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Exemptions and Objections Committee - Terms of Reference 

 

Membership 

Chairperson  Councillor Ken Couper 

Members  His Worship the Mayor Vince Cocurullo 
Councillors Deborah Harding, Patrick Holmes and Scott McKenzie 

Quorum 3 

Meetings   As required 
The relevant legislative requirements should be taken into account 
when setting meeting dates 

 

Purpose 

To hear and determine objections, appeals and applications in respect of the regulatory 
functions and responsibilities of Council. 
 

Delegations 
 
• Hear and decide s357, s357A and 357B objections under the Resource Management Act 

where staff recommend decline. 

• Determine and grant of Territorial Authority consents under S100 of the Gambling Act 
2003 (as it relates to Class 4 Gambling Venues) and s65C of the Racing Act 2003 (as it 
relates to Board Venues). 

• Power to consider an objection under s33B in relation to classification as a menacing dog 
under s33A of the Dog Control Act 1996 or an objection under s33D in relation to 
classification as a menacing dog under s33C of the Dog Control Act 1996. 

• Consider objections relating to the classification of a person disqualified from owning a 
dog under s26 of the Dog Control Act 1996. 

• Power to consider an objection to classification as a menacing dog under s33A and s33C 
of the Dog Control Act 1996. 

• Power to consider and determine an objection to any notice issued requiring abatement of 
a barking dog nuisance under s55 of the Dog Control Act 1996. 

• To determine the outcome of a request for reconsideration made under sections 199A and 
199B of the Local Government Act 2002 in accordance with Council’s Development 
Contribution Policy (no ability to waiver). 

• Hear and determine statutory appeals or objections in respect to any matter where no 
specific delegation applies.  
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Item 3.1  

Exemptions and Objections Sub-committee Meeting Minutes 

 

Date:  

Time:  

Location:  

Monday, 22 April, 2024 

9:30 a.m. 

Civic Centre, Te Iwitahi, 9 Rust Avenue 

 

In Attendance Cr Ken Couper (Chairperson) 

 His Worship the Mayor Vince Cocurullo 

 Cr Patrick Holmes 

  

Not in Attendance Cr Deborah Harding 

 Cr Scott McKenzie 

  

Also present Reiner Mussle (Manager Health & 

Bylaws) 

 Zane Kumar (Bylaw Enforcement 

Coordinator) 

 Peter Banks (Manager, Animal 

Management, Armourguard) 

 Christine Crawford (Executive Officer, 

Animal Management, Armourguard)  

  

Scribe  N. Pestana (Team Leader, Democracy) 

  

___________________________________________________________________ 

 

1. Declarations of Interest / Take Whaipānga 

No interests were declared.  

 

2. Apologies / Kore Tae Mai 

Cr Scott McKenzie and Cr Deb Harding 

Moved By His Worship the Mayor  

Seconded By Cr Patrick Holmes 

That apologies be sustained.  

Carried 

 

3. Confirmation of Minutes of Previous Exemptions and Objections 

Committee Meeting / Whakatau Meneti  
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3.1 Minutes Exemptions and Objections Committee Meeting 7 March 

2024  

Moved By Cr Patrick Holmes 

Seconded By Cr Ken Couper  

That the minutes of the Exemption and Objections Sub-Committee 

meeting held on Thursday 7 March 2024, having been circulated, be 

taken as read and now confirmed and adopted as a true and correct 

record of proceedings of that meeting.  

Carried 

 

The committee adjourned at 9.49am to consider the objection.  

 

4. Decision Reports / Whakatau Rīpoata 

4.1 Donald Hedges objection to disqualification from dog ownership 

Moved By Cr Ken Couper 

Seconded By His Worship the Mayor 

That the Exemptions and Objections Sub-committee consider the 

objection to disqualification as a dog owner by Donald Hedges  

Carried 

 

Procedural motion  

 

Moved By Cr Patrick Holmes 

Seconded By His Worship the Mayor 

That the Exemptions and Objections Sub-committees decision on the 

objection to disqualification from dog ownership be reserved until such 

time as the Committee has considered the evidence and all relevant 

matters and the Committees decision be issued in due course.  

Carried 

Following deliberations, the Sub-Committee resolved:  

Moved By Cr Ken Couper 

Seconded By Cr Patrick Holmes 

That the Committee confirms its decision of 4 April 2023 to uphold the 

disqualification from dog ownership imposed on Donald Hedges.  

Carried 

 

The full decision of the Committee and the reasons for its 

determinations has been issued separately. 
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5. Public Excluded Business / Rāhui Tangata 

There was no business in public excluded.  

 

6. Closure of Meeting / Te katinga o te Hui 

The meeting concluded at 10.02am.  

