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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
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Exemptions and Objections Sub-committee Meeting Minutes 

 

Date:  

Time:  

Location:  

Tuesday, 17 December, 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 Deborah Harding 

 Cr Patrick Holmes 

 Cr Scott McKenzie 

  

Also Present  Karma Kukutai and Support Person  

 Reiner Mussle (Manager Health and 

Bylaws) 

 Leslie House (Bylaw Enforcement 

Coordinator and Environmental Health 

Officer) 

 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 

There were no apologies.  

3. Confirmation of Minutes of Previous Exemptions and Objections 

Committee Meeting / Whakatau Meneti  

3.1 Minutes Exemption and Objections Sub Committee 24 September 

2024 

Moved By Cr Scott McKenzie 

Seconded By His Worship the Mayor  
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Item 3.1

 2 

 

That the minutes of the Exemption and Objections Sub-Committee 

meeting held on Wednesday, 24 September 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 

 

4. Decision Reports / Whakatau Rīpoata 

4.1 Objection to Disqualification of Dog Ownership – Karma Kukutai  

Moved By His Worship the Mayor  

Seconded By Cr Deborah Harding 

That the Exemptions and Objections Sub-committee hears the 

objection by Karma Kukutai to the disqualification from dog ownership.  

Carried 

 

The Committee heard the objection and the adjourned to consider the 

objection.  

Procedural Motion  

Moved By      Cr Ken Couper  

Seconded By Cr Scott McKenzie 

That the Exemptions and Objections Sub-committee’s 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 that the Committee’s decision be issued in due course.  

     Carried  

  The Committee adjourned to deliberate on the objection.  

  Following deliberations, the Subcommittee resolved:  

Moved By      Cr Ken Couper  

Seconded By His Worship the Mayor 

 

That the Committee determines the disqualification from dog ownership 

imposed on Karma Kukutai on 1 November 2024 be upheld.  

   Carried 

  Cr Harding requested her vote against be recorded.  

 

5. Closure of Meeting / Te katinga o te Hui 
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Item 3.1

 3 

 

The meeting concluded at 10.36am.  

       Confirmed this 6th day of May 2025 

 

 

       Cr Ken Couper (Chairperson)  
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4.1 Objection to the requirement to desex dog under  
  clause 12 of the Bylaw 

 
 

  Meeting:                                   Exemptions and Objections Committee  

Reporting officers: Zane Kumar, Bylaw Enforcement Co-Ordinator 

Date of meeting: 06 May 2025 
 

 

Time Hearing Name 

1:00pm Objection to requirement to desex Reguina Blair  

Hearing Procedure 

Objection under Clause 13 of the Whangarei District Council Dog Control Bylaw 
2024: 

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 Reguina Blair to a 
notice requiring the desexing of the dog “Stella” under Clause 12 of Whangarei District Council’s 
Dog Control Bylaw 2024. 

Background 

On 25/02/2025 Council issued Ms Blair with a notice (Appendix A) advising her that under the 
terms of Clause 12 of the Whangarei District Council Dog Control Bylaw 2024, the dog “Stella” 
must be desexed. Ms Blair objected to this notice by way of email to the Bylaw Enforcement 
Coordinator on 04/03/2025. (Appendix B) 

Clause 12 of the Dog Control Bylaw 2024 (‘the Bylaw’) states the foundations for issuing a notice 
to desex. 

 

12. Requirement to neuter uncontrolled dog  

 12.1 Council may require the owner of a dog to have that dog neutered if, within a 24-month 

period—  

a) an infringement notice, under section 53 of the Act, has been issued at least twice; or  

b) the dog has been impounded at least twice as a result of not being kept under control.  

 

 12.2 A breach of a requirement under clause 12.1 is an offence against this Bylaw. 

 

13. Objection to requirement to neuter uncontrolled dog 

 13.1 If a dog is required to be neutered under clause 12, the owner of that dog—  

a) may, within 14 days of receiving the notice, object to the requirement by writing to Council; 

and  

b) has the right to be heard in support of their objection under clause 13.1.a. 

 

 13.2 Council may, when considering an objection under clause 13, uphold or rescind the 

requirement. In making its determination, Council must have regard to:  

a) the evidence which formed the basis for the requirement;  

b) the matters relied upon in support of the objection; and  

c) any other relevant matters.  

 

 13.3 Following its consideration of an objection under clause 13.2, Council must, as soon as 

practicable, give written notice to the dog owner of— 

a) its determination on the objection; and  

b) the reasons for its determination. 

