
 

 

 

 

Note:   The reports contained within this agenda are for consideration and should not be construed as Council policy 

unless and until adopted. 

 
 

Notice is given that an ordinary meeting of the Environment and Planning Committee - Hearing 

Panel will be held on: 

 

Date:  

Time: 

Meeting Room: 

Venue: 
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9.30am 
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189 Queen Street 

Richmond 

 

 

Animal Control Subcommittee 
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 Cr Dana Wensley 
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Contact Telephone: 03 543 8455 

Email: julie.jar@tasman.govt.nz 

Website: www.tasman.govt.nz 
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2 REPORTS 

2.1  MENACING DOG CLASSIFICATION   

Decision Required  

Report To: Animal Control Subcommittee 

Meeting Date: 16 January 2020 

Report Author: Ross Connochie, Administration Officer - Regulatory  

Report Number: RACS20-01-1 

  

1 Summary  

1.1 An objection to a “Menacing” classification of a dog has been lodged under section 33B of 

the Dog Control Act 1996 (DCA) by Valentina Pembeci.  Ms Pembeci has requested that 

she be heard. 

1.2 The DCA Section 33A(1)(b) allows Territorial Authorities to classify a dog as menacing if 

they consider the dog may pose a threat to any person, stock, poultry, domestic animal or 

protected wildlife.  The effects of a menacing classification is that the owner of the dog must 

not allow the dog to be at large in any public place or in any private way, except when 

confined completely within a vehicle or cage without being muzzled in such a way as to 

prevent the dog from biting but to allow it to breathe and drink without obstruction. 

1.3 Ms Pembeci is the registered owner of Tylly a black and white female Huntaway Cross. Tylly 

was classified as a menacing dog following a dog attack person incident on the 28 

September 2019 and a dog rushing incident on the 2 October 2019; both incidents occurred 

at Rototai Reserve.  At the time of both incidents, Tylly was at large and not under control. 

1.4 At the time of both incidents, Ms Pembeci was living in a van with her partner Mr Lewis Toki, 

two adult dogs Tylly and Luna (Luna belongs to Mr Toki), and eight puppies whelped by 

Tylly.  Neither dog was registered at the time of the incidents.  

1.5 Punitive actions available to Council range from - prosecution and destruction of the dog, 

classification as dangerous, imposition of financial penalties, and classification as menacing.  

The nature of the incidents and failure/reluctance of the owner to adequately control the dog 

led to a decision to classify the dog as menacing.  This decision is now under challenge. 

1.6 The Hearing Panel may uphold or rescind the classification. 
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2 Draft Resolution 

 

 

That the Animal Control Subcommittee receives the Menacing Dog Classification Hearing 

report REP; and either:  

 

1. Upholds the menacing classification for the dog Tylly owned by Valentina 

Pembeci; or:  

2. Rescinds the menacing classification for the dog Tylly owned by Valentina 

Pembeci.  

 

 

3 Purpose of the Report 

3.1 To explain the process and reasoning behind the imposition of the “Menacing’’ classification 

on the dog and to allow the panel to decide on whether this is the appropriate classification 

in the circumstances. 

 

4 Background and Discussion 

4.1 Dog attack/dog rushing incident mid-morning 28 September 2019.  The complainant was 

walking on the beach near Rototai Reserve when a black and white dog rushed at the 

complainant grabbing her by her jersey (elbow area).  The owner of the van where the dog 

came from spoke to the complainant.  The owner was later identified as Mr Lewis Toki and 

the dog as Tylly. 

4.2 Dog rushing incident mid-morning 2 October 2019.  The complainant was walking on the 

beach near Rototai Reserve.  The complainant noticed a van parked in the reserve, a black 

and white dog came from the van and rushed aggressively at the complainant and 

attempted to bite her.  The dog was later identified as Tylly. 

4.3 The evidence of the complainants is not in dispute. 

4.4 Tylly had recently whelped and would have been protective of her pups.  The dog owner 

displayed a level of recklessness in not adequately confining and controlling Tylly in a public 

area. 

