notice.

Inspection Notes
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DOG BARKING COMPLAINT

Request No:260948

Name of Complainant:

Address of Complainant:

INVERCARGILL 9812

Home Ph: Work Ph: _ Mobile:

Date Received: 17 January 2018 Time Received: 22:12:44

Dog Owner Details

Complaint Details:

Owner name (if Known) and address D Boniface 20 Hardy Street
Complainants Address ' ‘
Dog Breed rottyx and german shefa%rd X
Dog Colour
Dog Sex

Is dog a puppy, adult, or older dog
Any further relevant information SPCA attending
Assisting Officer

Request Notes

17-Jan-2018 KENNETHB
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22:13:16
. - KENNETHB

Street along with
several other people
have complained
about barking dogs
at 20 Hardy

Street. Situation is
becoming serious
and | have asked
SPCA to visit this
address.17-Jan-
2018 23:55:05

| attempted to JANICEP
contact D Boniface
on two ocasions
prior to the removal
of the dogs there
was no reply and
she has no message
faculity. The two
other people who
complained were

street [ who
was verv angry] and

During all
three calls the dogs
could clearly be
heard barking
through the phone.
Malcom SPCA
stated that the
female dog was
tangled up and
unable to reach her
water or shelter so
the dogs were
removed for their
own well being.At
aprox 23:15 D
Boniface returned
my calls she stated
her phone had been
on her charger.She
then called back 30
minutes later
wanting SPCA and
Animal Control
telephone numbers
which was declined
and she was advised
to contact A/C after

285



Hearing Agenda - REPORT TO THE HEARINGS PANEL

0800 tomorrow.18-
Jan-2018 09:05:55
AHC report in Objective
22:14

I received a call from Control regarding a situation that was developing in Hardy Street regarding two dogs barking
excessively. Control had tried to ring Dania she did not answer. Control had received so many complaints that someone
needed to attend tonight.

When | pulled up to 20 Hardy Street | was met by three different complainants and | could hear many more yelling. |
heard several threats of poisoning the dogs and coming over and killing the two dogs. As the dogs were barking
excessively | went into the property knocked and no one came out. | went out and spoke to the people on the street and
told them | would remove the dogs from the property.

I rang control and told him | would remove both dogs for their own safety he agreed that was the best option.

I am going to raisea MICHEALM

welfare issue with

the SPCA.18-Jan-

2018 10:36:59

18/01/2018 @ 10:15 NICOLEP

Imp notice handed to

boniface. She was

away taking her

daughters gear to

dunedin. Full

statement will be

taken between 13:00

and 13.30 today

Boniface is coming

into the office..

Myself and kelsi will

door knocks to get

statements on last

night and barking

issues19-Jan-2018

09:50:42

Malcolm (AHC) is ELLED

coming in at 10:15

today (19/01/18) to

give a witness

statement regarding

this incident.01-Feb-

2018 12:06:04

Welfare and Barking Notice was issued to Dania on the 24 Jan, she came into the building at 12pm and i handed the
notices to her. She had 7 days to object to the barking notice.
Today, 1/2/18 at 2:17 am she emailed an objection to the baking notice. | have replied to her email stating that i would be
approaching the Chair of hearing as to whether the objection will be accepted or not.
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