 

In determining any objection, the territorial authority may uphold or terminate the notice of 

requirement of any person to undertake desexing of a dog under Clause 12 and shall give written 

notice of its decision and the reasons for it to the objector. 

 

14. Effect of requirement to neuter uncontrolled dog  

 14.1 If a dog is required to be neutered under clause 12, the owner of that dog must, within 1 

month of receiving the notice of the requirement, provide to Council a certificate issued by a 

veterinarian certifying that—  

a) the dog is or has been neutered; or  

b) 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.  
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 14.2 If a certificate under clause 14(1)(b) is provided to Council, the owner must provide to 

Council, within 1 month after the date specified in that certificate, a further certificate under 

clause 14(1)(a). 

 

53. Offence of failing to keep dog under control (Dog Control Act 1996) 

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

exceeding $3,000 who, being the owner of a dog, fails to keep that dog under control. 

 (2) Notwithstanding section 52(2)(b), an owner of a dog does not commit an offence against 

subsection (1) by reason only of the dog being found at large in a public place in contravention 

of any secondary legislation. 

 

Statutory Considerations 

Clause 13.2 gives the power to the Committee to consider the objection. It may uphold or 
immediately terminate the requirement to desex “Stella” under Cluse 12 of the Bylaw. 

In making the decision, the Committee must consider the following: 

a)  the evidence which formed the basis for the requirement.  
b)  the matters relied upon in support of the objection; and  
c)  any other relevant matters.  

The Committee must give written notice of its decision, the reasons for it, as soon as practicable to 
Ms Blair. 

 

Assessment 

Nature of offences: 

The requirement for Ms Blair to arrange the desexing of Stella is based on two infringement 
offences not relating to a single incident within a 24-month period.  

Infringements and summary of incidents forming the basis for the requirement to desex under 
Clause 12: 
 

Date of incident Request number Description: 

13/09/2024 AC2423077 Failure to control or confine 

19/02/2025 AC2526156 Failure to control or confine 

 

Incident- 13/09/2024 (Appendix C) 

Armourguard received a complaint about the dog “Stella” roaming. Upon investigation the dog 
“Stella” was found and impounded from the property of the complainant. It must be pointed out that 
at this time the Dog “Stella” did not belong to Ms Blair, rather to a Kamalpreet Kaur. Kamalpreet 
claimed the dog the same day, and paid the impound fees for its release as per appendix “D”.  

 

Incident- 19/02/2025- (Appendix D) 

Armourguard received two complaints about Stella wandering at Barge Park, where Stella, 
proceeded to bail up a rider for 15 minutes during a horse show. The same day an officer attended 
the scene and spoke to the complaints. Both complainants report hearing a person calling out the 
name “Stella”.   

On 20/02/2025 an Officer visited neighbouring addresses to the incident. The occupant of a 
neighbouring property knew what dogs the officer was looking for. The occupant advised that the 
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same dog had been on his property chasing chickens and sheep which caused distress to these 
animals.  

That led the officer go to the address of the registered dog “Stella” where the officers sighted the 
dog “Stella”, known to them from prior impoundment. The officers ended up impounding “Stella”.  

On 20 February Ms Blair (the now owner of the dog Stella) provided a medical certificate stating 
the dog plays a role in her father’s mental health. However, this is not a consideration under the 
terms of the Act and the Bylaw in relation to desexing. 
 
Any other relevant matters. 

On 17 September 2024 a notice of menacing dog was served on the former owner of “Stella” a 
person named Karmalpreet Kaur (appendix E). This was done because “Stella” was registered as 
an American Pitbull Terrier. This means Council must under Schedule 4 of the Dog Control Act 
1996 classify dogs of the breed as menacing. No objection to this classification was received in the 
14-day timeframe. On the 22/10/2024 Karmalpreet Kaur transferred ownership of “Stella” to Ms 
Blair (appendix F). This does not change the menacing classification, and the previous owner is 
legally obliged to advise the new owner of the classification. As a result “Stella” was still required to 
be desexed under the terms of the menacing by breed classification, to which there is no further 
right to appeal.  

Ms Blair emailed Council on 29 October 2024 (appendix G) asking Council to reconsider its 
decision for “Stella” to be classed as menacing via breed. As explained, Ms Blair was out of time to 
appeal this decision to the committee.  