4.5 Having reviewed the statements of the two complainants and Ms Pembeci, staff believe that 

Tylly poses a threat to the general public and that the requirement to wear a muzzle would 

mitigate that threat.  Accordingly, the decision has been made to classify Tylly as a 

menacing dog. 
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5 Options 

5.1 In considering the objection, the Sub-committee may either uphold or rescind the 

classification.  The DCA indicates that the following must be considered: 

33B Objection to classification of dog under section 33A 

(1) If a dog 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. 

(2) The territorial authority considering an objection under subsection (1) may uphold 

or rescind the classification, and in making its determination must have regard 

to— 

(a) the evidence which formed the basis for the classification; and 

(b) any steps taken by the owner to prevent any threat to the safety of persons or 

animals; and 

(c) the matters relied on in support of the objection; and  

(d) any other relevant matters. 

 

6 Key Points 

6.1 The evidence of the complaints is not in dispute, the dog rushing/attack incidents did take 

place. 

6.2 In both instances, Tylly was at large and not under control. 

6.3 The imposition of a menacing classification is the least punitive action available to Council. 

6.4 Council is obliged to ensure that the general public is protected from nuisance or harm from 

dogs. 

6.5 The imposition of a menacing classification, while not preventing Tylly from rushing a 

person, will prevent Tylly from inflicting any bite injury. 

 

7 Decision on What Action To Take 

7.1 Dogs attacking persons are considered to have committed a serious offence under the Act.  

The punitive options available to Council in this instance are: 

7.1.1 Prosecution under s57 (Dogs attacking persons) which carries a maximum fine of 

$3000 plus reparation to the victim.  The dog involved must also be destroyed unless 

there are extenuating circumstances. 

7.1.2 Classification as “Dangerous” under s31. This puts requirements on the owner to 

ensure that there is a safe access way to their property, muzzling of the dog in public, 

neutering of the dog, increased registration fees, and consent from Council to transfer 

ownership to another person. 

7.1.3 An Infringement Notice for $200 for failure to keep a dog under effective control. 
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7.1.4 Classification of the dog as “Menacing”. 

7.2 Given the facts, a decision was made by the Regulatory Manager on 10 October 2019 to 

classify the dog as “Menacing” under Section 33A(b) of the DCA: 

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; or 

(ii) any characteristics typically associated with the dog’s breed or type. 

(2) A territorial authority may, for the purposes of section 33E(1)(a), classify a dog to 

which this section applies as a menacing dog. 

7.3 A copy of the Menacing classification notice is attached as Attachment 1. 

7.4 The primary effects of the classification are that Tylly must be muzzled when in public. 

 

8 Process 

8.1 Ms Pembeci has the opportunity to make a statement to the Hearing Panel. 

8.2 The Regulatory Manager will explain Council’s position. 

8.3 Ms Pembeci has the right of reply. 

8.4 At any time the panel may ask questions of those present. 

8.5 The Hearing Panel will go into Committee and make its decision. 

8.6 Ms Pembeci is informed of the panel’s decision. 

 

9 Policy / Legal Requirements / Plan 

9.1 Dogs attacking/rushing persons are considered to have committed a serious offence under 

the DCA.  The punitive options available to Council in this instance are shown in section 7 

above. 

9.2 Failure to take any action in such circumstances would be extremely unusual and would 

need to be justified by some form of extenuating circumstance, none was found. 

9.3 After the panel makes it decision it must, as soon as practicable, give written notice to the 

owner of:  

(a) it’s determination of the objection; and 

(b) the reasons for its determination. 

 

10 Conclusion 

10.1 Council has a responsibility to impose on the owners of dogs obligations designed to ensure 

that dogs do not cause a nuisance to any person and do not injure, endanger, or cause 
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distress to any person.  By upholding the menacing classification, Council will be seen to be 

taking the action necessary to significantly reduce the chances of Tylly being involved in any 

future biting incident.  If the classification is rescinded it would make it very difficult to 

consistently deal with any future dog attacks of a similar nature.  It would also put council at 

significant reputational risk if Tylly were to attack someone again.  