 

 

      Confirmed this       day of                     2024 

 

 

      Cr Ken Couper (Chairperson)       
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4.1 Objection to Menacing Classification  

 
 

 Meeting:                                   Exemptions and Objections Committee  

Reporting officers: Reiner Mussle, Manager Health and Bylaws 

Zane Kumar, Bylaw Enforcement Co-Ordinator 

Date of meeting: 30 July 2024 
 
 
 

 

Time Hearing Name 

9:30pm Objection to Menacing Classification Sandra and Robert Meyst 

Hearing Procedure 

Objection under the Dog Control Act 1996  

1 The Chairperson opens the proceedings by introducing the committee and asks parties to 
introduce themselves and their witnesses. 

2 Staff will briefly outline the objection. 

3 The Council Officer’s/contractor’s report, which has been circulated prior to the hearing, is 
taken as read. 

4 The objector presents his/her case including any supporting evidence from witnesses. 

5 Council officers/contractors will speak on his/her report and is available to answer questions. 

6 Only the objector is given the opportunity to have a right to reply. This gives him/her the 
chance to clarify matters raised in the Council officer’s/contractor’s report but not to present 
new evidence. 

7 Final questions of clarification. 

8 The Chairperson adjourns the hearing to deliberate on its decision based on the evidence 
submitted, following which the objector will be notified in writing of the decision. 

A written decision will be issued as soon as practicable. 
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Report to Exemptions and Objections Committee  

Introduction 

The purpose of this hearing is to hear and determine the objection lodged by Sandra and Robert 
Meyst to the classification of their dog ‘Billie’ as menacing. 

Background 

Council issued Ms Meyst with a notice classifying ‘Billie’ as menacing on the 10 June 2024 
(Appendix A). The notice was a consequence of ‘Billie’ being involved in an attack on another dog 
and a person outside the property where ‘Billie’ resides on 24/05/2024, and involvement in an 
attack on a dog and person on 17/03/2022. 

Section 33A of the Dog Control Act 1996 (‘the Act’) states the foundations for classifying dogs as 
menacing: 

33ATerritorial 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. 

Section 33E of ‘the Act’ states the effects of classifying a dog as menacing 

33EEffect of classification as menacing dog 
(1) 

If a dog is classified as a menacing dog under section 33A or section 33C, the owner of the 

dog— 

(a) 

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

confined completely within a vehicle or cage, without 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 territorial authority, within 1 month after receipt of notice of the 

classification, produce to the territorial authority a certificate issued by 

a veterinarian certifying— 

(i) 

that the dog is or has been neutered; or 

(ii) 

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) 

must, if a certificate under paragraph (b)(ii) is produced to the territorial authority, produce to 

the territorial authority, within 1 month after the date specified in that certificate, a further 

certificate under paragraph (b)(i). 
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Under section 33B of ‘the Act’, Ms Meyst had the right to object to that classification within 14 days 
of the date the notice was received. Ms Meyst submitted an objection via email to Zane Kumar the 
Bylaw Enforcement Coordinator of Council on 14/06/2024 (Appendix B) subsequently this was 
accepted by Council. This objection was submitted within the 14-day timeframe (as set out in 
s33B(1)(a) of the Act). Accordingly, the effects of the menacing classification remain in place until a 
decision by the Committee is made as to whether to uphold the decision or not.   
 

Statutory Considerations 

Section 33(B)(2) gives the power to the Committee to consider the objection, which may be 
uphold or rescind the menacing classification. 

33BObjection 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. 

 
Assessment 

The menacing classification of ‘Billie’ is based on two attacks. The first on a dog and person, the 
second on another dog and a person. 
 
On 17/03/2022 (Appendix C) a member of the public was walking along Weaver Street when two 
dogs left their property and attacked the victim dog. Medical treatment was required at Kauri vets 
for minor injuries. The victim dog owner also suffered injuries to their fingers and back of the knee 
which did not require medical treatment.  On this occasion the two attacking dogs (one of them 
being ‘Billie’) were in the care of Jessica the daughter of Ms Meyst. Both dogs were let off the 
property by a flatmate of Jessica and from the victim statement (Appendix C) both dogs proceeded 
to attack the victim dog. The victim dog suffered minor injuries resulting in vet treatment, and the 
victim owner suffered a minor injury to their finger which did not require medical treatment. While 
Jessica did not witness the attack her flatmate did. Unfortunately, the flatmate did not provide a 
statement. But Jessica acknowledged both of the dogs were involved in the attack on the victim 
dog and person. 
 