Council’s Bylaw Enforcement Coordinator emailed Ms Blair on 30 October 2024 (appendix H). 
While at the time the coordinator thought there was still time to appeal, there was not. As a result, 
the email reads like there are still time, however the advice contained in it remains true. That was, 
if Ms Blair provided a DNA certificate showing the dog “Stella” is not predominantly of a breed 
required to be classed as menacing Council would waive the classification. However, Ms Blair did 
not respond to this email and instead provided a false desexing certificate to Council (Appendix I).  

Animal management was alerted to this by a family acquaintance of Ms Blair that wishes to remain 
anonymous. However, emails between Animal Management and Kamo Vets confirms the 
certificate presented to Council was fake. This action is an offence under the Dog Control Act 1996 
and is subject to a fine, upon conviction, of $3,000.  

 
Since the 20th of February 2025 incident, Ms Blairs failure to control and confine “Stella” and abide 
by the menacing classification has seen her breech Clause 12 of the new Dog Control Bylaw, as 
outlined above, also requires Ms Blair to undertake desexing of the dog “Stella” or object to this 
requirement which she has done.  It is pointed out to the Committee, the change of ownership 
(from Ms Kaur to Ms Blair) does not impact on the requirement to desex under Clause 12 of the 
Bylaw as under part b of Clause 12 the breach is in relation to the dog, and not dependent on the 
owner. 

On 03 April 2025, by way of email, Ms Blair provided the DNA certificate for the dog ‘Stella’ 
(appendix J). The DNA certificate was confirmed by the Bylaw Enforcement Coordinator to be 
authentic, via phone call with the testing agency. As a result, the menacing classification by breed 
has been lifted, as ‘Stella’ is not predominantly of a breed as per Schedule 4 of the Act. This, 
however, does not change the requirement to desex ‘Stella’ under Clause 12, and the need of the 
Committee to make a decision on the objection to that. 
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Conclusion 

Under Clause 12 of ‘the Bylaw’ Whangarei District Council may require the owner of any dog, to 
desex said dog if either two infringements under Section 53 of the Dog Control Act 1996 have been 
issued within a 24-month period. Or the dog has been impounded at least twice within a 24-month 
period as a result of not being kept under control. 

It is submitted to the Committee that the evidence on file requires Ms Blair to undertake desexing 
of the dog “Stella”, as per the terms of Clause 12 of the Bylaw. 

 

Recommendation 

That the Exemptions and Objections Committee hear the objection by Reguina Blair to the 
requirement to desex the dog “Stella” under Clause 12 of the Bylaw. 

Following deliberations: 

That the Exemptions and Objections Committee determine whether the requirement to desex 
“Stella” under Clause 12 is either upheld or not upheld. 

 

 

Appendices  

 
Appendix A: Notice of requirement to desex under Clause 12 

Appendix B: Email from Mr Blair objecting to the requirement to desex the dog “Stella” 

Appendix C: 24/01/2025 incident  

Appendix D: 19/02/2025 incident 

Appendix E: Notice of menacing by breed 

Appendix F: Change of ownership paper 

Appendix G: Ms Blair email dated 29/10/2024  

Appendix H: Email of the Bylaw Enforcement Coordinator dated 30/10/2024 

Appendix I: Fake desexing certificate presented to Council by Ms Blair 

Appendix J: Letter to Ms Blair confirming time and date of hearing. 

Appendix K: DNA certificate 

 

13



 

14



15



12. Requirement to neuter uncontrolled dog 
Dog Control Bylaw 2024 

12.1 Council may require the owner of a dog to have that dog neutered if, within a 24-month period- 
a. an infringement notice, under section 53 of the Act, has been issued at least twice; or 
b. the dog has been impounded at least twice as a result of not being kept under control. 
12.2 A breach of a requirement under clause 12.1 is an offence against this Bylaw. 

13. Objection to requirement to neuter uncontrolled dog 

13.1 If a dog is required to be neutered under clause 12, the owner of that dog- 
a. may, within 14 days of receiving the notice, object to the requirement by writing to Council; and 
b. has the right to be heard in support of their objection under clause 13.1.a. 

13.2 Council may, when considering an objection under clause 13, uphold or rescind the requirement. In 
making its determination, Council must have regard to: 
a. the evidence which formed the basis for the requirement; 
b. the matters relied upon in support of the objection; and 
c. any other relevant matters. 

13.3 Following its consideration of an objection under clause 13.2, Council must, as soon as practicable, 
give written notice to the dog owner of- 
a. its determination on the objection; and 
b. the reasons for its determination. 