 

11 Next Steps / Timeline 

11.1 Council must, as soon as practicable, give written notice to the owner of - 

11.1.1 Council’s determination of the objection; and 

11.1.2 The reasons for Council’s determination. 

 

12 Attachments 

1.⇩   Menacing Classification Tylly 11 

2.⇩   Request for Hearing-Pembeci 15 

3.⇩   Incident Report Redacted 17 

4.⇩   Witness Statement Redacted 21 

5.⇩   Service Request Redacted 23 
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2.2  MENACING DOG CLASSIFICATION   

Decision Required  

Report To: Animal Control Subcommittee 

Meeting Date: 16 January 2020 

Report Author: Ross Connochie, Administration Officer - Regulatory  

Report Number: RACS20-01-2 

  

1 Summary  

1.1 An objection to a “Menacing” classification of a dog has been lodged under section 33B of 

the Dog Control Act 1996 (DCA) by Jamie Couper.  Ms Couper has requested that she be 

heard. 

1.2 The DCA Section 33A(1)(b) allows Territorial Authorities to classify a dog as menacing if 

they consider the dog may pose a threat to any person, stock, poultry, domestic animal or 

protected wildlife.  The effects of a menacing classification is that the owner of the dog must 

not allow the dog to be at large in any public place or in any private way, except when 

confined completely within a vehicle or cage without being muzzled in such a way as to 

prevent the dog from biting but to allow it to breathe and drink without obstruction. 

1.3 Ms Couper is the registered owner of Cobey a brown Labrador Retriever/ English Pointer 

resident at 29 McGlashen Street, Motueka.  Cobey was classified as a menacing dog 

following a dog attack person incident on the 30 August 2019 the incident occurred at 40 

Staples Street Motueka.  At the time of the incident, Cobey was at large and not under 

control. 

1.4 Punitive actions available to Council range from - prosecution and destruction of the dog, 

classification as dangerous, imposition of financial penalties, and classification as menacing.  

The nature of the incidents and failure of the owner to adequately control the dog led to a 

decision to classify the dog as menacing.  This decision is now under challenge. 

1.5 The Hearing Panel may uphold or rescind the classification. 

 

2 Draft Resolution 

 

That the Animal Control Subcommittee receives the Menacing Dog Classification Hearing 

report REP; and either:  

 

1. Upholds the menacing classification for the dog Cobey owned by Jamie 

Couper; or:  

2. Rescinds the menacing classification for the dog Cobey owned by Jamie 

Couper.  
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3 Purpose of the Report 

3.1 To explain the process and reasoning behind the imposition of the “Menacing’’ classification 

on the dog and to allow the panel to decide on whether this is the appropriate classification 

in the circumstances. 

 

4 Background and Discussion 

4.1 Dog attack person 10.30am 30 August 2019.  The complainant and her partner noticed two 

dogs on their property at 40 Staples Street Motueka.  It was noticed that one dog was 

significantly older than the other.  While the complainant was attempting to identify the older 

dog, the younger dog has rushed and then attacked the complainant inflicting minor bite 

injuries on her right arm. 

4.2 The older dog was restrained by the complainant’s partner and later seized by the 

investigating Animal Control Officer.  The dog was identified as Milo, a brown, male, 

Labrador retriever.  Milo is owned by Duncan Barrett of 29 McGlashen Street, Motueka.  

4.3 The younger dog was not able to be secured.  On the 2 September 2019 the investigating 

office took a photo of Cobey.  On viewing the photo the complainant was not 100% certain 

that it was the attacking dog, however, the partner of the complainant identified Cobey as 

the attacking dog.  

4.4 At the time of the incident; Cobey was registered as being resident at 31 Poole Street 

Motueka.  Milo was unregistered and resident at 29 McGlashen Street.  Another dog 

“Chase’, a Black Border Collie Cross owned by Louise Nalder, was recorded as being 

resident at 29 McGlashen Street. 

4.5 On investigation it was found that Cobey and Milo were resident at 29 McGlashen Street and 

the dog Chase was deceased.  This explains some initial confusion as to the identity of the 

dogs. 