While it was found there was enough evidence to support an attack under S57 of the Dog Control 
Act 1996, since both attacking dogs were registered and microchipped and the injuries minor, and 
also no prior history it was decided to not prosecute. Two infringements for failure to control and 
confine were issued to Jessica as the person in charge of both dogs at the time of the incident. 
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The second incident (Appendix D) occurred on the 02/11/2023 where a member of the public 
reported a dog wandering and fouling on their property. The dog was secured by the complainant 
and then collected by Animal Management scanned and returned to Ms Meyst. From what can be 
seen in our system Ms Meyst was spoken to and no infringement issued. 
 
The third incident (Appendix E) occurred on 24/05/2024. The complainant was walking their dog on 
Titoki Place when they were attacked by two dogs that came from Ms Meyst’s address. The officer 
investigating the complaint found that one dog belonged to the daughter Jessica, the other “Billie” 
to Ms Meyst. The victim dog owner reports they heard two dogs at Ms Meyst’s address who rushed 
at the small steel gate and continued toward the victim and victim dog. The victim owner reports 
they saw the dogs grabbing and attacking the victim dog. The victim owner proceeded to hit and 
kick the attacking dogs in an effort to have them release the victim dog, and at this stage the victim 
owner reported one of the dogs bit them on the hand and caused them to fall over. The victim 
owner reports that the neighbours came out and offered help after seeing what happened, and the 
owner of the dogs (the person in charge Ms Meyst) went and got a first aid kit. Ms Meyst explained 
that one of the attacking dogs was owned by her daughter and the other “Billie” owned by her. The 
victim owner proceeded to the nearby ambulance station to seek help. They advised the victim 
owner to go to White Cross, due to the expected long wait the victim owner decided not to go. The 
victim owner later noticed a friend’s dog licking the victim dog in certain areas, and upon cleaning 
those areas discovered puncture wounds. It was at this point the victim owner called Animal 
Management and sought vet treatment. 
 
Ms Meyst also provided a statement in which she describes talking to her daughter and also how 
‘Billie’ came into her care. Ms Meyst states that Jessica (the daughter) arrived to pick up her dog 
and were both standing on a porch on the inside of the house. Ms Meyst describes hearing barking 
from the front of the property, followed by Jessica running toward the source of the noise. Ms 
Meyst states that when she arrived at the scene her daughter had her dog by the collar and that 
her dog ‘Billie’ was lurking on the side close to her, she then yelled at ‘Billie’ to go inside, the dog 
complied, and Ms Meyst proceeded to offer first aid. Ms Meyst in her statement states she spoke 
with a neighbour who informed her that ‘Billie’ did not engage in the attack but watched it happen. 
 
The statement from the daughter Jessica Meyst is similar to that of her mother Ms Meyst to start 
with. Jessica states that she remembers not closing the small gate and that she believed both dogs 
were in the house. She then states while she was talking she noticed the victim owner and victim 
dog walking past at which point Jessica saw her dog ‘Ella’ run through the small gate with Ms 
Meyst’s dog ‘Billie’ following. Jessica states that her dog ‘Ella’ went straight to the victim dog and 
attacked. Jessica states that she arrived quickly and then grabbed her dog away. She states that 
‘Billie’ was circling the incident and stood watching close by but did not engage in the attack. She 
also describes talking to the neighbour who was a witness. Both dogs were impounded as a result 
while the investigation took place 
 
The investigating officer spoke to the witness neighbour over the phone who advised that they 
were busy but happy to make a statement over the phone. The witness advised they saw both 
dogs run out of the property of Ms Meyst, and then attack the victim dog which was being walked 
on lead by the victim owner. The witness’s statement to the officer did not clarify exactly which dog 
attacked but it should be noted that from the file Jessica has admitted that only her dog bit the 
victim dog and owner.  
 
While it was found there was enough evidence to support an attack under S57 of the Dog Control 
Act 1996, since both attacking dogs were registered and microchipped and the injuries minor, and 
the officer at the time thought there was no previous history, it was decided not to prosecute and 
instead issue Infringements for Failure to Control and Confine. This is why the file does not 
recommend classification for either dog, as the previous history was not known at this point. Later 
on, Animal Management discovered the history and the decision to classify both dogs in this 
incident ‘Billie’ and ‘Ella’ was made by the Bylaw Enforcement Coordinator based on the history 
and the circumstances of the recent incident. 
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Any steps taken by the owner to prevent further offences 

Nothing in the files attached to this report nor in the objection letter submitted to Council evidences 
any steps taken by Ms Meyst to prevent further instances occurring. 
 
Any other relevant matters 

It is submitted to the Committee that ‘Billie’ has a history of two attacks which occurred in very 
similar circumstances, and in the first attack there is no doubt as to the fact that ‘Billie’ was the 
attacking dog. There are clearly unchanged behaviour issues associated with the dog as this is the 
second incident.  Ms Meyst has gone to great lengths to portray what a loving and friendly dog 
Billie is, but he does seem to have aggression issues with other dogs and whilst in the company of 
dog ‘Ella’ these appear to be heightened. It is submitted to the Committee that Ms Meyst is largely 
in denial over what has happened and reluctant to accept full responsibility for her dogs’ actions 
and behaviour. 
 