14. Effect of requirement to neuter uncontrolled dog 

14.1 If a dog is required to be neutered under clause 12, the owner of that dog must, within 1 month of 
receiving the notice of the requirement, provide to Council a certificate issued by a veterinarian certifying 
that- 
a. the dog is or has been neutered; or 
b. 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. 

14.2 If a certificate under clause 14(1)(b) is provided to Council, the owner must provide to Council, within 1 
month after the date specified in that certificate, a further certificate under clause 14(1 )(a). 

16. Enforcement 

16.1 Council may use its powers under the Dog Control Act 1996 and the Local Government Act 2002 to 
enforce this Bylaw. 

17. Offences and penalties 

17 .1 Every person who breaches this Bylaw commits an offence. 

17.2 Every person who commits an offence under this Bylaw is liable to the penalties under the Dog 
Control Act 1996 and the Local Government Act 2002. 
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I don't want to breed from Stella and one of the reasons is that I don't want her to have any 
unnecessary health risk. 

Any surgery under general anaesthesia is a health and life risk, ranging from common side effects 
and allergic reactions to unforeseen complications, lifelong illness and death. Even though severe 
complications are rare, they still occur. 

Do you provide any insurance to cover Stella if any damage occurs to her during surgery? 

It's against my religion beliefs to interfere without a medical or life-threatening purpose. 

I see no reason for her to be placed at risk with surgery when she lives in a fully contained section 
and poses no risk to the community. Stella has a very kind nature, she gets on well with other 
animals (we have a cat and chickens). Stella is a people's dog, she likes everyone and she just 
loves children. 
I very much appreciate your time to consider my application. 
Thank you again, 
Reguina Blair and family 

Sent from my HUAWEI P20 
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A '(I.~) ,, 
WHANGAREI 
DISTRICT COUNCIL 

NOTICE OF SEIZURE 
AND IMPOUNDING OF DOG 

Pursuant to Sections 69 and 69A of The D09 Control Act 1996 

Date: j[J~ I [QJ~ I ilz?J[$ Time: I /oJ.: d 51 Notice No.: I S IQ Q 3 7 5 7 I 
Name: (Mr/Mrs/Miss/Ms) 

Address: 

Postcode: 

Dog ID Dog Name Breed Colour Sex Microchip No. 

This is to notify you that the dog described above has been seized and impounded under the Dog Control Act 
1996 for the following reason(s): 

D Section 32 - Failing to comply with dangerous classification 

D Section 33EC - Failing to comply with menacing classification 

~'Section 42 - Failing to register a dog 

~ction 52A - Failure to control or confine □ OTHER -+---------- 

Unless the dog is claimed and any fee paid within 7 days of the receipt of this notice, it may be sold, destroyed 
or otherwise disposed of pursuant to Section 69(2) of the Dog Control Act 1996. 

D Section 57 - Dog attacking person or animal 

D Section 57 A- Dog rushing at person, animal or vehicle 

D Section 60 - Dog running at large among stock or poultry 

□ 
□ 
□ 

As the dog is not currently registered the dog must be registered/microchipped/de-sexed before it will be released. 

As the dog is registered it will need to be microchipped/de-sexed before it will be released. 

As the dog has been seized pursuant to section 57 or 57 A, if you claim the dog after paying the fees the dog may be retained 
pursuant to section 71 of the Dog Control Act 1996 on the basis that it is a threat to public safety. A notice will be served to 
you pursuant to section 71 of the Dog Control Act 1996. 

Fees: 

Registration I $ / /b 
Microchipping I Q 

Impounding I $ / f, 8 
Sustenance !~$~;;-:~~ __ / ~ per night 

Your dog is currently housed at the following location: 

Whangarei District Council Animal Shelter, 109 - 115 Kioreroa Road, Whangarei 
~--------------------------~---------------~~ L 

LIA_M_O_N_a_m_e_: ~ILA_M_O_N_u_m_b_e_r_: ~I~ 
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Effect of classification as menacing dog

Sections 33E, 33EC, 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 1 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 date 
specified 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 1 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 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 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 after the dog is classified as menacing 

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 33C

Section 33D, Dog Control Act 1996

You may object to the classification of your dog as 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.
You must provide evidence to the Whangarei District Council that the dog is not of a breed or type listed in Schedule 
4 of the Dog Control Act 1996.