4.6 In relation to the attack, Ms Couper was issued an Infringement Notice for failing to control a 

dog (Cobey).  The infringement was not contested and the fine was paid on the 22 

November 2019. 

4.7 Having reviewed the statements of the complainant and the investigating Animal Control 

Officer, staff believe that Cobey was the attacking dog and that Cobey poses a threat to the 

general public and that the requirement to wear a muzzle would mitigate that threat. 

Accordingly, the decision has been made to classify Cobey as a menacing dog. 

 

5 Options 

5.1 In considering the objection the Sub-committee may either uphold or rescind the 

classification.  The DCA indicates that the following must be considered: 

33B Objection to classification of dog under section 33A 

(1) If a dog 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 
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(b) has the right to be heard in support of the objection. 

(2) The territorial authority considering an objection under subsection (1) may uphold 

or rescind the classification, and in making its determination must have regard 

to— 

(a) the evidence which formed the basis for the classification; and 

(b) any steps taken by the owner to prevent any threat to the safety of persons or 

animals; and 

(c) the matters relied on in support of the objection; and  

(d) any other relevant matters. 

 

6 Key Points 

6.1 The evidence of the complainant is not in dispute, the dog attack incident did take place. 

6.2 Council staff are satisfied that Cobey and Milo were the dogs at large on 40 Staple Street 

and that Cobey was the dog who attacked the complainant. 

6.3 The imposition of an infringement Notice and menacing classification is the least punitive 

action available to Council. 

6.4 Council is obliged to ensure that the general public is protected from nuisance or harm from 

dogs. 

6.5 The imposition of a menacing classification, while not preventing Cobey from rushing a 

person, will prevent Cobey from inflicting any bite injury. 

 

7 Decision on What Action To Take 

7.1 Dogs attacking persons are considered to have committed a serious offence under the Act.  

The punitive options available to Council in this instance are: 

7.1.1 Prosecution under s57 (Dogs attacking persons) which carries a maximum fine of 

$3000 plus reparation to the victim.  The dog involved must also be destroyed unless 

there are extenuating circumstances. 

7.1.2 Classification as “Dangerous” under s31. This puts requirements on the owner to 

ensure that there is a safe access way to their property, muzzling of the dog in public, 

neutering of the dog, increased registration fees, and consent from Council to transfer 

ownership to another person. 

7.1.3 An Infringement Notice for $200 for failure to keep a dog under effective control. 

7.1.4 Classification of the dog as “Menacing”. 

7.2 Given the facts, a decision was made by the Regulatory Manager on 19 September 2019 to 

classify the dog as “Menacing” under Section 33A(b) of the DCA: 

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 
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(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 

(ii) any characteristics typically associated with the dog’s breed or type. 

(2) A territorial authority may, for the purposes of section 33E(1)(a), classify a dog to 

which this section applies as a menacing dog. 

7.3 A copy of the Menacing classification notice is attached as Attachment 1. 

7.4 The primary effects of the classification is that Cobey must be muzzled when in public. 

 

8 Process 

8.1 Ms Couper has the opportunity to make a statement to the Hearing Panel. 

8.2 The Regulatory Manager will explain Council’s position. 

8.3 Ms Couper has the right of reply. 

8.4 At any time the panel may ask questions of those present. 

8.5 The Hearing Panel will go into Committee and make its decision. 

8.6 Ms Couper is informed of the panel’s decision. 

 

9 Policy / Legal Requirements / Plan 

9.1 Dogs attacking/rushing persons are considered to have committed a serious offence under 

the DCA.  The punitive options available to Council in this instance are shown in section 7 

above. 

9.2 Failure to take any action in such circumstances would be extremely unusual and would 

need to be justified by some form of extenuating circumstance, none was found. 

9.3 After the panel makes it decision it must, as soon as practicable, give written notice to the 

owner of  

(a) its determination of the objection; and 

(b) the reasons for its determination. 