Conclusion 

Under section 33A of the Dog Control Act 1996, the Whangarei District Council may classify a dog 
as menacing if it considers it may pose a threat to any person, stock, poultry, domestic animal, or 
protected wildlife because of any observed or reported behaviour of the dog. 
 
It is submitted that there is enough evidence on file to classify ‘Billie’ as menacing as there is 
evidence of two attacks, both occurring in similar circumstances, and wandering. As stated above, 
there are clearly unchanged behavioural issues associated with the dog as this is the second 
incident, and also ‘Billie’ does seem to have aggression issues with other dogs and whilst in the 
company of dog ‘Ella’ these appear to be heightened.  
 
It is submitted to the Committee that given the evidence outlined above and history of the dog, 
there is a clear risk to the public and other animals, and that this risk can be mitigated if it was 
decided to allow the menacing classification to remain in place. 

 

Recommendation 

That the Exemptions and Objections Committee hear the objection to the classification of ‘Billie’ as 
menacing. 

Following deliberations: 

That the Exemptions and Objections Committee determine whether the menacing classification is 
either upheld or rescinded. 

 

Appendices  

 
Appendix A: Notice of Classification 

Appendix B: Letter of Objection 

Appendix C: 17 March 2022 File 

Appendix D: 02 November 2023 File 

Appendix E: 24 May 2024 File 

Appendix F: Email and letter confirming date and time of hearing 
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Effect of classification as menacing dog 
Sections33E, 33F, and 36A, Dog Control Act 1996 

You- 
(a) 

must 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; and 

(b) 

must, if required by the Whangarei District Council, produce to the Whangarei District Council, within I month after receipt of this notice, a 
certificate issued by a veterinarian certifying- 
(i) 

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

and 
( c) 

where a certificate under paragraph (b)(ii) is produced to the Whangarei District Council, produce to the Whangarei District Council, within I 
month after the date specified in that certificate, a further certificate under paragraph (b) (i). 
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 I 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 Whangarei District Council in 
accordance with the reasonable instructions of the Whangarei District 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 2 months from I July 2006 if your dog is classified as menacing on or after I December 2003 but before I July 2006; or 
• within 2 months after the dog is classified as menacing if your dog is classified as menacing after I 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. 

Right of objection to classification under section 33A 
Section 33B, Dog Conn-al Act I 996 

You may object to the classification of your dog as menacing by lodging with the Whangarei District Council a written objection within 14 days 
ofreceipt 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. 

Version: 1, Version Date: 14/06/2024
Document Set ID: 1437853

16



17



18



19



20



All parties are to be advised and infringement issued before endorsing file and submitting for 
closing. 

COMPLETED/DETAIL 

Rescinded Letter 
Classification 
Infringement 

OFFICER 

0 £:" IV7, l 

Dog Owner Advised 
Complainant Advised 

agement Review: 

Animal Management Manager/ Animal 
Management Executive Officer 

Date O ,01 l2!Ji . 

Outcome Review °'fl<£11r-£ ~ 
WDC Contract Service Manager 

Date . ~ I ~ !)__ 

3 

Version: 1, Version Date: 14/06/2024
Document Set ID: 1438092
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ANIMAL MANAGEMENT PROSECUTION FILE 

COMPLAINANT ~~~ Whangarei 
District Council 

Describe your/ victim's injuries: 
Describe the medical treatment you/ the victim received: 

#'!fl~ Pt;g~ mlfJ!/!!1:f, mlj 
Injuries 
Did you/ the victim receive injuries? 

~- D Yes Please indicate on the diagrams the part of the body that was injured 

8 

Version: 1, Version Date: 14/06/2024
Document Set ID: 1438092
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ANIMAL MANAGEMENT PROSECUTION FILE 

COMPLAINANT ~~~ Whangarei 
District Council 

FRONT BACK 

9 

Version: 1, Version Date: 14/06/2024
Document Set ID: 1438092
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ANIMAL MANAGEMENT PROSECUTION FILE 

COMPLAINANT ~~· Whangarei 
District Council 

LEFT RIGHT 

INJURY INFORMATION SHEET - ANIMAL I 

Veterinary 
Did you seek veteri/ry treatment for your animal. (s) following the incid'e~t? 

□ No ct Yes Date: I ¢/401,2 Time: 21'' 3 C)o tvl 
Where did your animal(s) receive treatment? 