Version: 1, Version Date: 18/09/2024
Document Set ID: 1506328

43

http://www.legislation.govt.nz/regulation/public/1996/0223/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM375112#DLM375112
http://www.legislation.govt.nz/regulation/public/1996/0223/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM375127#DLM375127
http://www.legislation.govt.nz/regulation/public/1996/0223/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM375153#DLM375153
http://www.legislation.govt.nz/regulation/public/1996/0223/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM374409#DLM374409
http://www.legislation.govt.nz/regulation/public/1996/0223/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM375110#DLM375110
http://www.legislation.govt.nz/regulation/public/1996/0223/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM375498#DLM375498
http://www.legislation.govt.nz/regulation/public/1996/0223/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM375498#DLM375498


 

44



45



 

46



47



48



Version: 1, Version Date: 30/10/2024
Document Set ID: 1534984

49



Version: 1, Version Date: 30/10/2024
Document Set ID: 1534984

50



Version: 1, Version Date: 30/10/2024
Document Set ID: 1534984

51



 

52



Zane Kumar 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Whangarei District Council < requests@wdc.govt.nz> 
Wednesday, 30 October 2024 11 :08 am 
Reguina G Blair 
AC2423894 

Good morning Reguina, 

I refer to your request AC2423894 in relation to the menacing classification of your dog Stella. This has been 
referred to the Health and Bylaws Department of Council as matters pertaining to dogs resides in this 
department. 

I have looked at this matter and found that you registered your dog as a Pitbull which is a breed required to be 
classed as menacing as per Schedule 4 of the Dog Control Act 1996. Even if this was a mistake on your part, 
now that it has been done we require the evidence which I outline below in order to remove the classification. 

Section 33C and Schedule 4 of the Dog Control Act is clear that all dogs listed in Schedule 4 must be classed 
as menacing by breed. Due to the visual similarities between American Staffordshire Terriers and Pitbull 
Terriers, Council will classify all American Staffordshire Terriers as menacing, unless- 

a. The owner provides a certificate of ownership issued by Dogs New Zealand which indicates the dog's 
pedigree and has a microchip number recorded on that certificate; or- 

b. The owner provides a DNA certificate indicating that American Staffordshire Terrier is the predominant 
or largest percentage of the breed makeup. 

Unfortunately, this means that a vet record or letter from a vet is not sufficient for Council to reconsider the 
classification imposed. We do require one or the other of the above-mentioned documents for us to 
reconsider the classification. 

Furthermore, while you do have the right to object to the classification. Without the above proof as listed that 
the dog is not a breed listed in Schedule 4, Council's Objections and Exemptions Committee who considers 
these matters will be duty bound to uphold the classification as per the legal requirements of the Act. 

With this in mind if you still wish to have an objection hearing we will arrange one for you. But if you can provide 
one of the above documents, I will be able to waive the menacing classification without need for a hearing. 

Please advise if you will either provide the above documents (the classification will remain in place until 
receipt of the documents by Council by way to mailroom@wdc.govt.nz attention Zane Kumar), or if you wish 
to have an objection hearing bearing in mind the Committee without the above documents will be duty bound 
to uphold the classification also. 
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Thank you. 

Zane Kumar 

Bylaw Enforcement Coordinator 
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Zane Kumar 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Christine Crawford 
Thursday, 24 October 2024 1 :08 pm 
Zane Kumar 
Reiner Mussle; Lesley House 
FW: Stella - Fake Vet Cert 
MediaJfif 

Hi, 

See below chain. 
We had a fake desexing certificate provided for a menacing dog. 
This has prompted us to ensure a vet verifies each certificate before we accept it. 

Makes the process extremely long for our team, but unfortunately we have no other option. 

As per the DCA, this particular dog owner will be infringed for provide false details which carries a $750 
infringement. 

CHRISTINE CRAWFORD 
Animal Management Executive Officer 
Powered by Armourguard Security 
109-115 Kioreroa Road, Whangarei O 110 
PO Box 99, Whangarei, 0140 
d: 09 438 7513 c: 0277009852 
e: christine.crawford@wdc.govt.nz 

From: Kamo Vets <reception@kamovets.co.nz> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 22, 2024 5:11 PM 
To: Christine Crawford <christine.crawford@wdc.govt.nz> 
Subject: RE: Stella - Fake Vet Cert 

EXTERNAL: This email originated from outside Whangarei District Council. Do not click links or open attachments 
unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe. 
Hi Christine, 
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Thankyou for alerting us to this fake desexing certificate. Our original certificates are given to the 
owner on the day of desexing and they are printed on the back of the post-operative instruction go 
home sheet. The signatures on these certificates are electronic. If an owner has lost this and 
requests one, then the certificates are printed as a stand alone certificate but the signatures are not 
electronic. The information on the certificate is automatically generated from our software system. 