 

10 Conclusion 

10.1 Council has a responsibility to impose on the owners of dogs obligations designed to ensure 

that dogs do not cause a nuisance to any person and do not injure, endanger, or cause 

distress to any person.  By upholding the menacing classification Council will be seen to be 

taking the action necessary to significantly reduce the chances of Cobey being involved in 

any future biting incident.  If the classification is rescinded it would make it very difficult to 

consistently deal with any future dog attacks of a similar nature.  It would also pose a 

significant reputational risk to council should Cobey bite someone again. 
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11 Next Steps / Timeline 

11.1 Council must, as soon as practicable, give written notice to the owner of -  

11.1.1 Council’s determination of the objection; and 

11.1.2 The reasons for Council’s determination. 
 

12 Attachments 

1.⇩   Menacing Classification Cobey 31 

2.⇩   Infringement Notice Couper 35 

3.⇩   Request for hearing Couper 37 

4.⇩   Complainant Statement Redacted 39 

5.⇩   Couper letter to complainant Redacted 41 

6.⇩   Email Memo Control Services Redacted 43 

7.⇩   Couper Incident Report Redacted 45 
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2.3  MENACING DOG CLASSIFICATION   

Decision Required  

Report To: Animal Control Subcommittee 

Meeting Date: 16 January 2020 

Report Author: Ross Connochie, Administration Officer - Regulatory  

Report Number: RACS20-01-3 

  

1 Summary  

1.1 An objection to a “Menacing” classification of a dog has been lodged under section 33B of 

the Dog Control Act 1996 (DCA) by Lewis Toki.  Mr Toki has requested that he be heard. 

1.2 The DCA Section 33A(1)(b) allows Territorial Authorities to Classify a dog as menacing if 

they consider the dog may pose a threat to any person, stock, poultry, domestic animal or 

protected wildlife.  The effects of a menacing classification is that the owner of the dog must 

not allow the dog to be at large in any public place or in any private way, except when 

confined completely within a vehicle or cage without being muzzled in such a way as to 

prevent the dog from biting but to allow it to breathe and drink without obstruction. 

1.3 Mr Toki is the registered owner of Luna a black and white female Huntaway Cross.  Luna 

was classified as a menacing dog following a dog attack stock incident on 6 November 2019 

at 1890 Taka Valley Highway.  At the time of the incident, Luna was at large and not under 

control. 

1.4 At the time of the incident, Mr Toki was living in a van at Paynes Ford Takaka.  Luna was not 

registered at the time of the incident.  

1.5 Punitive actions available to Council range from - prosecution and destruction of the dog, 

classification as dangerous, imposition of financial penalties, and classification as menacing.  

The nature of the incidents and failure/reluctance of the owner to adequately control the dog 

led to a decision to classify the dog as menacing.  This decision is now under challenge. 

1.6 The Hearing Panel may uphold or rescind the classification. 

 

2 Draft Resolution 

 

That the Animal Control Subcommittee receives the Menacing Dog Classification Hearing 

report REP; and either:  

 

1. Upholds the menacing classification for the dog Luna owned by Lewis Toki; 

or:  

2. Rescinds the menacing classification for the dog Luna owned by Lewis 

Toki.  
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3 Purpose of the Report 

3.1 To explain the process and reasoning behind the imposition of the “Menacing’’ classification 

on the dog and to allow the panel to decide on whether this is the appropriate classification 

in the circumstances. 

 

4 Background and Discussion 

4.1 Dog attack on stock incident - 5.00pm 6 November 2019 at 1890 Takaka Valley Highway 

Luna, being at large and not under control, has attacked and injured two goats belonging to 

the complainant. 

4.2 The goats required the attention of a veterinarian and Mr Toki’s parter Valentina Pembeci 

has paid the associated fees.  

4.3 The evidence of the complainant is not in dispute. 

4.4 Having reviewed the evidence, staff believe that Luna poses a threat to stock, domestic pets 

and protected wildlife and that the requirement to wear a muzzle would mitigate that threat.  

Accordingly the decision has been made to classify Luna as a menacing dog. 

 

5 Options 

5.1 In considering the objection the Sub-committee may either uphold or rescind the 

classification.  The DCA indicates that the following must be considered: 

33B Objection to classification of dog under section 33A 

(1) If a dog 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. 