Kcturr' lkf 

Describe the veterinary treatment your animal(s) receved: 

Veterinary costs: $ --'-/_lf......_6-'-----'-~-C>_O (attach veterinary bills/invoices) 

Injuries 
Did your animal(s) receive irijuries? 

□ No ~ Please indicate on the diagrams the part of the body that is injured. 
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ANIMAL MANAGEMENT PROSECUTION FILE 

COMPLAINANT ~~· Whangarei 
District Council 

Domestic Animals 

rti'J Dog 

□ Cat 

D Other domestic animal 

Livestock 

Animal type: 

No. of animals injured: / o/ OJ· 
No. of animals deceased: 
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Version: 1, Version Date: 14/06/2024
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Date: D_; ? 1 2 2- Time: CRM: AC. .. 2.2-.! .. q .. eq . 
Photo taken/pcov,ded:; ·······¼r:r1f i4((1(;11~+:~;,··· ;···;;;···;c ~··························· 
Photo dPS(( pt ')'J ' .C mp . fl. .. tr.. }) l&L ' .... b ' .l of...!~., .. 

Version: 1, Version Date: 14/06/2024
Document Set ID: 1438092
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Date: 

Rescinded Letter 
Classification 
Infringement 

COMPLETED/DETAIL OFFICER 

f 
D514-6/0 
D5t li-h l I 

Dog Owner Advised 
Complainant Advised 
Admi n/i nfri ngement/letters 

Pete Banks/Christine Crawford 

Animal Management Manager/ Animal 
Management Executive Officer 

Date 6, 6 ·· ioi~ 
Outcome Review Pete Banks/Christine Crawford 

Animal Management Manager/ Animal 
Management Executive Officer 
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ANIMAL MANAGEMENT PROSECUTION FILE 

COMPLAINANT 
~~· Whangarel 

District Council 

Injuries 
Did you/ the victim receive injuries? 

□ No Please indicate on the diagrams the part of the body that was injured 

R 

I )J 
I fr 

1 

/ \ I ,, \ , I 

\ J 
) ) ( 
/ I \ \\ 
/ l l ' 
'(-l.( - i \ ))j 

FRONT 

L 

BACK 
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ANIMAL MANAGEMENT PROSECUTION FILE 