I can see that the image you have sent us is fake for several reasons- Kamo has been replaced with 
Te Kamo, the font is different to ours, we do not include the microchip number of the dog, sex status 
will always include the word spayed for females or neutered for males, the boxes containing animal 
and owner details are double boxed/outlined on ours, the words signed and date is on the same line 
on ours not separate lines, the word date has been replaced with dated and the signature is not from 
one of our vets. We also have no records that match any of the animal or owner details that are on the 
fake certificate. 

We will now ensure that any desexing certificate will have the vet's stamp on it and we will also 
endeavour to oversign our electronic signatures. 

If it would be of help I can send you a copy of a genuine desexing certificate and/or I can send a sheet 
with all of our vet's signatures for future reference. 

Kind regards, 
Sandra Murray 

From: Christine Crawford <christine.crawford@wdc.govt.nz> 
Sent: Tuesday, 22 October 2024 3:05 pm 
To: Kamo Vets <reception@kamovets.co.nz> 
Subject: Stella - Fake Vet Cert 

Hi, 

Please see attached 

As discussed, a family friend called to give tip off that this dog owner had created a fake desexing cert for your 
clinic. 
This was handed in today by the dog owner herself. 

CHRISTINE CRAWFORD 
Animal Management Executive Officer 
Powered by Armourguard Security 
109-115 Kioreroa Road, Whangarei 0110 
PO Box 99, Whangarei, 0140 
d: 09 438 7513 c: 0277009852 
e: christine.crawford@wdc.govt.nz 
www.armourguard.co.nz 
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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 

 

Zane K 
Bylaw Enforcement Coordinator 
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CERTIFICATE
Breed Makeup Genetic Analysis

The genetic breed analysis conducted revealed that

Stella Blair
is a

American Staffordshire Terrier/Dogue de
Bordeaux/Bullmastiff/Greyhound/British Bulldog/Boxer

Cross

Stella Blair’s breed makeup is:

29.26%  American Sta�ordshire

Terrier

23.98%  Dogue de Bordeaux

12.54%  Bullmasti�

11%  Greyhound

9.32%  British Bulldog1

7.34%  Boxer1

2.09%  Bull Terrier (Miniature)1

1.71%  Russell Terrier1

1.45%  Parson Russell Terrier1

1.31%  Sta�ordshire Bull Terrier1

1. Breeds detected at these levels are considered to reflect common ancestry or ancient breeds - not significant. These 'low confidence'
levels would not reflect any phenotype (physical appearance) or temperament associated with these breeds.

·····
·····

Date of Analysis 
03 Apr 2025 Laboratory Director

Certified breed analysis and genetic makeup for Stella Blair Lab Ref# 25OROZ28535

61



 

62



63


	Agenda
	Exemptions and Objections Committee.pdf
	3.1. Minutes Exemptions and Objections Sub Committee 17 December 2024
	4.1. Objection to the desexing requirement under Clause 12 of the Dog Control Bylaw 2024
	4.1. Objection to the desexing requirement under Clause 12 of the Dog Control Bylaw 2024
	4.1. Objection to the desexing requirement under Clause 12 of the Dog Control Bylaw 2024
	4.1. Objection to the desexing requirement under Clause 12 of the Dog Control Bylaw 2024
	4.1. Objection to the desexing requirement under Clause 12 of the Dog Control Bylaw 2024
	4.1. Objection to the desexing requirement under Clause 12 of the Dog Control Bylaw 2024
	4.1. Objection to the desexing requirement under Clause 12 of the Dog Control Bylaw 2024
	4.1. Objection to the desexing requirement under Clause 12 of the Dog Control Bylaw 2024
	4.1. Objection to the desexing requirement under Clause 12 of the Dog Control Bylaw 2024
	4.1. Objection to the desexing requirement under Clause 12 of the Dog Control Bylaw 2024
	4.1. Objection to the desexing requirement under Clause 12 of the Dog Control Bylaw 2024
	4.1. Objection to the desexing requirement under Clause 12 of the Dog Control Bylaw 2024
	Exclusions all.pdf