(2) The territorial authority considering an objection under subsection (1) may uphold 

or rescind the classification, and in making its determination must have regard 

to— 

(a) the evidence which formed the basis for the classification; and 

(b) any steps taken by the owner to prevent any threat to the safety of persons or 

animals; and 

(c) the matters relied on in support of the objection; and  

(d) any other relevant matters. 

 

6 Key Points 

6.1 The evidence of the complainant is not in dispute, the dog attack stock incident did take 

place. 

6.2 Luna was at large and not under control. 



Tasman District Council Animal Control Subcommittee Agenda – 22 January 2020 

 

 

Agenda Page 49 
 

It
e
m

 2
.3

 

6.3 The imposition of an infringement notice and menacing classification is the least punitive 

action available to Council. 

6.4 Council is obliged to ensure that the stock, domestic pets and protected wildlife are 

protected from nuisance or harm from dogs. 

6.5 The imposition of a menacing classification, while not preventing Luna from attacking stock, 

will prevent Luna from inflicting any bite injury. 

 

7 Decision on What Action To Take 

7.1 Dogs attacking stock are considered to have committed a serious offence under the Act.  

The punitive options available to Council in this instance are: 

7.1.1 Prosecution under s57 (Dogs attacking persons or animals) which carries a 

maximum fine of $3000 plus reparation to the victim.  The dog involved must also be 

destroyed unless there are extenuating circumstances. 

7.1.2 Classification as “Dangerous” under s31. This puts requirements on the owner to 

ensure that there is a safe access way to their property, muzzling of the dog in public, 

neutering of the dog, increased registration fees, and consent from Council to transfer 

ownership to another person. 

7.1.3 An Infringement Notice for $200 for failure to keep a dog under effective control. 

7.1.4 Classification of the dog as “Menacing”. 

7.2 Given the facts, a decision was made by the Regulatory Manager on 13 November 2019 to 

classify the dog as “Menacing” under Section 33A(b) of the DCA: 

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 behavior of the dog; or 

(ii) any characteristics typically associated with the dog’s breed or type. 

(2) A territorial authority may, for the purposes of section 33E(1)(a), classify a dog to 

which this section applies as a menacing dog. 

7.3 A copy of the Menacing classification notice is attached as Attachment 1. 

7.4 The primary effects of the classification are that Luna must be muzzled when in public. 

 

8 Process 

8.1 Mr Toki has the opportunity to make a statement to the Hearing Panel. 

8.2 The Regulatory Manager will explain Council’s position. 

8.3 Mr Toki has the right of reply. 

8.4 At any time the panel may ask questions of those present. 
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8.5 The Hearing Panel will go into Committee and make its decision. 

8.6 Mr Toki is informed of the panel’s decision. 

 

9 Policy / Legal Requirements / Plan 

9.1 Dogs attacking stock persons are considered to have committed a serious offence under the 

DCA.  The punitive options available to Council in this instance are shown in section 7 

above. 

9.2 Failure to take any action in such circumstances would be extremely unusual and would 

need to be justified by some form of extenuating circumstance, none was found. 

9.3 After the panel makes it decision it must, as soon as practicable, give written notice to the 

owner of:  

(a) Its determination of the objection; and 

(b) The reasons for its determination. 

 

10 Conclusion 

10.1 Council has a responsibility to impose on the owners of dogs obligations designed to ensure 

that dogs do not cause a nuisance to or injure, endanger, or cause distress to stock.  By 

upholding the menacing classification, Council will be seen to be taking the action necessary 

to significantly reduce the chances of Luna being involved in any future harm to stock.  If the 

classification is rescinded it would make it very difficult to consistently deal with any future 

dog attacks of a similar nature.  It would also pose a significant reputational risk to Council if 

Luna was to be involved in a similar incident again. 

 

11 Next Steps / Timeline 

11.1 Council must, as soon as practicable, give written notice to the owner of -  

11.1.1 Council’s determination of the objection; and 

11.1.2 The reasons for Council’s determination. 
 

12 Attachments 

1.⇩   Menacing Classification Luna 51 

2.⇩   Hearing Request Toki 57 

3.⇩   Service Request Redacted 59 
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