COMPLAINANT 
~~~ Whangarei 

District Council 

LEFT RIGHT 

Veterinary 
Did you seek veterinary treatment for your animal (s) following the incident? 

□ Yes Date: ------- Time: -------- 
Where did your animal(s) receive treatment? 

Nature of the animal's injuries: 

Describe the veterinary treatment your animal(s) received: 

Veterinary costs: $ (attach veterinary bills/invoices) 

Injuries 
Did your animal(s) receive injuries? 

□ No ~s Please indicate on the diagrams the part of the body that is injured. 
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ANIMAL MANAGEMENT PROSECUTION FILE 

COMPLAINANT 
Domestic Animals 

~ 

< ,, 

~~· Whangarei 
District Council 

□ Cat 

□ Other domestic animal 

Livestock 

Animal type: 

No. of animals injured: 

No. of animals deceased: 
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ANIMAL MANAGEMENT PROSECUTION FILE 

DOG OWNER ~~~ Whangarei 
District Council 

DOG DETAILS: DOG 1 

Name: ~\\\\v Dog ID: 7~~7~ 
Breed: (ooX.QJ X 
Colour: ~yo..-/'\ 
Gender: N) Olle,_ De-sexed: '-\c.S 
Age: j Years I Months Microchip No: 9' 6C O I «xx» ·;2 %- c 

Registration: iu)fes □ No Year: Council: L,.__oc_ . 
Notes: 

18-bo. 

DOG DETAILS: DOG 2 

Name: Dog ID: 

Breed: 

Colour: 

Gender: De-sexed: 

Age: I Years I Months Microchip No: 

Registration: □ Yes □ No Year: Council: 

Notes: 

Declaration 

I have read this statement and it is true and correct. 

OR 

I have had this statement read back to me by and it is true and 
correct. 

Print Name: ---~_,_OV'"'-- __ )_~_Ct _ ___,~---1-"S"---f,____ _ 

Signature: _ _,/4'-----'--~-'---=------+-/?__,_/- _ 

Statement recorded at: P ~ cJ' ~--------------------- 

Date: 

AMO Name: c:=-\\~ ~ AMO Number: ~l .J __ __...,_~~~~~---~~~- -, 

AMO Signature:--~~~------- Date and Time: .39/ S / :J-4 l I .' i g-. 
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ANIMAL MANAGEMENT PROSECUTION FILE 

DOG OWNER ~~· Whangarei 
District Council 

DOG DETAILS: DOG 1 

Name: Qtq Dog ID: 74666 
Breed: 6+o~~ . 
Colour: 1~~ 
Gender: F De-sexed: 'ka- 
Age: 6 I Years I Months Microchip No: 9S '&>f CXXJ;>. 9 0 b ~ ~ 
Registration: ~es □ No Year: Council: LA-JDC. 
Notes: 

DOG DETAILS: DOG 2 

Name: Dog ID: 

Breed: 

Colour: 

Gender: De-sexed: 

Age: I Years I Months Microchip No: 

Registration: □ Yes □ No Year: Council: 

Notes: 

Declaration 

I have read this statement and it is true and correct. 

OR 

I have had this statement read back to me by C,,,;,-ler-, Uc:>-A~e___and it is true and 
correct. 

Print Name: -~J-e,_J_J~{~CGt\._ ...... M~~~--1-----f- _ 
Signature:--~,__~·~& _ Date: . 30 / 6-r J2Cl-Lj r r 

Statement recorded at: Prund ----'----=..,"--'-'--------------------- 

AMO Name: _ __,C-.c...,_l I'-->'"'_· ~--"-· Cn_~---'---'5"'-e_-· AMO Number: ::ih4 

AMO Signature:-~~---~-------- Date and Time: 30/6/1-L,- 
6 
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Animals 

#Ci ... Ci Animal Information # Ci ... 

Animal IDv 

2 
Animal Name Animal Type 

72878 Billie 

Animal Class 

Pet Pet 

Breed 

BOXE 0 
Owner ~ ... 

Name ID 

305978 

Given Names 

Sandra Jane 

Name 

Meyst 

Date Ended Safety Alert 

False 

Protected Status 

False 

Type 

CiA Requests Ci Infringements 

Reference ID 

AC221989 

.AC23 I 3:::47 

Ci Request ID 

Sub-Category Description 

Dog attack 

Other dog issues 

Application Id 

Detail 

Dog attack. Dogs vs dog - : 

1 x large brown Mastiff do 

Infringement ID Infringement Numb• 

441953 D510717 

Ci Requests 

Full Details 

Version: 1, Version Date: 14/06/2024
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Animals 

#Ci ... Ci Animal Information # Ci ... 

Animal ID Animal Name Animal Class Animal Type 

1 74656 Ella Pet Pet 

Breed 

SBTE 0 
Owner Q ... 

Name ID Given Names 

548162 Jessica Rose Ellen 

Name Safety Alert 

Meyst 

Date Ended 

False 

Protected Status 

False 

Type 

CiA Requests Ci Infringements 

Reference ID 

AC:221989 

Sub-Category Description 

Dog attack 

Detail 

Dog attack. Dogs vs dog - : 

Infringement ID 

441952 

Infringement Numb• 

D510716 

Ci Requests 

Ci Request ID Application Id Full Details 

Version: 1, Version Date: 14/06/2024
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Effect of classification as menacing dog 
Sections 33£, 33F, and 36A, Dog Control Act 1996 

You- 

(a) 

must 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; and 

(b) 

must, if required by the Whangarei District Council, produce to the Whangarei District Council, within l month after receipt of this notice, a 

certificate issued by a veterinarian certifying- 

(i) 

that the dog is or has been neutered; or 

(ii) 

that for reasons that are specified in the certificate, the dog will not be in a fit condition to be neutered before a dates pecified in the certificate; 

and 

(c) 

where a certificate under paragraph (b )(ii) is produced to the Whangarei District Council, produce to the Whangarei District Council, within I 

month after the date specified in that certificate, a further certificate under paragraph (b) (i). 

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 I 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 Whangarei District Council in 

accordance with the reasonable instructions of the Whangarei District 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 2 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 2 months after the dog is classified as menacing if your dog is classified as menacing after I 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 ofa dog as menacing are provided in the Dog Control Act 1996. 

Right of objection to classification under section 33A 
Section 33B, Dog Control Act 1996 

You may object to the classification of your do gas menacing by lodging with the Whangarei District 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. 

Version: 1, Version Date: 14/06/2024
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# 

Dog Impound Pen# ::> 

s M T OF s 

Dog(s) found at: tx,ugh+ /() to p Q./'ld . 
Dog Owner Name: <:Scrc;ro ~s+ · 
Address: /ti Tlt'otA' Pio~ c,_e,,c..s ·,~ter" 
Phone Number: q:;,7 6100 ,r, DOB: 3/ 7/i 9 bK 

1 ) _!yp_yi,f Complaint: 
G"' Attack 
D Rushing 
D Wandering 
D Patrol 

Picture attached: 

□ □ □ □ 
~ 

Collection 
Revisit 
Unregistered 
Into Refuse 

D Trap 
D Worrying Stock 
D Conditions 
D Surrender 

Is the Dog in Tech One? Yes~ No 0 
Fees quoted Impound:.$ (SCf Registration: Microchip: Sustenance: $;;>b 

Dog Details: 
Tech One ID: ·7 d- ~7 8 Registration Number: /;).007 

Mier chip: 9530 OC0~3"9 78' 0 . 

Colour: 6 rC).,A...(I 0 

Female 
D Entire 

) Result: 
D Owner Collected 
D Euthanized 

D Rehome (Wandering Angels) 
D Adoption (Armourguard) 

Communication Info: SI.ococ).q I 

Canine Health Check: 
Body Score 1 - 5: 
Demeanor: 
General Body: 

D Very Poor 
Q4-rmal 
[?"Healthy 

D Poor 
0 Timid 
D Poor 

~rmal 
D Aggressive 
D Wounds 

0 + Weight ~++Weight 
D Other 
D Other 

Name of person collecting dog: es s--i co /VI. '/rype of ID sighted: Kvrew/rl lo d.b 9- 
Result Date: Time:/bc' 2%. 

Version: 1, Version Date: 12/06/2024
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Date: 30/05/2024 
Time: 18:30 

Photo taken/provided by: 
Photo description: 

Officer 264 
Billie (72878) 

Version: 1, Version Date: 12/06/2024
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Date: 30/05/2024 
Time: 18:30 

Photo taken/provided by: 
Photo description: 

Officer 264 
Billie {72878) 
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'- ..._/ fYe,~c/ 
Daily Health Sheet 

Kennel# Dogs Name Section DCA Gender ~ Breed Colour 

2- - e;\\\l~ 57 l'r\ 6 60-x:ef V ~.~ 
Caution l\m,c:J/ ~ b- -1ht- 

. 
~1 V'Y"' ,~46~ 

Feeding I Enrichment ,, 
Microchip scanned ri7f ves I I No, why? Dog Photographed L~es j j No, why? CRM: 

Officer Date Stools Appetite Behavior Health Appearance Body Score Notes 

~\>. 19/ lfmc,l ✓ ,/ X 1/5 

~ v{ ✓ / ./ / V, 'f 

NP t{ ✓ 
✓- 

l \ / ,/ V 
f\/J lb / / i \ ~ _,,,,,,,--· V, 
~ X / / '( ✓ _,,,,-/ V, 

.!Jr ;{ / / tc / ~ V, 
}-,,{ 0/ / // / l( / / V. V£ 

Outcome 

Version: 1, Version Date: 12/06/2024
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Daily Health Sheet 
Kennel# I Dogs Name Section DCA I Gender I~ I Breed Colour 

Caution 

Feeding j Enrichment 

Microchip scanned D Yes [ ] No, why? Dog Photographed LJ Yes [ ] No, why? CRM: 

Officer Date Stools Appetite Behavior Health Appearance Body Score Notes 

I 1/. 
V /. 
I /. 
I I/ 1; /. 
I /. 
I V 

Outcome 
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In reply, please quote 

Or ask for 

Hearing of your objection 

Zane Kumar 

a~~~ 
~p 

Whangarei 
District Council 

03/07/2024 

Sandra & Robert Meyst 
10 Titoki Place 
Kensington 
Whangarei,0112 

Te lwitahi, 9 Rust Avenue, Whangarei 

Private Bag 9023, Te Mai, 

Whangarei 0143, New Zealand 

P +64 9 430 4200 

E mailroom@wdc.govt.nz 

www.wdc.qovt.nz/Contactus 

Dear Sandra and Robert, 

Hearing of your objection to Billie menacing classification 

The purpose of this letter is to acknowledge that Council has received your objection to the 
menacing classification applied to your dog 'Billie' by email on 14 June 2024 served on you 
13/06/2024. A hearing date is now scheduled as follows: 

• Your objection will be heard by the Exemptions and Objections committee at 9:30am 
Tuesday 30 July 2024. 

• The hearing will be held in the Council Chambers, in Te lwitahi (Civic Centre), in Rust 
Avenue, Whangarei. 

The Council Chambers are located on the ground level, in the new Civic Center building on 
Rust Avenue. You are welcome to sit in the gallery until the meeting starts. 

You may wish to bring a support person with you, and it is helpful to the committee if the 
submission you wish to make is in writing. 

If possible, please bring additional copies of you submission for the committee and staff in 
attendance (approximately 9). If you are not able to make any copies of the submission, then 
please let the Senior Democracy Advisor know on the day (ask reception for this person). 

The Council Officer's/contractors report will be sent out to you before the meeting so that you 
are aware of the information that the committee will have in front of them. 

The Chairperson directs the procedure of the hearing but broadly hearings of objections to 
disqualifications follow the below approach: 

1. The Chairperson opens the proceedings by introducing the committee and asks parties 
to introduce themselves and their witnesses. 
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~~~ Whangarei 
District Council 

2. Staff will briefly outline the objection. 

3. The Council Officer's/contractor's report, which has been circulated prior to the hearing, 
is taken as read. 

4. The objector (you) presents their case, including any supporting evidence from 
witnesses. It is helpful to the Committee if the objector's main points or a summary of 
their case is provided in writing (this is optional, not a requirement). 

5. Council officer's/contractors will speak on their report and is available to answer 
questions. 

6. Only the objector is given the opportunity to have a right to reply. This gives you the 
chance to clarify matters raised in the Council officer's/contractor's report but not to 
present new evidence. 

7. Final questions of clarification. 

8. The Chairperson adjourns the hearing to deliberate on its decision based on the 
evidence submitted, following which the objector will be notified in writing of the decision. 

Yours faithfully 

Reiner Mussle 
Manager Health and Bylaws 
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Zane Kumar 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Importance: 

Zane Kumar 
Wednesday, 3 July 2024 2:27 pm 
Sandra Meyst 
RE: Objection to menacing Sandra and Robert Meyst, hearing 30 July 2024 

High 

Afternoon Sandra, 

I apologise the letter attached previously was from the wrong template and referred to disqualification again. I 
apologise again about this. I again confirm this is in relation to Menacing classification status and not 
disqualification. 

I am sincerely sorry about that. 

I also again confirm the hearing of your objection to menacing classification is still so" July at 9:30am here at the 
Council office. 

Thank you 

Zane Kumar 
Bylaws Enforcement Co-ordinator I Health & Bylaws Department 
Whangarei District Council I Te lwitahi,9 Rust Avenue I Private Bag 9023, Te Mai, Whangarei 01481 www.wdc.govt.nz 
P 09 430 4200 I E zane.kumar@wdc.govt.nz 
Like us on Facebook 

a~~ ~· Whangarei 
District Council 

From: Zane Kumar 
Sent: Wednesday, 3 July 2024 11:15 am 
To: Sandra Meyst <sandrameyst@gmail.com> 
Subject: Objection to menacing Sandra and Robert Meyst, hearing 30 July 2024 
Importance: High 

Good morning Sandra and Robert, 

The purpose of this email is to acknowledge that Council has received your objection to your dog owner 
disqualification status by email on 14 June 2024 served on you 13/06/2024. A hearing date is now scheduled as 
follows: 

• Your objection will be heard by the Exemptions and Objections committee at 9:30am Tuesday 30 
July 2024. 

• The hearing will be held in the Council Chambers, in Te lwitahi (Civic Centre), in Rust Avenue, 
Whangarei. 

The Council Chambers are located on the ground level, in the new Civic Centre building on Rust Avenue. You are 
welcome to sit in the gallery until the meeting starts. 

1 
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You may wish to bring a support person with you, and it is helpful to the committee if the submission you wish to 
make is in writing. 

If possible, please bring additional copies of you submission for the committee and staff in attendance 
(approximately 9). If you are not able to make any copies of the submission, then please let the Senior Democracy 
Advisor know on the day (ask reception for this person). 

The Council Officer's/contractors report will be sent out to you before the meeting so that you are aware of the 
information that the committee will have in front of them. 

The Chairperson directs the procedure of the hearing but broadly hearings of objections to disqualifications follow 
the below approach: 

1. The Chairperson opens the proceedings by introducing the committee and asks parties to introduce 
themselves and their witnesses. 

2. Staff will briefly outline the objection. 
3. The Council Officer's/contractor's report, which has been circulated prior to the hearing, is taken as 

read. 
4. The objector (you) presents their case, including any supporting evidence from witnesses. It is 

helpful to the Committee if the objector's main points or a summary of their case is provided in 
writing (this is optional, not a requirement). 

5. Council officer's/contractors will speak on their report and is available to answer questions. 
6. Only the objector is given the opportunity to have a right to reply. This gives you the chance to 

clarify matters raised in the Council officer's/contractor's report but not to present new evidence. 
7. Final questions of clarification. 

The Chairperson adjourns the hearing to deliberate on its decision based on the evidence submitted, following 
which the objector will be notified in writing of the decision. 

Thank you. 

Zane Kumar 
Bylaws Enforcement Co-ordinator I Health & Bylaws Department 
Whangarei District Council I Te lwitahi,9 Rust Avenue I Private Bag 9023, Te Mai, Whangarei 0148 I www.wdc.govt.nz 
P 09 430 4200 I E zane.kumar@wdc.govt.nz 
Like us on Facebook 

a~~ 
~p 

Whangarei 
District Council 
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